APPENDIX I.
SAMPLING PROTOCOL




State of California
AIR RESOURCES BOARD

REVISED PESTICIDE MONITORING PROTOCOL

-

Sampling Procedures for the Monitoring of Certain Breakdown Products
of Metam Sodium in Kern County during the Summer of 1993

Engineering Evaluation Branch

Monitoring and Laboratory Division

Project No. (92-070 (Ambient)
C92-070B (Application)

Date: July 14, 1993

APPROVED:

é?ﬁé%zggéizgiiéﬁzj7 , Project Engineer

Testing &2ction :

Ll L. Duelonttee, wanager

Testing Section

gfﬂdﬂr’f@@ _, Chief

FAgineeyfing Evaluation Branch

This protocol has been reviewed by the staff of the California Air Resources
Board and approved for publication. Approval does not signify that the
contents necessarily reflect the views and policies of the Air Resources
Board, nor does mention of trade names or commercial products constitute
endorsement or recommendation for use.




Sampling Procedures for the Monitoring of Certain Breakdown Products
of Metam Sodium in Kern County during the Summer of 1993

I. Introduction

The Cal/EPA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and the
Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) have requested that the Air Resources
Board (ARB) conduct ambient air monitoring for methyl isothiocyanate (MITC).
MITC is the primary breakdown product of metam sodium (sodium-N-
methyldithiocarbamate). MITC is responsible for the pesticidal activity of
metam sodium. In response to this request, ARB staff will conduct a 3-day
source impacted ambient monitoring program after an application of metam
sodium by soil injection, as well as an ambient monitoring program within
populated areas. This monitoring will focus primarily on MITC, although
limited monitoring for two other breakdown products, hydrogen sulfide and
carbon disulfide may also be conducted.

An extensive Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) program was completed
(Attachment A) to ensure the accuracy of the results. Because of the emergency
nature of the Dunsmuir spill where a railroad car of metam sodium was spilled
into the upper Sacramento River, it was not possible to implement full QA/QC
procedures at that time. It is felt this thorough QA/QC program substantiates
both studies. A monitoring program for MITC was conducted in Brentwood, CA
during March of 1993 in order to verify the accuracy of the analytical

method as well as have comparison data for the proposed summer application
monitoring.

Metam sodium is an herbicide, fungicide, insecticide and nematicide primarily
used as a preplant fumigant. Its peak use in California is in Kern County
during the months of July and August. Since metam sodium is used in various
parts of the state, the monitoring location will be selected by ARB, DPR, OEHHA
after identifying those areas with the peak metam sodium usage rate. DPR’s
"Monitoring Recommendation for Metam-sodium" is presented ih Attachment B.
Metam sodium is applied by soil injection or sprinkler irrigation. Results of
the monitoring will be evaluated by staff of the OEHHA and the DPR.

II. Sampling

A sketch of the sampling apparatus is shown in Attachment C. The apparatus
consists of a charcoal adsorbent tube, rain and light cover, rotometer,
sampling train support and vacuum pump. Charcoal adsorbent tubes will be used
for the collection of MITC and carbon disulfide samples.

‘Hydrogen sulfide will also be monitored on site using a Jerome portable
analyzer. This instrument measures hydrogen sulfide based upon its reaction
with a gold film. The Jerome is hand-held and battery operated instrument
capable of only providing instantaneous readings at one location. All results
are real time and cannot be time averaged. This instrument has a detection
1imit of 3.0 ppb. Hydrogen sulfide levels will be determined during the
application monitoring and also the ambient monitoring, if feasible.



A. Application Monitoring

Air sampling will be coordinated with the appropriate County Office of the
Agricultural Commissioner, and an applicator. Four samplers will be set
up: one on each side of the field at a distance of about 20 yards. Prior
to application, background samples will be taken to establish if any MITC
is detectable. A meteorological station will also be set up to determine
wind speed and direction. This station will continue to operate
throughout the sampling period. A log book will be kept with information
on the field size, application rate, formulation, length of application’
and any other pertinent information.

Ambient air will be pulled through the sampling tubes at a flow rate of
approximately 2 liters per minute using battery powered pumps. Duplicate
samples will be collected from each sampler for quality assurance
purposes. The sampling schedule outlined in ARB’s "Quality Assurance Plan
for Pesticide Monitoring" (Attachment D) will be followed as closely as
practical. Based on the laboratory detection limit of 0.075 ug/samp]e,
the detection 1imits will range (approxigate]y) from 0.63 ug/m> for the
one hour background sample to 0.026 ug/m” for the 24-hour samples.

B. Ambient Monitoring

Three to five samplers will be set up at various locations throughout the
County. Sampling sites will be selected based upon criteria outlined in
the "Quality Assurance Plan for Pesticide Monitoring" and will be in
population centers near application sites. The samplers will be powered
by 115VAC vacuum pumps.

Twenty-four .hour samples will be taken Monday through Friday at a flow
rate of approximately 2 liters/ minute. Based on the laboratory detection
limit of 0.075 ug/sample, the,detection limit for the ambient samples will
be (approximately) 0.026 ug/m~. Meteorological data will be obtained for
the area of the monitoring, during the period of monitoring, from the
California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS).

ITI. Analysis

A1l samples will be stored in an ice chest containing dry ice or a freezer
until analysis. Analysis of MITC samples will be performed by the Department
of Health Services Air and Industrial Hygiene Laboratory. The analytical
method is extraction with carbon disulfide, separation by gas chromatography
using a DB-624 column and measurement by a nitrogen/phosphorus detector. The
analytical procedure is described in Attachment E and Attachment F.

At this time it is anticipated that some of the duplicate samples from both the
ambient and the application monitoring will be sent to Zeneca (formerly ICI,
formerly Stauffer) for carbon disulfide analysis. Detection limit for this
compound is 0.3 ppm. A copy of Zeneca’s analytical procedure for carbon
disulfide can be found in Attachment G.



IV. Quality Assurance

Calibrated rotometers will be used to control sample flow rates. Sampler flow
rates will be calibrated prior to and after sampling in the field. Samplers
will be leak checked with the sampling media installed prior to and after each
sampling period. A field log book will be used to record sample start and stop
times, duration of the application, sample IDs, any change in the flow rates,
and ?ther pertinent information. A chain of custody sheet will accompany all
samples. :

The dependent parameters (reproducibility, linearity and minimum detection
1limit) of the analytical instrument will be checked prior to analysis. A
Taboratory audit will be conducted prior to sampling in order to review methods
and establish the accuracy of the methods through the use of spiked samples.
This audit program will be developed by the ARB, DPR, and laboratory staff.
Blank sampling tubes will accompany each batch of samples from the field to the
lab prior to analysis. Trip spikes will also be prepared by AIHL.

Method development procedures to document the performance .of the sampling/
analytical methodology were previously conducted. Methods development data are
presented in Attachment F.

V. Personnel

ARB Monitoring personnel will consist of Don Fitzell (Project Engineer) and
Jack Rogers and Jack LaBrue (Instrument Technicians).
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QUALITY ASSURANCE PLAN FOR PESTICIDE MONITORING

I. Introduction

At the request of the Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR), the Air
Resources Board (ARB) documents the "level of airborne emissions" of specified
pesticides. This is usually accomplished through two types of monitoring. The
first consists of one month of ambient monitoring in the area of, and during
the season of, peak use of the specified pesticide. The second is monitoring
near a field during and after (up to 72 hours) an application has occurred.
These are referred to as ambient and application monitoring, respectively. To
help clarify the differences between these two monitoring programs, ambient and
application are highlighted in bold in this document when the information
applies specifically to either program. The purpose of this document is to
specify quality assurance activities for the sampling and laboratory analysis
of the monitored. pesticide. ‘

A. Quality Assurance Policy Statement

It is the policy of the ARB to provide DPR with as reliable and accurate
data as possible. The goal of this document is to identify procedures that
ensure the implementation of this policy.

‘ . B. Quality Assurance Objectives

Quality assurance objectives for pesticide monitoring are: (1) to
establish the necessary quality control activities relating to site selection,
sample collection, sampling protocol, sample analysis, data reduction and
validation, and final reports; and (2) to assess data quality in terms of
precision, accuracy and completeness.

II. Siting

Probe siting criteria for ambient pesticide monitoring are listed in TABLE

1. Normally four sites will be chosen. The monitoring objective for these
sites is to measure population exposure near the perimeter of towns or in the
area of the town where the highest concentrations are expected based on
prevailing winds and proximity to applications. One of these sites is usually
.designated to be an urban area "background" site and is located away from any
expected applications; however, because application sites are not known prior
to the start of monitoring, a "zero level" background may not occur.

Detectable levels of some pesticides may also be found at an urban area
background site if they are marketed for residential as well as commercial use.

Probe siting criteria for placement of samplers near a pesticide
application for collection of samples are the same as ambient monitoring (TABLE
1). In addition, the placement of the application samplers should be to obtain
upwind and downwind concentrations of the pesticide. Since winds are variable
and do not always conform to expected patterns, the goal is to surround the



application field with one sampler on each side (assuming the normal
rectangular shape) at a distance of about 20 yards from the perimeter of the
field. However, conditions at the site will dictate the actual placement of
monitoring stations. Once monitoring has begun, the sampling stations will not
be moved, even if the wind direction has changed. '

III. Sampling

~ - A1l sampling will be coordinated through the County Agricultural
Commissioner’s Office and the local Air Quality Management District (AQMD) or
Air Pollution Control District (APCD). Monitoring sites will be arranged
through the cooperation of applicators, growers or owners for application
monitoring. For selection of ambient sites; ARB staff will work through
authorized representatives of private companies or government agencies.

A. Background Sampling

A background sample will be taken at all sites prior to an application.
It should be a minimum of one hour and longer if scheduling permits. This
sample will establish if any of the pesticide being monitored is present prior
to the application. It also can indicate if other environmental factors are
interfering with the detection of the pesticide of concern during analysis.

While one of the sampling sites for ambient monitoring is referred to as
an "urban area background," it is not a background sample in the conventional
sense because the intent is not to find a non-detectable level or a
"background" level prior to a particular event (or application). This site is
chosen to represent a low probability of finding the pesticide and a high
probability of public exposure if significant levels of the pesticide are
detected at this urban background site.

B. Schedule

Samples for ambient pesticide monitoring will be collected over 24-hour
.periods on a schedule, in general, of 4 samples per week for 4 weeks. Field
application monitoring will follow the schedule guidelines outlined in TABLE 2.

C. Blanks and Spikes

Field blanks should be included with each batch of samples submitted for
analysis. This will usually require one blank for an application monitoring
and one blank per week for an ambient monitoring program. Whenever possibie,
trip spikes should be provided for both ambient and application monitoring.
The spiked samplies should be stored in the same manner as the samples and
returned to the laboratory for analysis.

D. Meteorological Station

Data on wind speed and direction will be collected during application
monitoring by use of an on-site meteorological station. If appropriate




equipment is available, temperature and humidity data should also be collected
and all meteorological data recorded on a data logger. Meteorological data
are not collected for ambient monitoring. :

E. Collocation

For both ambient and application monitoring, precision will be
demonstrated by collecting samples from a collocated sampling site. An
additional ambient sampler will be collocated with one of the samplers and will
be rotated among the sampling sites so that duplicate samples are collected at
at least three different sites. The samplers should be located between two and -
four meters apart if they are high volume samplers in order to preclude airflow
interference. This consideration is not necessary for low (<20 liters/min.)
flow samplers. The duplicate sampler for application monitoring should be
downwind at the sampling site where the highest concentrations are expected.
When feasible, duplicate application samples should be collected at every site.

F. Calibration

Field flow calibrators (rotometers, flow meters or critical orifices)
shall be calibrated against a referenced stardard prior to a monitoring period.
This referenced standard should be verified, certified or calibrated with
respect to a primary standard at least once a year with the method ciearly
documented. Sampling flow rates should be checked in the field and noted
before and after each sampling period. Before flow rates are checked, the
sampling system should be leak checked.

G. Flow Audit

A flow audit of the field air samplers should be conducted by an
independent agency prior to monitoring. If results of this audit indicate
actual flow rates differ from the calibrated values by more than 10%, the field
calibrators should be rechecked until they meet this objective.

H. Log Sheets

Field data sheets will be used to record sampling date and location,
initials of individuals conducting sampling, sample number or identification,
initial and final time, initial and final flow rate, malfunctions, leak checks,
weather conditions (e.g., rain) and any other pertinent data which could
influence sample results.

I. Preventative Maintenance

To prevent loss of data, spare pumps and other sampling materials should
be kept available in the field by the operator. A periodic check of sampling
pumps, meteorological instruments, extension cords, etc., should be made by
sampling personnel.




TABLE 1. PESTICIDE PROBE SITING CRITERIA SUMMARY

_ The following prbbe siting criteria apply to pesticide
monitoring and are summarized from the U.S. EPA ambient monitoring
criteria (40 CFR 58) which are used by the ARB.

Minimum Distance From

Height Supporting Structure
Above (Meters) :
Ground Other Spacing
{Meters) Vertical Horizontal Criteria
2-15 1 1 1. Should be 20 meters

from trees.

2. Distance from sampler
to obstacle, such as
buildings, must be at
least twice the height
the obstacle protrudes
above the sampler.

3. Must have unBestricted
air-flow 270" around
sampler.

4. Samplers at a collocated
site (duplicate for
quality assurance)
should be 2-4 meters
apart if samplers are
high flow, >20 liters
per minute.




TABLE 2. GUIDELINES FOR APPLICATION SAMPLING SCHEDULE

A1l samplers should be sited approximately 20 yards from the
" edge of the field; four samplers to surround the field whenever
poss?b]e. At least one site should have a collocated (duplicate)
sampler

The approx1mate sampling schedule for each station is Tisted
below; however, these are only approximate guidelines since start1ng
time and length of application will dictate variances.

- Background samp]e (minimum 1-hour
sample: within 24 hours prior to application).

- Application + 1 hour after
application combined sample.

~ 2-hour sample from 1 to 3 hours
after the application.

- 4-hour sample from 3 to 7 hours
after the application.

- 8-hour sample from 7 to 15
hours after the application.

- 9-hour sample from 15 to 24
hours after the application.

- Ist 24-hour sample starting at
the end of the 9-hour sample.

- 2nd 24-hour sample starting 24 hours
after the end of the 9-hour sample.



IV. Protocol

Prior to conducting any pesticide monitoring, a protocol, using this
document as a guideline, will be written by the ARB staff. The protocol
describes the overall monitoring program, the purpose of the monitoring and
includes the following topics:

1. Identification of the sample site locations, if possible.

2. Description of the sampling train and a schematic showing the
component parts and their relationship to one another in the
assembled train, including specifics of the sampling media (e.g.,
resin type and volume, filter composition, pore size and diameter,
catalog number, etc.). :

3. Specification of sampling periods and flow rates.
4. Description of the analytical method.

5. Tentative test schedule and expected test personnel.

Specific sampling methods and activities will also be described in the
monitoring plan (protocol) for review by ARB and DPR. Criteria which apply
to all sampling include: (1) chain of custody forms (APPENDIX I),
accompanying all samples, (2) light and rain shields protecting samples
during monitoring, and (3) storing samples in an ice chest (with dry ice if
required for sample stability) or freezer, until delivery to the laboratory.
The protocol should include: equiqment specifications (when necessary),
special sample handling and an outline of sampling procedures. The protocol
should specify any procedures unique to a specific pesticide.

V. Analysis

Analysis of all field samples must be conducted by a fully competent
laboratory. To ensure the capability of the laboratory, an analytical audit
and systems audit should be performed by the ARB Quality Management and
Operations Support Branch (QMOSB) prior to the first analysis. After a
history of competence is demonstrated, an audit prior to each analysis is
not necessary. However, during each analysis spiked samples should be
provided to the laboratory to demonstrate accuracy.

A. Standard Operating Procedures

Analysis methods should be documented in a Standard Operating Procedure
(S.0.P.) before monitoring begins. The S.0.P. includes: instrument and
operating parameters, sample preparation, calibration procedures and quality
assurance procedures. The Timit of quantitation must be defined if
different than the 1imit of detection. The method of calculating these
values should also be clearly explained in the S.0.P.




. Instrument and Operating Parameters

A complete description of the instrument and the conditions should
be given so that any qualified person could duplicate the analysis.

. Sample Preparation

Detailed information should be given for sample preparation
including equipment and solvents required.

. Calibration Procedures

The S.0.P. plan will specify calibration procedures including
intervals for recalibration, calibration standards, environmental
-conditions for calibrations and a calibration record keeping system.
When possible, National Institute of Standards and Technology
traceable standards should be used for calibration of the analytical
instruments in accordance with standard analytical procedures which
include multiple calibration points that bracket the expected
concentrations.

. Quality Control

Validation testing should provide an assessment of accuracy,

- precision, interferences, method recovery, analysis of pertinent
breakdown products and limits of detection (and quantitation if
different from the limit of detection). Method documentation should
include confirmation festing with another method when possible, and
quality control activities necessary to routinely monitor data
quality control such as use of control samples, control charts, use
of surrogates to verify individual sample recovery, field blanks,
lab blanks and duplicate analysis. All data should be properly
recorded in a laboratory notebook.

The method should include the frequency of analysis for quality
control samples. Analysis of quality control samples are
recommended before each day of laboratory analysis and after every
tenth sample. Control samples should be found to be within control
limits previously established by the 1ab performing the analysis.
If results are outside the control 1imits, the method should be
reviewed, the instrument recalibrated and the control sample
reanalyzed.

A1l quality control studies should be completed prior to sampling
and include recovery data from at least three samples spiked at
least two concentrations. Instrument variability should be assessed
with three replicate injections of a single sample at each of the
spiked concentrations. A stability study should be done with
triplicate spiked samples being stored under actual conditions and
analyzed at appropriate time intervals. This study should be
conducted for a minimum period of time equal to the anticipated.
storage period. Prior to each sampling study, a
conversion/collection efficiency study should be conducted under
field conditions (drawing ambient air through spiked sample media at
actual flow rates for the recommended sampling time) with three



replicates at two spiked concentrations and a blank. Breakthrough
studies should also be conducted to determine the capacity of the
adsorbent material if high levels of pesticide are expected or if
the suitability of the adsorbent is uncertain.

VI. Final Reports and Data Reduction

The mass of pesticide found in each sample should be used along with
the volume of air sampled (from the field data sheet) to calculate the mass
per volume for each sample. For each,sampling date and site, concentrations
should be reported in a table as ug/m” (microgram per cubic meter). When
the pesticide exists in the vapor phase under ambient conditions, the .
concentration should also be reported as ppbv (parts per billion, by volume)
or the appropriate volume-to-volume units. Collocated samples shouid be
reported separately as raw data, but then averaged and treated as a single
sample for any data summaries. For samples where the end flow rate is
different from that set at the start of the sampling period, the average of
these two flow rates should be used to determine the total sample volume;
however, the minimum and maximum concentrations possible for that sample
should also be presented.

The final report should indicate the dates of sampling as well as the
dates of analyses. These data can be compared with the stability studies to
determine if degradation of the samples has occurred.

Final reports of all monitoring are sent to the Department of Pesticide
Regulation, the Agricultural Commissioner’s Office, the Tocal AQMD as well
as the applicator and/or the grower. Final reports are available to the
public by contacting the ARB Engineering Evaluation Branch.

A. Ambient Reports

The final report for ambient monitoring should include a map of the
monitored area which shows nearby towns or communities and their
relationship to the monitoring stations, along with a 1ist of the monitoring
locations (e.g., name and address of the business or public building). A
site description should be completed for any monitoring site which might
have characteristics that could affect the monitoring results (e.g.,
obstructions). For ambient monitoring reports, information on terrain,
obstructions and other physical properties which do not conform to the
siting criteria or may influence the data should be described.

Ambient data should be summarized for each monitoring location by
maximum and second maximum concentration, average (using only those values
greater than the minimum quantitation limit), total number of samples and
number of samples above the minimum quantitation limit. For this purpose,
collocated samples are averaged and treated as a single sample.

B. Application Reports

Similarly, a map or sketch indicating the general location (nearby

. towns, highways, etc.) of the field chosen for application monitoring should

be included as well as a detailed drawing of the field itself and the
relative positions of the monitors. For application monitoring reports, as



much data as possible should be collected about the application conditions
(e.g., formulation, application rate, acreage applied, length of application
and method of application). This may be provided either through a copy of
the Notice of Intent, the Pesticide Control Advisor’s (PCA) recommendation
or completion of the Application Site Checklist (APPENDIX II). Wind speed
and direction data should be reported for the application site during the
monitoring period. Any additional meteorological data collected should also
be reported.

C. Quality Assurance

A1l quality control and quality assurance samples (blanks, spikes,
etc.) analyzed by the laboratory must be reported. Results of all method
development and/or validation studies (if not contained in the S.0.P.) will
also be reported. The results of any quality assurance activities conducted
by an agency other than the analytical laboratory should be included in the
report as an appendix. This includes analytical audits, system audits and
flow rate audits.




CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
MONITORING & LABORATORY DIVISION
P.0. Box 2815, Sacramento CA 95812

CHAIN OF CUSTODY
SAMPLE RECORD

Job #: Date: / /
Sample/Run #: Time:
Job name:
Sample Location:
Type of Sample:
Log #'s:
ACTION DATE | TIME INITIALS MEEHOD
’ 0
STORAGE
Sample Collected - freezer,
GIVEN BY TAKEN BY ice or
dry ice
Transfer
Transfer
Transfer
Transfer
Transfer
Transfer
LoG # | ID # DESCRIPTION

RETURN . THIS FORM TO:

10
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APPLICATION CHECKLIST

Field size.

Field Tocation (Section, Range and Township).
Application rate. |

Formulation.

Method of application (ground air, 1rr1gat1on, 1nJect10n, tarp1ng after

application, etc.)

Length of application.

Any unusual weather conditions during application or monitoring period
(rain, fog, wind).

Any visible drift from the field?

Pattern of application (e.g., east to west).
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APPENDIX III.

ANALYTICAL PROCEDURE
EHLB (formerly AIHL)
ICI




AlHL Procedure for the Analysis of MITC
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R CENTER
v 1200 S. 47TH STREET, RICHMOND, CA gasoa | SuPersedes Page __ 1
TITLE:

METHYL ISOTHIOCYANATE FROM METHAM-SODIUM
DETERMINATION IN AIR )
I. SCOPE
This method is designed to measure methyl isothiocyanate (MITC) in air.
The method is applicable for methyl isothiocyanate concentrations between
0.01 and 6 mg per cubic meter in a 40-liter air sample. Methy]
isothiocyanate is the active fumigant to which VAPAM® is converted upon
application to soitl.
IT. SUMMARY OF METHOD
A known volume of air is drawn through a charcoal tube via a battery-
operated sampling pump. The methyl isothiocyanate present in the air is
quantitatively adsorbed on the charcoal. The charcoal is then desorbed
with carbon disulfide; the extract is analyzed for methyl isothiocyanate
by gas chromatography with nitrogen-phosphorus alkali flame ionization
- -detection.
III. INTRODUCTION
VAPAM® soil fumigant, common name Metham-sodium, is sodium
N-methyldithiocarbamate:
S
Na-S-C-NH-CH3
YAPAM® {s generally formulated as an aqueous solution containing 32.7%
anhydrous sodium salt and is nonvolatile. 1Its activity is due to decom-
position to methyl isothiocyanate (CH3NCS).
IV. APPARATUS AND REAGENTS

A. Apparatus

1. Gas Chromatograph. Hewlett-Packard Model 5710A or equivalent,

equipped with a nitrogen-phosphorus alkali flame ionization detec-
tor (NP-AFID).
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10.

11.

Recorder. Senéitivity of 1 millivolt full scale, 1 second
response.

Quantitation Aid. Electronic digital integrator, on-line data

acquisition system or other device for measuring peak areas.

Gas Purification Traps. For purifying helium, air and hydrogen

required for gas chromatograph. Model 236 (Guild Corp., P. 0. Box
217, Bethel Park, PA 15102) or equivalent.

Gas Chromatograph Column. Pyrex tubing (1.8 m x 2 mm i.d.),

wasned with KOH solution, silanized and dried. Pack the tubing
with 10% SP 2250 on 100/120 mesh Supelcoport or equivalent. See
Appendix A for details of column preparation and conditioning.

Syringe. 10-microliter capacity with fixed needle, Hamilton 701N

or equivalent.

Personal Air Sampling Pump. DuPont P-200 or equivalent; capable

of drawing 100 mL/minute of air through the charcoal tube for 8
hours. . ‘

Glass Vials. 2-dram, equipped with polyseal-lined caps.

Charcoal Tubes. Glass tube with both ends flame sealed, 7 cm long

with a 6-mm o.d. and a 4-mm i.d., containing 2 sections of 20/40

-mesh activated charcoal separated by a 2-mm portion of urethane -

foam. The absorbing section contains 100 mg of charcoal, the
backup section 50 mg. A 3-mm portion of urethane foam is placed
between the outlet end of the tube and the backup section. A plug
of silylated glass wool is placed in front of the absorbing sec-
tion. Such charcoal tubes are commercially available from SKC,
Inc., Eighty four, PA 15330, Cat. No. 226-01.

Charcoal Tube Holder. Nylon sample tube holder equipped with

coliar clip and tygon connecting tube for supporting the charcoal
tube in a vertical position in the employee's breathing zone. SKC
Cat. No. 222-3-1, or equivalent.

Silica Gel Tubes. For use as moisture pre-trap in the presence of
high (>80%Z) relative humidity. These are glass tubes with both
ends flame sealed, 7 cm long with a 6-mm 0.D., containing 2 sec-

tions of 75/150 mg of silica gel. SKC Cat. No. 226-10, or equiva-
lent.
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B. Reagents )

1. (Carbon Disulfide. Mallinckrodt AR grade, Cat. No. 4352 or equiva-
lent.

2. Gases. Supplied to gas chromatograph via lines equipped with gas
purification traps and suitable line regulators.

a. Helium. High purity cylinder helium.
b. Hydrogen. High purity cylinder hydrogen.

c. Air. Dry air, free from organic contaminants, from cylinder
or compressar.

3. Methyl Isothiocyanate. Analytical Reagent grade. Aldrich Cat.

No. 11/77-].

IV. PROCEDURE

“A.

Air Sampling

Break both ends of the charcoal tube to provide openings for air to
pass through. The smaller section of charcoal is used as a backup
section and therefore is placed nearest the sampling pump. Use tubing
from the sample tube holder to connect the back of the tube to the
pump. Turn on the pump and set the flow rate to 100 mL/min.

Calibrate the trap-pump assembly via RRC method 76-46: record the
calibration data.

To take an air sample, support the charcoal tube in a vertical posi-
tion with the sample tube holder and clip the trap to the employee's
clothing so that the trap is located as close as possible to his or
her breathing zone. Attach the pump to the employee via.a convenient
pocket. Turn on the pump, and take a 6-8 hour sample. At the end of
the sampling period record the time. Remove the trap-pump assembly

from the employee; recalibrate the assembly and record the recalibra-
tion data.

For sampling at relative humidity greater than 80%, connect a silica
gel tube in front of the charcoal tube by means of a short tygon
tubing during the entire sampling period. The silica gel is used as a

drying agent preceding the charcoal to eliminate the effect of
moisture (see Section VI.B.).
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Gas Chromatographi& Condit{ons

Set the temperature of oven, injection port, and detector on the gas
chromatograph. Establish suitable flow rates for the various gases;

optimizing the detector response according to the manufacturer's
directions.

The following conditions are given for a Hewlett-Packard Model 5710A

chromatograph with a N-P AFID detector and a 1.8 m x 2 mm i.d., 10%
SP2250 column.

Column temperature: 95°C, isothermal

Injection port temperature: 250°C

Detector temperaturse: 300°C

Helium carrier gas flow: 30 mL/min

Hydrogen flow: 3 mL/min

Air flow: 60 mL/min _
Quantitation: digital integrator or data system; set

attenuation to cbtain a measurable peak
from 0.5 ng of MITC.

Under the above conditions, MITC elutes in approximately 2.4 minutes.

Calibration ‘

Prepare five calibration standards containing 0.1, 1.0, 5.0, 10.0 and
20.0 micrograms of methyl isothiocyanate per mL of carbon disulfide to
cover the desired range of calibration. Prepare standard solutions
fresh weekly, and refrigerate standard solutions when not in use.
Inject 5.0 microliters of each solution into the chromatograph at
least twice and record the peak areas. Plot the average peak area
against the corresponding MITC concentration (micrograms/mL), and draw
the best-fitted straight line through the points. Check calibration

periodically by occasionally alternating injections of standards with
those of samples.

Sample Analysis

Score each charcoal tube with a file in front of the glass wool plug
and break the tube open. Remove the glass wool plug and place it in a
2-dram vial that contains 1.0 mL of carbon disulfide. Pour the char-
coal in the front section into the vial, tapping the side of the tube
to dislodge any charcoal that adheres to the walls. Immediately cap
the vial with a polyseal-lined cap. Remove the separating foam plug
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and transfer the backup section into another 2-dram vial containing
1.0 mL of carbon disulfide; immediately cap the vial. Desorb the MITC

for 30 minutes, agitating the sample occasionally to facilitate
desorption.

Inject 5.0 microliters of the carbon disulfide extract from each sec-
tion of the charcoal tube into the gas chromatograph. Dilute the
extract if necessary to keep the response(s) within the range.

Analyze the sample extracts 1mmed1ately after calibration has been
completed. If analysis of the extract cannot be completed on the same
day, refrigerate the extract at 0°C. However, do not store the
extract for more than 2 days due to the high volatility of carbon
disulfide.

V. CALCULATIONS

A.‘

Mean Flow Rate

Calculate the mean fiow rate for the pump-trap assembly by the
f011ow1ng equation:

F = mean flow rate (L/min) = A + B
—

where A = average initial flow rate, L/min
B = average final flow rate, L/min

MiTC Concentration in Air

Use the calibration curve and the MITC peak area obtained from the
sample extract to determine the amount of MITC in each section of the

trap. Calculate the concentration of MITC in air by the following
equation:

MITC concentration (mg/M3) = (W1 + W2)

F X T
. where Wl = weight of MITC found in front section of charcoal tube
micrograms
W2 = weight of MITC found in backup section of charcoa1 tube,
micrograms
F = mean flow rate, L/min
T = sampling time, minutes
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VI. DISCUSSION

A. Precision and Accuracy

Desorption Efficiency (DE) for MITC was determined by introduction of
known amounts of MITC directly into charcoal tubes at levels of 0.5,
-5, 25, and 50 micrograms of MITC. Six replicates were prepared at
each of the above levels. All samples were analyzed; the D.E. of MITC
is shown in Table 1 (see Reference B for statistical procedure used).

The collection efficiency of this method was tested by generating MITC
vapors with the use of the dynamic U-tube system adapted from the
literature (References C & D). An average MITC recovery of 94% was
obtained for 26 test trials with a relative standard deviation of

10%. Recovery data for MITC in air are shown in Table 2.

The present method was applied also to aqueous solutions of metham-
sodium. In this recovery test, a known amount of metham-sodium in
aqueous solution was injected onto moistened vermiculite placed at one
end of the U-tube while air was pulled through the U-tube at 0.1 L/min
and carried the MITC vapors into a charcoal tube at the other end of
the U-tube. The presence of water and vermiculite is known to speed
up the rate of decomposition of metham-sodium to MITC (Reference E).
At the end of each sampling test, both sections of each charcoal tube
were removed for desorption and analysis to obtain recovery of MITC.
Under these conditions, at least 75% of metham-sodium (up to 190 ug)
was converted to MITC in 5 hours. Longer time (16 hours) was required
for the conversion of 380 ug of metham-sodium. A summary of the
recovery data of MITC from metham-sodium in air is shown in Table 4.

B. Other Comments

The effect of humidity on the recoveries of MITC from air was also
studied. A summary of recovery data from air of various relative
humidities (R.H.) is shown in Table §. No significant losses occurred
when MITC was sampled at R.H. betweS? 50% and 70%. However, at lower
concentrations (less than 0.01 mg/M°! and R.H. greater than 80%, humi-
dity has a more serious effect (see Table 5). To avoid losses of MITC
due to effects of moisture, the use of a silica gel tube preceding the
charcoal tube is recommended for sampling at R.H. greater than 80%.
Recoveries of MITC at high R.H. (>81%) with the use of the silica gel

pre trap showed no significant dxfferences from recoveries at lower
. (see Table 6).
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Experimentally no breakthrough was observed when 230 micrograms of
MITC was adsorbed in the charcoal tube from air with 70 liters of air
pulled through the tube at a sampling flow rate of 200 mL/min. This
was determined by analysis of both the front and the backup section of
the charcoal tube. In general, if more than 25% of the total sample

is in the backup section, significant breakthrough may have occurred
and the sample is not valid. ‘

Storage stability tests indicated that recoveries of samples stored
for 14 days under refrigeration at 4°C agreed within +15% relative to
those of initial samples (see Table 2).

~ VII. SAFETY PRECAUTIONS

A.

Methyl Isothiocyanate

Methyl isothiocyanate is toxic, skin irritant and lachrymator.

Avoid contact with skin and eye.
Avoid inhalation of mist, sprays or vapors.

Use only with adequate ventilation and wear gloves.

Carbon Disulfide

Carbon disulfide is flammable and vapor harmful.
Keep away from heat and open flame.

Keep container closed.

Use only with adequate ventilation.

Avoid prolonged breathing of vapor.

Avoid pro]onged or repeated contact with skin.

VIII. REFERENCES

A.

KRC Notebook: 7397-34 to 50
7411-9 to 36
7550-25 to 44
7893-7 to 10
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Appendix A

A. Column Preparation and Conditioning

Wash inside of Pyrex column with 1% aqueous KOH.and let stand filled with
KOH solution 15 minutes. Rinse well with four successive methanol and two
successive toluene washes. Fill column with a solution of 5% dimethyldi-
chlorosilane in toluene and let stand 15 minutes. Drain and rinse with
toluene. Finally, rinse with methanol and dry with a stream of nitrogen.

Pack the gas chromatographic column with the 10% SP 2250 packing under
moderate vacuum with 1ight tapping. Do nmot use a vibrator. The packing
should not extend into the end areas of the column that are heated by the
injection port and detector. Install the packed column in the chromatograph
with the exit end free. Turn on the carrier gas to 20-40 mL/min, set the
initial temperature to 80°C and hold it there for about 30 minutes. This
-will purge the column of oxygen and water vapor. Increase the column tem- .
perature at a rate of 2°C/min. The final conditioning temperature should be
240°C. Condition the column eight hours or more with 20-40 miL/min of

carrier gas flowing. After conditioning, cool the oven and complete the
installation of the column.
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Table 1. Desorption Efficiency (D.E.) of Methyl Isothiocyanate

Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4

Hg Hg Mg Hg g Hg Hg Hg

Taken Found D.E. Taken Found D.E. Taken Found D.E. Taken Found D.E.
0.50 0.42 0.84 5.14 4.71 0.92 21.4 19.8 0.93 51.5 52:3 1.02
0.50 0.43 0.86 5.14 4.93 0.96 21,4 20.1 0.94 51.5 53.0 1.03
0.50 0.43 0.86 5.14 4.86 0.95 21.4 19.8 0.93 51.5 51.4 0.99
0.50 0.43 0.86 5.00 4.60 0.92 21.4 20.4 0.95 51.5 50.6 0.98
n = 4 4 4 n
Mean D.E. = 0.86 0.94 - 0.94 1.01
St. dev. = 0.010 0.021 0.0096 0.024
(] = 0.012 -0.022 0.010 0.024

TV, = 0.018

NOTES: CVy =

coefficient of variation

TV} = Pooled coefficient of variation.



Table 2. Storage Stability of Methyl Isothiocyanate

Test 1 ' Test 2 Test 3 Test 4

Hg H9 % Hg Hg 3 Hg ) % Hg Hg %
Taken Found Recovery Taken Found Recovery Taken Found Recovery Taken Found Recovery
0.50 0.422 84 5.14 4,712 92 21.44 19.82 92 5§1.45 52.32 102
0.50 0.432 86 5.14 4,932 96 21.44 20.12 94 51.45 63.02 103
0.50 0.432 86 5.14° 4.862 95 21.44 19.82 92 51.45 651.13 99
0.50 0.432 86 5.00 4.602 92 21.44 20.42 95 51.45 50.62 98
0.50 0.39b 78 5.15 5.160 100 25.47 24,6 97 .51.45 50.1b 97
0.50 0.39b 78 5.15 5.19b 101 25.47 24.3b 95 51.45 45.3b 88
0.50 0.38¢ 76 5.15 4.59C 89 25.47 23.2¢€ 91 51.45 46.8C 91
0.50 0.37C 74 5.15 4.71¢ 92 25.47 22.6C 89 51.45 6§5.6C 108
0.50 0.38C 76 5.14 4.11¢ 80 21.44 15.9€ 74 51.45 44.9C 87
0.50  0.39¢ 78 5.14 4.01c 78 21.44 16.7C 78 51.45 45.7c 89

NOTES: a = Samples analyzed after being stored for 1 day under refrigeration
b = Samples analyzed after being stored for 7 days under refrigeration
c = Samples analyzed after being stored for 14 days under refrigeration
% Recovery not corrected for desorption efficiency (D.E.)



Typical Chromatogram for MITC Analysis

FIGURE 1.

Sample 7397-49-8, at 5.1 ug MITC

Standard, 1 ug/mlL
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Table 3. Recovery Data for MITC in Air

Temperature = 65-68°F; R.H. = 58-70%

L/min Minutes Liters | ug MITC ug MITC %
Flow Rate | Sampling Time| Air Yolume Taken Found Recovery
0.1 430 48 0.5 0.44 88
0.1 430 490 0.5 0.44 83
Q.1 430 - 45 0.5 0.44 88
0.1 510 47 0.5 0.36 72
0.1 510 52 0.5 0.37 74
0.1 510 ‘ 53 0.5 0.39 78
0.1 410 40 5.15 4.20 82
0.1 410 40 5.15 4.49 87
0.1 410 43 5.15 4.72 92
0.1 380 36 5.15 4,71 92
0.1 420 39 5.15 5.34 104
0.1 430 44 5.15 5.05 98 -
0.1 420 40 10.29 10.9 106
0.1 460 43 25.47 27.3 107
0.1 460 47 25.47 25.7 101
0.1 460 45 25.47 26.0 102
0.1 450 50 25.47 25.3 99
0.1 450 42 25.47 25.2 99
0.1 450 48 25.47 24.2 95
G.1 360 38 51.45 46.9 91
0.1 370 37 51.45% 48.6 94
0.1 450 45 51.45 48.5 94
0.1 450 46 51.45 53.4 104
0.1 460 46 51.45 49.5 96
0.1 390 38 51.45 50.6 98
0.1 450 47 227 .4 207 91
0.2 370 71 227 .4 195 86*
0.2 370 71 225.6 180 80*
0.2 370 66 225.6 179 79%
Mean = 94
RSD = 10%
n = 26

NOTES: % Recovery not corrected for desorption efficiency (D.E.)

* = Samples collected at flow rates greater than 0.1 L/min;
not included in the calculation of mean % recovery



Recovery Data for MITC from Metham-sodium in Air

Table 4.

Minute

ug Metham-

Liters Theoretical % MITC Found based
L/min Sampling | Air Sadium ug MITC ug MITC on Theoretical
Flow Rate | Time | Volume| Taken Taken Found MITC Taken
0.11 380 42 - 23.7 13.4 11.9 89 .
0.12 400 50 47.0 26.8 25.4 95
0.12 320 38 94.7 53.5 46.3 87
0.12 320 40 189.5 107.2 84.1 79
0.12 430 52 189.5 107.2 79.3 74
0.11 990 110 189.5 107.2 78.7 73
0.11 320 36 379.0 214.0 110 51*
0.11 440 48 379.0 214.0 99 46*
d.13 930 125 379.0 - 214.0 190 89

NOTES:. * = low recoveries on these samples due to incomplete conversion of
MITC from Metham-sodium.



Table 5. Effects of Relative Humidity (R.H.) on Recaveries of MITC from Air

Sampling Flow Rate = Q.1 L/min.

% No. of , Hours Liters ug MITC %

R.H. Samples Sampling Time Air Yolume Taken Recovery

58 3 7 40 - 48 0.5 88* (87 - 88)**
70 3 7 47 - 53 0.5 74 (71 - 79)
81 4 7 38 - 44 0.5 43 (32 - 57)
81 2 4 25 0.5 66 (59 - 72)
92 3 7 - 41 - 42 0.5 53 (41 - 63)
92 2 4 22 - 25 0.5 72 (70 - 75)
58 3 7 36 - 44 5 98 (92 - 104)
70 3 7 40 - 43 5 87 (82 - 92)
81 5 7 34 - 57 5 50 (44 - 88)
81 2 4 21 - 24 5 69 (66 - 72)
92 3 7 37 - 42 5 55 (48 - 62)
92 3 4 20 - 26 5 83 (78 - 89)
58 3 7 43 - 47 25.5 103 (101 - 107)
70 3 7 42 - 49 25.5 98 (91 - 99)
81 1 6 35 25.5 78

g2 3 7 39 - 41 25.5 77 (73 - 82)
92 1 4 26 25.5 76

58 2 6 37 - 38 51.5 93 (91 - 94)
70 4 7 38 - 46 51.5 98 (94 - 104)
81 1 6 36 51.5 97

81 1 6 39 227.4 80

92 1 6 36 51.5 100

92 1 7 42 102.9 100

92 1 7 41 227 .4 83

NOTES: * = Mean

** = Range

% Recovery not corrected for desorption efficiency (D.E.)



Table 6. Recovery Data for MITC in Air at High (>81%) Relative Humidity

with tnhe Use of Silica Gel as a Pre-trap for Moisture

Sampling Flow Rate = 0.1 L/min.

% Hours Liters ug MITC ug MITC %
R.H. Sampling Time | Air Volume Taken Found Recovery
81 6 36 0.5 0.40 79
81 7 42 0.5 0.37 74
81 7 4] 5 4.43 89
81 7 46 5 4.35 87
92 6 38 0.5 0.38 75
92 7 45 0.5 0.36 71
92 7 44 5 - 4.39 88
92 7 44 5 . 4,21 84
92 7 46 25 22.9 92
92 7 - 45 25 22.7 g1
92 7 - 46 59 55.9 g5
92 7 40 59 51.9 88

NOTE: % Recovery not corrected for desorption efficiency (D.E.)
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Phorie: (805) 399-2951 WILBUR-ELLIS COMPANY Doc #:10093496
P.O0. BOX 637
SHAFTER CA 93263
Crop/Var: CARROTS
Grower: KERN RIDGE GROWERS
Operator ID: 15931500178 Site ID No: 10

Applicator: WECO-KERN - Ranch: SURBER
Application: GROUND Location: 2.5 € TOWERLINE/BE
Posted: YES Cty: 15 : Lot: 10
Scheduled: 07/25/93 Sec: 21 Crops North: CITRUS
Planted Ac: 85.0 Twn: 31 East: OPEY
Treated Ac: 85.0 Rng: 30 South: GRAPES
Volume Ac: 150GA/AC B/M: M ) West: GRAPES
e e e e e e e e e e e e
IPRODUCT Cee e e e EPA REG NO.......... RATE/UNIT...... PEST......
| SOIL- PREP WECO 01448-00085-AA-02935 50.920 ga/ac WEEDS
|10-34-90 LIQUID N/A 45.00 ga” ac FIRTILIZER
|ZINC CHELATE 9% LIQUID N/A : 1.75 gal/ ac FERTILIZER
Fom e e LUATELE o e .
PRECAUTIONS /RESTRICTIONS .« v vttt sttt ettt et e e
Toxic To Fish: YES Ground Water Hazard: YO Zave tg Harvasw:. 14
Toxic To Birds: NO Days To Pasture: 0 Re-entry: 48 HR°
Harmful To Humans: YES Restricted Material: NO Drift Hazard: NO
Toxic To Bees: NO Permit Required: NO Chenmical Catagory: IV
Feed/Graze Treated Area: NO NOI Required: NO Reqg Closed System: NO
Max App Temp(f): 100
PLANT BACK RESTRICTIONS/LIMITATIONS. .. .uuuuuinnneeeenns s
>SOIL-PREP WECO
DO NOT PLANT ANYTHING UNTIL 14 DAYS AFTER LAST APPLICATION.
ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES/COHMENTS ................................................
HNONE GIVEN

I certify that I have considered alternatives and mitigation measurss that
would substantlallg lessaon an¥ 51gn1f1cant impact on the crop or envi-onment
Qs e

and have adopted t e found asible. . .
[ lPest is present [ ]Pest is known to occur [“Other A
Expires:[ / ./ 1...... PCA Name: [DAVE GERMAN ] PCA4: [Zﬁkﬁi Date ')/ZQ!?ég

PCA signatuf;:

------------




APPENDIX V.
LABORATORY DATA



NOV 83 93 @3:29PM DEPT.OF HEALTH SERV.

DATE

9-10 Aug 93

10-11 AUG 93

11-12 AUG 93

P.4.5

SAMPLE NAME

0-N
0-E
0-5
0-w
1-N
1-E
1-w
2-wW

2-N
2-E
2-W
3-N
3-E -
3-B
4w
4-E
S-w

5-N
DUP 5-N
DUP 1-W
W

MITC APPLICATION RESULTS BY DATE OF ANALYSIS

MITC CONCENTRATION (ug/tube)

FRONT

0.697
0.694
0.617
0.745
1.63
1.02
1.62

4.70
37.1
6.53
809
2.32
1.48
<LOD
0.785
3.03

1.52
0.644

BACK

<LOD
<LOD
<LOD
<LOD
<LOD
<LOD
<LOD
0.154

<LOD
<LOD
<1.0D

<LOD
<LOD
<LOD
<LOD

<LOD -

<LOD

0.092
0.092
<LOD
<LOD

TOTAL

0.697
0.694
0.617
0.745
1.63
1.02
1.6

4.70
37.1
6.53
809
2.32
1.48
<LOD
0.785
3.03

1.52
0.644



MOV @3 ’93 83:29FM DEPT.OF HERLTH SERY,

MITC APPLICATION RESULTS BY DATE OF ANALYSIS pg.2
DATE SAMPLE NAME MITC CONCENTRATION (ug/tube)
FRONT BACK TOTAL
12-14 AUG 93 2-§ 36.7 <LOD 36.7
3-S 15.4 <LOD 15.4
3-wW 71.8 : <LOD 71.8
4-N 45.8 <1.0D 45.8
4-E 3.76 <LOD 3.76
4-S 17.2 <LOD 17.2
6-N 63.2 <10D 63.2
6-E 6.14 <LOD 6.14
6-S 5.50 <LOD 5.50
6-W 65.9 <LOD 65.9
- 16-17 AUG 93 5-N ‘ 1180 <LOD 1180
S-E 153 <LOD 153
5-S 382 <LOD 382
7-N 27.6 <1L.OD 27.6
~ 7T-E 65.9 <LOD 65.9
7-S 4.79 <LOD 4.79
T-W - 0.653 <LOD 0.653
8N | 0.078
8-E 0.085
17-18 AUG 93 DUP.5-N 1400 <LOoD 1400
8-N 311 <LOD 311
8-E 297 <LOD 297
8-S 635 3.61 639
8-wW 1310 3.84 1315

4 OCT 93 5-W 303 303



Slate ot California-Health and Wellare Agency Department of Health Services

AlIHL/ARB
LABORATORY REPORT

To: TSDO CDO MLDL%

OTHER O
STUDY OR CONTROL NO. l O'CZI 9\‘!-— IOI OYIOI B PROJECT ENGINEER—QDH——E" *%‘Qu
. 1.D. No.
Name of Establishment | T Date of this Report l | | 2' \ | Slcf |3‘
Mo. Day Yr.
Address
LABORATOIA?Y RESULTS -
For Lab. Use Oniy | SAMPLE NO. M ITTC LABORATORY RESULTS
_3pAa59 //_,:%/ [Fapnt seotion — GrC/MS
3N - A8K
E 28]
LS b16
B W 76
SV Due. 29
: Qlomy samples gade g
S ol e _
Lo Gemine o poalzs CwUITC
Signatures ot Che ist Involved: Date Signiature of Supervising Chemist Date
> @77_606»0 )’Cuc//\«ocl 5—/7 ~77 ag m@&u/v /2.//3 /)?3
> Uoa
| 4

LAB 607 A (Rev 7/88)



APPENDIX VI.
CIMIS WEATHER DATA



Hourly Weather Data fTor Station #

Lo}
o3

23 Lamont

CIMIS Froject

RADIATION WAFOR AIR REL DEW WIND WIND RSULT SOQIL.
- DATE HOUR ETo FRECIF SOLAR MNET FRESS TEMF  HUM FNT SFEED DIR ~ WIND TENE
in. in. =——Ly/day-— mRarz F % F  mph 0-360 mph F
7/27/93 1 0.00 0.0 -2 =83 19.95 68.9 B3 43 1.6 65 1.1 80
SAMPLING g 0.00 0.0 -2 ,—5? 19.74 68.8 82 63 1.0 99 0.4 &u
3 0.00 0.0 -2 =83 19.16é 67 .9 82 62 1.7 113 0.3 80
LERICD 4 0.00 0.0 -2 -83 18.92 66.9 84 42 2.3 115 1.3 eu .
8 0.00 0.0 -1 =533  18.89 4.1 - 8B4 . 62 2. 144 1.3 79
6 0.00 0.0 46 -24 18.93 66.2 86 2 2.6 131 2.2 79
//\3 7 0.00 0.0 289 171 20.35 © 69.2 84 &4 2.8 1905 2.86 77
/0O 8 0.01 0.0 737 4460 20.04 74.0 70 64 2.6 198 2.1 7%
9 0.02 0.0 1141 763 20.21 76.4 65 64 3.8 L1977V 3.Z 72
10 0.02 0.0 1528 1033 20.4% 79.1 60 64 4.3 225 3.8 79
11 0.03 0.0 1788 1225 . 20.32 2.1 54 64 4.6 23t 4.1 =
12 C.03 0.0 1910 1325 20.77 85.0 S0 &5 3.9 2927 2.8 8L
13 0.03 0.0 1904 1330 21.14 86.9 48 165 4.4 298 3.4 81
ZCES 14 0.03 0.0 1768 1235 21.46 88.9 46 66 4.1 303 2.6 &2
1% 0.03 0.0 1530 1056 21.0% 90.4 43 45 4.8 285 4.0 B4
16 0.02 0.0 1205 810 20.31 ¢1.8 40 &4 3.8 286 2.7 8a&
17 0.02 0.0 81% S2% 21.27 1.7 2 6% 4.0 248 3.0 87
18 .01 0.0 411 250 21.91 89.9 45 66 3.8 245 3.1 88
19 0.00 0.0 93 ¢ 1%.29 .87.0 44 42 4.4 308 4.3 88
20 0.00 0.0 0 -89 18.22 82.1 49 61 2.2 310 2.2 &8
21 0.60 0.0 -2 =87  19.06 78.5 87 62 1.6 110 1.4 88
ZZES 22 0.00 0.0 -2 ~-8&  19.03 76.1 2 62 2.9 355 1.8 &7
23 0.0C , 0.0 - =2 =57 18.08 75.1 61 61 3.1 32 3.0 87
24 0.00 0.0 -2 =83 19.00 71.3 73 62 2.8 231 2.1 &7
7/27/93 0.26 = TOTAL ETo
7/268/793 1 0.00 0.0 -2 =783 18.60 69.3 76 61 3.3 237 3.3 88
L2 0.00 0.0 -2 =74 18.31 &7 .7 79 61 3.4 212 2.8° 86
3 0.00 0.0 -2 =74 17.95 665.6 /1 460 3.1 178 2. 86
4 0.00 0.0 -2 =7% 17.80C 66.0 BL 60 3.0 130 2. 89
5 0.00 0.0 -1 ~74  17.41  64.5 a4 60 3.0 109 2.9 85
6 0.00 0.0 80 -2 17.54 64.1 B& &0 <2.b 2 2.5 85
7 0.00 .0 389 218 18.e1 71.4 7R 42 1.6 202 1.1 24
éﬁ 8 0.01 0.0 808 494 18.00 74.8 61 461 3.2 208. 2.8 84
® 0.02 0.0 1215 785 17.2 77.5 84 859 3.6 223 3.0 84
: 10 0.02 0.0 1561 1039 17.9%5 79.7 82 60 3.6 235 2. 84
11 0.03 0.0 1809 1191 17.24 2.1 46 B9 4.1 268 2.5 84
2 0.03 0.0 1933 1525 18.39 84,8 4% 61 4.3 304 3.5 84
13 0.03 0.0 1931 1339 19.04 86.3 44 462 4.7 3107 3.4 84
ZZES 14 0.03 0.0 1834 1268 18.76 88.3 41 42 4.1 303 2. 84
: 15 G.03 0.0 1596 1094 19.36 $0.0 40 63 &H.1 298 . 4.1 858
16 0.02° 0.0 1247 835% 19.42 ?1.0 39 63 4.5 318 4.0 85
17 0.02 0.0 847 543 19.09 1.7 28 b2 4.0 294 3.8 85
18 0.01 0.0 42 257 18.48 89.6 39 61 HB5.3 318 5.2 86
19 ©0.00 0.0 1 4 17.57 85.6 a2 &0 7.1 32 6.9 86
20 0.00 0.0 -1 —63  16.22 80.7 45 58 8.3 336 8.0 864
ZZES 21 0.00 0.0 -2 =63 15.36 77.5 48 86 7.0 356 6.9 86
22 0.00 0.0 -2 =463 15.07 74.2 52 856 5.5 294 4.0 B
23 0.00 © 0.0 -2 -63  13.95 2.0 52 83 .6 308 6.3 85
24 ¢.00 0.0 -2 =62 14.14 68.4 460 S84 3.4 3077 3.1 85
7/28/93 0.28 = TOTAL ETo . S
7/29/93 1 ¢.00 0.0 -2 =77 14.23 66.8 &3 84 3.1 3 3.0 85
Ly/day%.484=W/sq.m in . k2% .4=mm (F=3Z)X3/9=C mphX.447=n/s mRarsX.l=kFa

SEVERE FLAGS
M/A-not available WN/C-not collected
S~naot in service

INFORMATIVE FLAGS-
Y-out of range @-all:'QC not done
F-estimated XFRELTMINARY DATAX

v e 4 e

..... roos e



Hourly Weather Data for Station # 23 Lamont CIMIS Froject

FADIATION  YaFOR AR REL BEW  WIND WIND RSULT SOIL

DATE  HOUR ETo PRECIF S0LAR MET PRESS TEMF  HUM F#NT EFEED DIR WIND TEMNE

in. in. =-——lLy/day-— mRars ~ A = mph  0-360 mph F

2 0.00 0.0 -2 ~77 14.43 ALY 66 H4 2.1 18 2.0 89

X 0.00 Q.0 - -7% 14.91 64.0 73 8% 2.4 30 2.4 84

Zé%l 4 0.00 0.0 ~2 =74 14,99 &3.2 76 85 3.0 24 2.9 84

5 0.00 0.0 -1 =74 15.13 2.0 80 86 1.9 173 1.0 84

& 0.00 0.0 4HE ~50 15.61 bLl.é Q4 B7 1.7 222 1.3 >

7 0.00 0.0 373 210 16.70 &6.9 74 88 3.4 288 J.0 83

8 0.01 0.0 776 478 16.44 70.9 64 G58 4.7 319 4.4 83

ZKES 90,02 0.0 1182 770 17.03 73.4 61 59 3.6 262 2.7 82

10 0.02 0.0 18524 1027 17.68 73.6 a8 60 4.6 276 3.3 82

11 0.03 0.0 1786 122 18.12 77.3 37 61 5.1 308 4.2 82

2 .03 0.0 1923 1325 18.12 78.8 4 61 9.6 273 4.2 82

13 0.03 0.0 1927 1339 18.55% 80.6 52 61 5.2 292 4.0 82

14 0.03 0.0 13061 232 18.79 Q2.7 49 62 4.3 309 1.9 83

Zi}s 15 0.03 0.0 18561 1073 18.47 84.3 46 61 4.2 32 3.1 83

16 0.02 0.0 21% 81l% 18.67 83.4 44 2 4.1 300 2.6 84

17 0.01 [6304] 5ig $24  19.04 8%5.3 446 2 4.& 293 3.9 84

18 0.01 DL d05 294 18.8% 84,5 46 61 3.8 308 3.6 84

192 6.00 0.0 87 .7 19.19 80.7 a4 2 4.0 251 J.8 84

20 0.00 0.0 Q -33 19.97 76.0 &% &3 3.0 23 3.0 80

21 0.00 0.0 -2 -54 1¢.87 3.6 70 3 1.4 232 1.2 84

22 0.00 Q.G -2 ~-3% 19.13 2.3 71 62 1.3 108 1.3 84

Zéal 23 0.00 0.0 -2 =34 19.06 71.0 74 &2 2.9 25 2.5 84

24 0.Q00 Q.0 -2 -33 19.83 68.1 83 &3 2.3 174 1.2 g4

/29793 0.2% = TOTAL ETo '

7730793 L GL00 C.0 -2 -&6%  18.98 68.0 8L &2 2.% 112 2.1 84

2 0.00 0.0 -2 -&9  18.9% &7 .G 34 2 2. 161 1.7 33

E 0.00 0.0 -2 -4&8  18.488 &4 .3 F0 &1 1.4 16 0.4 83

4 Q.00 0.0 - -68  18.46 641 0 &1 3.1 163 3.0 83

$ 0.00 0.0 -1, ~&9  17.7% L2.9 1 &0 4.2 206 3.9 83

A Q.00 0.0 &3 ~-27  17.18 A2.9 /a8 89 2.% 126 1.6 82

7 0.00 G.0 3649 208 17.54  47.4 77 60 4.0 138 J.8 2

2 0.01 0.0 789 482 16.27 7L.¢ d1L &8 3.6 164 3.2 82

? 0.02 Q.¢ 1207 776 15,12 74 .8 %1 856 3.6 236 3.0 - 82

10 Q.02 0.0 1367 103¢ 5.79 77 .3 49 57 4.2 22 3.8 82

11 0.03 0.0 182% 1204 146.87 80.3 48 . 59 4.6 217 4.2 82

12 0.03 0.0 1956 1309 18.03 B2.7 47 61 3.8 32 1.5 82

13 0.03 0.0 1960 1338 18.3% ga.S 44 61 3.3 2948 1.6 82

14 0.03 0.0 1836 1267 18.74 87.1 43 62 4.8 234 3.9 82

1% 0.03 0.0 1890 1092 20.52 88.2 45 64 H.9 22 5.9 83

16 0.02 0.0 2492 833 21.18 88.4 46 4% 3.9 223 3.8 83

17 0.02 0.0 8345 837 21.4¢ 88.5 1 A Y-S 231 3.3 84

18 0.01 0.0 22 2838 22.22 87.3 30 H7 4.2 22 4.1 84

19 0.00 0.0 @3 10 20.83 83.1 a4 A3 3.6 22 3.6 84

20 0.0¢ 0.0 G -0  19.01 79.2 36 62 2.0 oz 1.9 84

21 ¢.00 0.C -2 -3¢ 12.1é 76507 &1 62 1.5 111 0.6 84

22 0.00 0.0 -2 -3¢ 18.588 75.0 &3 A2 3.3 20 3.0 84

23 .00 Q.0 -2 -48 18.97 73.8 &7 A8 2. 119 2.2 84

24 0.00 0.0 -2 -37 19.04 70.7 74 &2 1.9 359 1.4 83

7/730/93 0.26 = TOTAL. ETo

Ly/dayX.484=W/aq.m 1N ¥28 .. d=nn (F=3Z)%&/9=C mphX.a447=m/s mBarsX.l=kFa
SEVERE FLAGS INFORMATIVE FLLAGS——————————

M/A-not available N/C-not collected Y-out of range —-all @C not done
S—not in service noc-cannot calculate F~aestimated ¥FRELIMIMARY DATAX.

R—out of range I-ignore.no meaning note: TOTAL ETo = sum of hourly ET
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QMOSB AUDIT REPORT



STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

AIR'RESOURCES BOARD

2020 L STREET
P.0. BOX 2815
SACRAMENTO, CA 95812

MEMORANDUM

T0: George Lew, Chief
Engineering Evaluation Branch

THROUGH: Jeff Cook, Chief
<7?f€?ua]ity Management and Operations. Support Branch

FROM: Alice Westerinen, Manager ééxpt
Quality Assurance Sectio '

DATE: January 28, 1934

SUBJECT: Methyl Isothioéyanate Mdﬁﬁtoring Audit Report

Please find attached the final quality assurance audit report on the
Methyl Isothiocyanate monitoring project conducted in July and August of
1993 by the Engineering Evaluation Branch of the Air Resources Board, and
the Environmental Health Laboratory of the Department of Health Services.
The report consists of three parts: the results of a flow rate audit of the
air samplers, the results of a system aud1t, and the results of an
analytical performance audit.

If you have any questions, please contact Gabriel Ruiz of my staff at
(916) 327-0085 or ATSS 467-0885.

Attachment

cc: Don Fitzell
Gabriel Ruiz



AUDIT REPORT
METHYL ISOTHIOCYANATE MONITORING IN KERN COUNTY

January 28, 1994‘

SUMMARY

In July and August of 1993, the Engineering Evaluation Branch of the
California Air Resources Board conducted a study to document the ambient air
concentrations of methyl isothiocyanate (MITC) in populated areas of Kern
County during the period of peak use, and the airborne emissions in the
vicinity of a treated field during and after an application of the
pesticide. Ambient air was drawn at measured rates through glass sampling
tubes containing adsorbant charcoal, and the samples were analyzed by the
Environmental Health Laboratory (EHL) of the California Department of Health
Services using a gas chromatography (GC) method.

On July 13, staff of the Quality Assurance Section of the Air Resources
Board conducted flow rate audits of the air samplers used in the study. The
audits were conducted with a mass flow meter traceable to the National
Institute of Standards and Technology. The difference between the reported
and the true flow rates averaged 0.3% with a range of -4.5% to 3.2% for the
samplers used in the ambient monitoring, and -1.0% with a range of -7.8% to
3.9% for the samplers used in the application monitoring.

A system audit was conducted to review the sample handling and storage
procedures, analytical methodology, and method validation. It was found
that these were consistent with good laboratory practice. The only quality
assurance deficiency noticed in the study was the lack of control charts.
However, the laboratory used a test solution periodically to monitor the
stability of the GC detector.

In October of 1992, eight samples spiked with measured amounts of MITC were
submitted to the laboratory for analysis. The samples were prepared from
crystalline MITC of 97% purity, which EHL obtained from Aldrich Chemical
Company. The difference between the assigned and the reported MITC mass
averaged 25.6%, and ranged from 7.8% to 36.9%. Also, seven samples were
submitted to the Department of Pesticide Regulation, which was conducting a
parallel study. The difference between the assigned and the reported MITC
mass averaged 10.2%, and ranged from 4.9% to 22.5%.

A second performance audit of the EHL was conducted in August of 1993, using
a 79% pure MITC sample obtained from Chem Service. The difference between

the assigned and the reported MITC mass averaged 12.1%, and ranged from 2.2%
to 16.9%. ’



AUDIT REPORT
METHYL ISOTHIOCYANATE MONITORING IN KERN COUNTY

INTRODUCTION

In July and August of 1993, the Engineering Evaluation Branch (EEB) of the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) conducted a study to document the
ambient air concentrations of methyl isothiocyanate (MITC) in populated
areas of Kern County during the period of peak use, and the airborne
emissions in the vicinity of a treated field during and after an application
of the pesticide. Ambient air was drawn at measured rates through glass
sampling tubes containing adsorbant charcoal, and the samples were analyzed
by the Environmental Health Laboratory (EHL) of ‘the California Department of
Health Services.

Ken Bowers of the CARB's Quality Assurance (QA) Section conducted a flow
rate audit of the samplers, and Gabriel Ruiz conducted a system audit of the

field and laboratory operations and a performance audit of the analytical
method.

OW RATE AUDIT

The air samplers consisted of two sampling tubes, each connected with Teflon
tubing to a rotameter, which in turn was connected to an air pump. The
sampling assembly was supported by a two meter section of galvanized steel
tube (Figure 1). EEB staff calibrated the samplers by setting the flow
rates so that the rotameters read 2.0 liters per minute (L/min), and then
measuring the actual flow with a bubble meter. The average of the measured
flow rates was then reported as the sample collection flow rate.

Four samplers used in the ambient monitoring and four used in the
application monitoring were audited at the EEB's shop in Sacramento on
July 13, 1993, before monitoring was initiated. The audits were conducted
with a 3 L/min Matheson mass flow meter traceable to the National Institute
of Standards and Technology (NIST), following the procedures outlined in
Attachment I. The difference between the reported and the true flow rates
averaged 0.3% with a range of -4.5% to 3.2% for the samplers used in the
ambient monitoring (Table 1), and -1.0% with a range of -7.8% to 3.9% for
the samplers used in the application monitoring (Table 2).
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Figure 1. Air sampler used in the monitoring of MITC.



Table 1. Results of the flow rate audit of the air samplers used in the
ambient monitoring of MITC.

Sampler Rotameter Reported True Flow Percent
Number _Number = Flow (L/min) _{L/min)_ Difference
5 5A 1.91 1.85 3.2
58 1.91 1.96 -2.6
6 6A 1.91 2.00 -4.5
6B 1.91 1.86 2.7
7 TA 1.91 1.87 2.1
7B 1.91 1.91 0.0
8 8A 1.91 1.90 0.5
88 1.91 1.89 1.1

Table 2. Results of the flow rate audit of the air samplers used in the
application monitoring of MITC.

Sampler  Rotameter Reported True Flow Percent
_Number Number Flow (L/min) _(L/min) Difference
1 1A 1.88 1.91 -1.6
- 1B 1.88 1.89 -0.5
4 4A 1.88 1.89 -0.5
4B 1.88 1.84 2.2
18 19A 1.88 1.93 -2.6
198 1.88 2.04 -7.8
21 21A 1.88 1.88 0.0
21B 1.88 1.81 3.9

‘ Percent Difference = Reported Flow - True Flow X 100

True Flow

-4-



SYSTEM AUDIT

A system audit of the field and laboratory operations was initiated

on August 11, 1993, to confirm that good laboratory practices were followed
in the handling and storage of samples, analytical methodology, and method
validation. The audit was conducted through a questionnaire sent to Sue
Twiss of the EHL, and followed up by telephone conversations. The following
is a discussion of the audit findings.

Sample Handling and Storage

Sampling was conducted by EEB staff, following the schedule specified in the
sampling protocol. After sampling, the exposed charcoal tubes were
collected, capped, and placed in screw-cap culture tubes. The culture tubes
were then stored over dry ice in an ice chest until they were delivered to
the laboratory on Friday of each week. Upon recsipt at the laboratory, the
samples were stored in a freezer at less than 0 °C. Extraction and analyses.
were carried out within two weeks of receipt.

Sample Analysis

The analytical method was adapted from ICI/Stauffer Chemical Company's
method RRC-8235, "Methyl Isothiocyanate from Metham-Sodium Determination in
Air". The method entails extraction of the exposed charcoal tubes with
carbon disulfide and analysis by gas chromatography (GC).

Quality control activities performed to monitor and document the quality of
the data included daily preparation of calibration standards and a five-
point calibration; duplicate analyses of all the samples; analysis of two
control samples, one laboratory spike and one laberatory blank per
analytical run; one field spike and one field blank per shipment of samples;
and one duplicate sample per sampling day. In addition, the samples were
analyzed by a second laboratory and confirmed by mass spectroscopy at EHL,
and the stability of the GC detector was monitored by injecting a test

solution at least every two months. The only deficiency noticed was the
lack of control charts.

Method Validatijon

The Timit of detection was determined as 10 ng/mL using a one-sided t-test
of the standard deviation of seven replicate injections at the 99%

confidence interval. The method recovery (desorption efficiency) was
determined as 76%.

Sample stability studies were conducted by spiking four sets of ten tubes
each with 0.5, 5, 21-25, and 51 ug of MITC and storing them in a
refrigerator. Four samples of each set were analyzed after 1 day, and the
recoveries averaged 86%, 94%, 93% and 101%, respectively. Two samples of
each set were analyzed after 7 days, -and the recoveries averaged 78%, 101%,
96%, and 93%, respectively. The rest of the samples were analyzed after 14
days, and the recoveries averaged 76%, 85%, 83%, and 94%, respectively.



Documentation

Each sample was given a unique sample number in the field. Upon receipt at
the laboratory, each sample was given a new number which consisted of the
batch number plus the sample's field number. All the samples received at
the laboratory were accompanied by chain-of-custody records. The field data
sheets containing the sample collection information were retained by the EEB
staff. The information included sampler location, date, start and stop
times, initial and final flow rates, and comments about unusual conditions.

Bound notebooks with numbered pages were kept as laboratory books and
instrument logs. The entries made in the laboratory book included project
identification, sample number, sample type, date of receipt, date of
analysis, results of the analysis, and analyst. Hard copies of the chain-
of-custody records, and chromatograms are saved in an accessible form for at
least five years or until any litigation is final.



LABORATORY PERFQRMANCE AUDIT

In October of 1992, eight audit samples spiked with measured amounts of
MITC were submitted for analysis to the EHL to evaluate the accuracy of the
analytical method. The samples were prepared on October 5, following the
procedures outlined in Attachment II, from crystalline MITC of 97% purity,
which EHL obtained from Aldrich Chemical Company, and were extracted and
analyzed within two weeks of preparation. In addition, a duplicate set of
samples was submitted to the Department of Pesticide Regu]at1on (DPR), which
was conducting a parallel study, and another set was stored in a freezer for
confirmation purposes.

The difference between the assigned MITC mass and the EHL's reported values
showed a positive bias averaging 25.6%, and ranging from 7.8% to 36.9%
(Tab1e 3). Similarly, the difference between the assigned mass and the
DPR's reported values showed a positive bias averaging 10.2% and ranging
from 4.9% to 22.5% (Tab]e 4). It was speculated that the source of the bias
was a dilution error in the preparation of the audit samples, since both
laboratories had method recovery rates lower than 100%. Furthermore, a
chromatographic comparison showed the results of several solutions prepared
from the spiking solution to be 42% higher than those of two sets of similar
solutions prepared by the EHL's analysts. On November 3, 1992, the EHL
analyzed four of the samples stored in the freezer, but the results were
inconclusive because the MITC had deteriorated significantly. The
difference between the assigned mass and the reported values averaged -25.7%
and ranged from -25.9% to -19.6% (Table 5).

A second performance audit of the EHL was conducted in August of 1993, using
a 79% pure MITC sample obtained from Chem Service, and paying extra
attention to the preparation of the audit samples. However, the results
again showed a positive bias averaging 12 1% and ranging from 2.2% to 16 9%
(Table 6).

Table 3. Results of EHL's October 1992 analytical performance audit.

Assigned Reported Percent

Sample 1D Mass (ug) Mass (ug) Qifference
MITC-1 2.55 3.49 36.9
MITC-2 0 ND NA
MITC-3 0.51 0.63 23.5
MITC-4 1.02 1.20 17.6
MITC-5 2.55 3.00 17.6
MITC-6 0 ND NA
MITC-7 1.02 1.38 36.3
MITC-8 0.51 0.55 7.8
Percent Difference = Reported Mass - Assigned Mass x 100

Assigned Mass

-7



Table 4.

Table 5,

Table 6.

Results of DPR's October 1992 analytical performance audit.

Assigned Reported Percent

—Sample ID  Mass (ug) Mass (ug) Difference

MITC-21 0 ND NA
MITC-22 2.55 2.84 11.4
MITC-23 0.51 0.58 13.7
MITC-24 1.02 1.25 22.5
MITC-25 1.02 1.07 4.9
MITC-26 2.55 2.69 5.5

0.51 0.56 9.8

MITC-27

Results of EHL's November 1992 analyses of the audit samples
stored in a freezer.

Assigned Reported Percent

Sample. ID Mass (ug) Mass (uq) Difference
MITC-28 0 ND NA
METC-29 0.51 0.41 -19.6
MITC-30 1.02 0.73 -28.4
MITC-31 2.55 1.89 -25.9

Results of EHL's August 1993 analytical performance audit.

Assigned Reported Percent

Sample ID Mass (uq) Mass (ug) Difference

MITC-36 1.36 1.47 8.1

MITC-37 0.45 0.51 13.3
MITC-38 2.27 2.58 13.7
MITC-39 1.36 1.59 16.9
MITC-40 0 ND NA

MITC-41 2.27 2.54 11.9
MITC-42 0.45 0.46 2.2

Percent Difference = Reported Mass - Assigned Mass x 100

Assigned Mass

-8-



CONCLUSIONS

In general, good quality control practices were observed during the study.
The records for field operations were appropriate; the flow rates reported -
were in good agreement with the actual flow rates measured by the QA staff;
the sample handling and storage procedures, the analytical methodology, and
the method validation were consistent with good laboratory practices; and
the results of the analytical performance audit were in fair agreement with
the expected values.

The only quality assurance deficiency noticed was the lack of control
charts. Control charts would have documented that the method was in
statistical control at the time of the analyses; however, the laboratory
monitored the stability of the detector regularly.



ATTACHMENT I

Flow Audit Procedure for Air Samplers
Used in Pesticide Monitoring

uctio

Air samplers are audited using a calibrated differential pressure gauge or a
mass flow meter that is standardized against a NIST traceable Brooks
automatic flow calibrator. The audit device is connected in series with the
sampler's flow meter, and the flow rate is measured while the sampler is
operating under normal sampling conditions. The sampler's indicated flow
rate is corrected based on its calibration, and the true flow is calculated
from the audit device's calibration curve. The -sampler's corrected flow is
then compared to the true flow, and a percent difference is determined.

Equipment

The basic equipment required for the air sampler flow audit is listed below.
Additional equipment may be required depending on the particular
configuration and type of sampler.

1. NIST-traceéL]e mass flow meter.
2. Calibrated differential pressure gauge with laminar flow element.
3. 1/4" 0.D. Teflon tubing.
4. 1/4", stainless steel, Swagelock fittings.
Audit_Procedures |

1. If power is available, connect the mass flow meter into a 110 V AC
outlet, and allow it to warm up for at least ten minutes.
Otherwise, perform the audit with the calibrated differential
pressure gauge.

2. Connect the inlet port of the audit device to the outlet port of
the sampler's flow control valve with a 5 ft. section of Teflon
tubing and Swagelock fittings.

3. Connect the outlet port of the audit device to the pump with
another 5 ft. section of Teflon tubing and Swagelock fittings.

4. Allow the flow to stabilize for at least 1-2 minutes and record the
flow rate indicated by the sampler and the audit device's response.

5. Calculate the true flow rate from the audit device's response and
record the results. Obtain the corrected sampler flow rate from
the field operator. Calculate the percent difference between the
true flow rate and the corrected measured flow rate.
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ATTACHMENT II

Performance Audit Procedure
for the Laboratory Analysis of MITC

Introduction

The purpose of the laboratory performance audit is to assess the accuracy of
the analytical methods used by the laboratory measuring the ambient
concentrations of MITC. The audit is conducted by submitting audit samples
spiked with known concentrations of MITC. The analytical laboratory reports
the results to the Quality Assurance Section, and the difference between the
reported and the assigned concentrations is used as an indicator of the
accuracy of the analytical method.

Materials

1. MITC, 97% pure (obtained from EHL), and 79% pure (obtained from
Chem Service)

2. Toluene, High Purity, B&J Lot #AQ 512
3. Charcoal Adsorbant Tubes, 600 mg, SKC Lot #120

4. Microsyringe, 25 ul

Prior to héndling any chemical, read the manufacturer's Material Safety Data
Sheets (MSDS). Avoid direct physical contact with chemicals. Avoid

breathing vapors. Use only under a fume hood. Wear rubber gloves, safety
‘glasses, and protective clothing.

nggig Preparation

10 mg/mL MITC Stock Solution: Weigh 100 mg of MITC into a clean 10 miL
volumetric flask. Record the actual MITC weight. Dissolve with toluene and
dilute to the mark. Record the concentration.

0.1 mg/mL MITC Spiking Solution: Transfer 100 ul of the MITC stock solution

into a clean 10 mL volumetric flask and dilute with toluene to the mark.
Record the concentration.
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ATTACHMENT II (Cont.)

Prepare the audit samples from the 0.1 mg/mL MITC spiking solution and pure
toluene according to the following tab]e

0.1 mg/mL 0.1 mg/mL
MITC Toluene MITC Toluene
Sample Yol (ul) VYol (ul) Sample Yol (ul) Yol (ul)
MITC-1 25.0 0.0 MITC-28 0.0 25.0
MITC-2 0.0 25.0 MITC-29 5.0 20.0
MITC-3 5.0 20.0 MITC-30 10.0 15.0
MITC-4 10.0 15.0 MITC-31 25.0 0.0
MITC-5 25.0 0.0 MITC-32 0.0 25.0
MITC-6 0.0 25.0 MITC-33 5.0 20.0
MITC-7 10.0 15.0 MITC-34 10.0 15.0
MITC-8 5.0 20.0 MITC-35 25.0 0.0
MITC-21 0.0 25.0 MITC-36 15.0 0.0
MITC-22 25.0 0.0 MITC-37 5.0 0.0
MITC-23 5.0 20.0 MITC-38 25.0 0.0
MITC-24 10.0 15.0 MITC-39 15.0 0.0
MITC-25 10.0 15.0 MITC-40 0.0 0.0
MITC-26 25.0 0.0 MITC-41 25.0 0.0
MITC-27 , 5.0 20.0 MITC-42 5.0 0.0

1. Label the tubes, and break off both ends of each tube.

2. Rémove the adsorbant charcoal from the secondary section.

3. Use a microsyringe to transfer the appropriate volumes of the
spiking solution and toluene into the adsorbant bed of the primary
section of the tube. Do not allow the solution to run down the
sides of the tube.

4. Cap both ends of the tubes with the plastic caps provided and store
them in a freezer until ready for analysis.
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