From: Tamayo, Daisys 
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2009 8:27 AM
To: Wolfe, Loretta; Wang, Jing
Cc: Harrington, Debra
Subject: RE: some biology data is not associated with Q
Hi Jing,
The enterococci for the samples below should have been reported with a “Q” qualifier. We will make the needed corrections in LIMS and re-report. 
Thanks,
Daisys 


From: Wolfe, Loretta 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 2:07 PM
To: Wang, Jing
Cc: Williams, Leslee; Harrington, Debra; Tamayo, Daisys; Whiting, David D.
Subject: RE: some biology data is not associated with Q
Hi Jing –
I looked at the final biology reports for those 4 samples. The total and fecal coliform results were reported with a “Q” and the enterococci result was not. I’m not sure why. I’ll ask Daisys to check into it tomorrow when she returns and we’ll let you know. 
Thanks.
-Lori
 

From: Wang, Jing
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 11:37 AM
To: Harrington, Debra
Subject: RE: some biology data is not associated with Q
Hello, Debra
The Lab date in ADM is Date Analyzed in Lims, the lab date(date analyzed) has no problem in my last email table , and collection date has no problem also. The question for me now are:
1. can these stations’ sample be shipped to Tallahassee in same day?
	Pk Station
	station name
	Param Code
	ValueQualifier
	ValueText
	SampleDate
	PreparedDate

	9671
	lafayette blue spring
	31501
	B
	28
	4/3/08 12:22
	4/3/08 14:55

	9671
	lafayette blue spring
	31616
	B
	3
	4/3/08 12:22
	4/3/08 14:55

	9671
	lafayette blue spring
	31649
	B
	17
	4/3/08 12:22
	4/3/08 14:55

	9716
	weeki wachee main spring
	31501
	B
	2
	5/22/08 11:08
	5/22/08 16:25

	9716
	weeki wachee main spring
	31616
	UJ
	2
	5/22/08 11:08
	5/22/08 16:25

	9716
	weeki wachee main spring
	31649
	U
	2
	5/22/08 11:08
	5/22/08 16:25

	9719
	wacissa spring #2
	31501
	B
	2
	4/8/08 11:53
	4/8/08 16:10

	9719
	wacissa spring #2
	31616
	U
	2
	4/8/08 11:53
	4/8/08 16:10

	9719
	wacissa spring #2
	31649
	U
	2
	4/8/08 11:53
	4/8/08 16:10


2. the elapsed time is prepared date minus collection date or elapsed time is date analyzed date minus colloction date? 

Thanks
Jing Wang


From: Harrington, Debra 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 10:37 AM
To: Wang, Jing
Subject: FW: some biology data is not associated with Q
I agree with you that something seems strange about this….is ADM using the correct dates/time? Unless the stations are close to Tallahassee then they are usually shipped and it takes a while to get to the lab – rarely will they arrive within 2 hours of sampling as she stated below. By your table – I assume “the elapsed time exceeded the max holding time” is based on time between COLLECTION_DATE and DATE ANALYZED. I don’t know what ADM takes as the DATE ANALYZED – sample prep, counting etc. Does ADM use the LAB DATE (when they were counted) for DATE ANALYZED – what is being used in the ADM provisional tables? Please research this issue and make sure that there isn’t a problem – let me know what you think. Are we sure the custody sheets match on these stations and there isn’t a mixup?
Thanks,
Debra
Debra Harrington 
Environmental Consultant
Ground Water Protection Section 
Office 239C 
850-559-0901 or 850-245-8232
850-245-8236 (Fax) 


From: Wolfe, Loretta 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 9:44 AM
To: Wang, Jing
Cc: Williams, Leslee; Harrington, Debra; Tamayo, Daisys; Whiting, David D.
Subject: RE: some biology data is not associated with Q
Hi Jing –
Daisys is at training today, but I think I can answer your question. The “Lab Date” you have seems to be when the plates were counted, not when the sample was prepared. 
For example, below is the information in the LIMS browser for SampleID 1092538. It was sampled 4/3/08 at 12:22; the lab received it about 2 hours after sampling and the micro lab prepared the sample (filtered and got it into the incubator) approximately 2.5 hours after sampling which is within the 6 hour hold time. The plates were counted approximately 24 hours later (the time you used). A “Q” should not be attached to this sample as everything was done within the method hold times. 
If you want to check to make sure we did or did not apply “Q”s correctly, I suggest you use the LIMS browser (do you have access to it - it’s under the “General” menu) - and set up a template with the times I have displayed below. That way you can follow the progress of the sample through all the steps. 
[image: image1]
Let me know if you need more help with this.
Lori Wolfe
Environmental Manager
Biology Section
Bureau of Laboratories
Florida Dept of Environmental Protection
From: Wang, Jing 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 9:13 AM
To: Tamayo, Daisys
Cc: Williams, Leslee; Wolfe, Loretta; Harrington, Debra
Subject: some biology data is not associated with Q
Hello, Daisys/Leslee
I am QAing the spring data in project SPRG0804, I noticed some biology data in some stations are not associated with Q qualifier in Lims, but actually the elapsed time exceeded the max holding time. Please check to see if they really need to add Q.
	Pk Station
	Param Code
	ValueQualifier
	ValueText
	SampleDate
	LabDate
	LabSample Id
	max holding time(day)
	elapsed time(day)

	9671
	31501
	B
	28
	4/3/08 12:22
	4/4/08 13:35
	1092538
	0.25
	1.05069444

	9671
	31616
	B
	3
	4/3/08 12:22
	4/4/08 13:35
	1092538
	0.25
	1.05069444

	9671
	31649
	B
	17
	4/3/08 12:22
	4/5/08 13:35
	1092538
	0.25
	2.05069444

	9673
	31649
	U
	2
	4/17/08 16:03
	4/19/08 12:35
	1095943
	0.25
	1.85555556

	9716
	31501
	B
	2
	5/22/08 11:08
	5/23/08 14:30
	1103705
	0.25
	1.14027778

	9716
	31616
	UJ
	2
	5/22/08 11:08
	5/23/08 14:15
	1103705
	0.25
	1.12986111

	9716
	31649
	U
	2
	5/22/08 11:08
	5/23/08 15:15
	1103705
	0.25
	1.17152778

	9719
	31501
	B
	2
	4/8/08 11:53
	4/9/08 15:30
	1093397
	0.25
	1.15069444

	9719
	31616
	U
	2
	4/8/08 11:53
	4/9/08 15:30
	1093397
	0.25
	1.15069444

	9719
	31649
	U
	2
	4/8/08 11:53
	4/10/08 15:30
	1093397
	0.25
	2.15069444

	11390
	31649
	U
	2
	4/17/08 13:48
	4/19/08 12:35
	1095942
	0.25
	1.94930556

	11395
	31649
	U
	2
	4/16/08 12:55
	4/18/08 12:25
	1095640
	0.25
	1.97916667

	11403
	31649
	U
	2
	4/16/08 15:03
	4/18/08 12:25
	1095641
	0.25
	1.89027778


Thanks
Jing Wang
