/ Phase I; Initial Demonstration of Proficiency (IDP) \

- Analysis of spiked solvents with known concentrations of
toxaphene and toxaphene congeners

" Toxaphene has been historically analyzed along with other organochloride
pesticides by Method 8081, using gas chromatography with fused-silica, open
tubular, capillary columns and electron capture detectors (ECD) or electrolytic
conductivity detectors (ELCD). Several limitations were found: unable to
measure congeners or breakdown products; interference from other
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organochloride pesticides; and insufficient sensitivity of the method. : - Analysis of varying levels of toxaphene and toxaphene congeners in
extracts of groundwater, soil, and sediment
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