Memorandum

To

: All participants
CC

: 
From
: RGV

Date
: 1 July 2013
Re

: Evaluation questionnaire on AZO dyes in textile iis13A01T
After receipt of the final report iis13A01T one participant suggested that the use of EN14362-1: 2012 may be the cause of the large spread in test results as part of the laboratories using this method may have chosen to perform the chlorobenzene extraction as part of the combined method, while others may have chosen not to do the chlorobenzene extraction. Regretfully it was not requested to report this during the PT. Therefore a questionnaire was sent to all 165 participants on 12th June 2013.

Before 1st July responses from 80 laboratories were received (48%).

The results of the responses may be summarized as follows:

1 – Suitability of sample #13020 from new supplier: 90% good

2 – Suitability of real world sample #13021: 51% good

3 – Report form: 92% good

4 – Instructions: 81% sufficient

5 – Final report: 87%: good

6 – sample #13020 was tested by only 10 labs using the combined extraction and by 70 labs without chlorobenzene extraction

sample #13021 was tested by only 18 labs using the combined extraction and by 62 labs without chlorobenzene extraction

The results of the 18 laboratories that did use the chlorobenzene extraction show the following distribution: In total 41 results were reported, of which 22 results with z-scores smaller than one; 13 results with z-scores smaller than -1 and 6 results with z-scores higher than one.

The remaining test results (without use of chlorobenzene) of the same 16 laboratories were all for sample#13020 give a similar distribution: In total 9 results were reported, of which 5 results with z-scores smaller than one; 3 results with z-scores smaller than -1 and 1 result with a z-score higher than one.

Conclusion: No correlation is found between the use of the combined extraction (incl. chlorobenzene) and the height of the reported test results.

The (negative) remarks on the 5 questions were as follows:

1 – 3 gram is not enough (4x); prefer small pieces in stead of one large piece (2x); not homogeneous (1x)

Reaction iis: It is not allowed to send excess of sample (ILAC G13; ISO17043); 3 grams should be sufficient for duplicate testing; homogeneity of whole sample was ascertained before use and cutting the sample into small pieces was not necessary. 
2 – not enough sample (18x); multicolored sample is too difficult (11x); not perpendicular cut (5x); not homogeneous (5x).

Reaction iis: No other sample was available. In stead of using only one sample, it was decided to use also sample #13021, although the amount was little and the material was multicolored. The material had been used before in a PT succesfully. A special remark was made on the use of thissample  in the letter of instructions. 
3 – version of EN14362 not requested (2x); sampling method #13021 not requested (2x)

Reaction iis:. In next year’s PT the version number of EN14362 used by the laboratory will be requested to be reported as well as some details used.
4 – not mentioned in the instructions was: -fibre types (7x); -sampling method #13021 to be used (3x); -the test method to be used (3x); -the extraction method to be used (2x); -the version of EN14362 to be used (2x)

Reaction iis: Test method to be used (incl. sampling method, extraction method, etc.) is responsibility of the laboratory. It is advised to use the same method as used in the laboratory’s daily routine. In next year’s PT the version number of EN14362 used by the laboratory will be requested to be reported.
5 - not mentioned in the final report is: -sampling method #13021 used by the participants (3x); -the extraction method used by the participants, e.g. extraction solvent (2x); -the version of EN14362 used by the participants (2x); info on details is lacking, e.g. detection techniques & recoveries (1x)

Reaction iis:. In next year’s PT the version number of EN14362 used by the laboratory will be requested to be reported as well as some details used, so that these details may be published in the final report.
Remarks: Two laboratories investigated the (non)-presence of p-chloroaniline and both laboratories remarked that p-chloroaniline was not present in sample #13021, but the isomer m-chloroaniline was present instead. This was confirmed by standard addition.
I:\Commerce\questionnaires\EVALQUEST_AZOdyes_13.doc

2 July 2013

