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Resources
Management

915 - 118t Avenue S.E.
Suite 130

Bellevue, WA 98005
(425) 462-8591

20 March 2006 (425) 455-3573 (fax)

Mr. Charles Hinds

Washington State Department of Ecology
Toxics Cleanup Program

P.O. Box 47600

Olympia, Washington 98504-7600

Subject: Revised Proposed Closure Strategy
Four Lakes and Spokane Air National Guard Stations
Cheney and Spokane, Washington

Dear Mr. Hinds:

ERM-West, Inc. (ERM) has prepared this letter on behalf of the Air National
Guard (ANG) to summarize the proposed project closure strategy for the active
remediation sites at the Four Lakes Air National Guard Station (ANGS) and the
Spokane ANGS discussed during the meeting between the ANG and the
Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) on 10 March 2006. This
approach has been revised from the initial strategy outlined in ERM’s letter to
Ecology dated 8 February 2006 based on the conditions discussed during the
meeting. Remediation at both sites has shown to be effective at reducing
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in groundwater; however, those
concentrations have not been reduced to less than the cleanup level established
for both sites.

It is ERM's opinion that the remaining VOCs in groundwater at each site are
recalcitrant to available remediation methods, and are technically impracticable
to remediate at all points of compliance at each site to less than the original
remedial action objectives (RAOs) for both sites. The basis of technical
impracticability, in both cases, is an empirical evaluation of the performance
data collected during and after the active remedial actions undertaken at each
site. The data and evaluation are substantially equivalent to requirements
referred to in the Model Toxics Control Act Regulation (MTCA) Chapter 173-
340-720(8)(c) Washington Administrative Code (WAC). In short, while
remediation effectively reduced contaminant mass at both sites, aquifer
conditions have prevented the reduction of contaminant concentrations to less
than the cleanup level across the entirety of both plumes.

For each site, an alternate site closure strategy has been developed to address
the residual contaminant concentrations while providing appropriate protection
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for current and potential future receptors. The &“ﬁ nate compliance approaches

will be addressed by revision of the Record of Decision (RODj for the Spokane
site and appropriate public notice for both sites. The yr@?Gsed closure
approaches for each site are summarized in the following sections.

FOUR LAKES ANGS

The ANG proposes to install a new water supply well for the Wilcox residence.

The new well will be located to the east of the current wji location, such that its

radius of influence is beyond the known 1,1-dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) s
groundwater plume. Also, the ANG will ev,aluate whether the weathered A el ml 25
bedrock aquifer at the site meets standards for a potable water aquifer defimfgj/ Py T Py
in MTCA Chapter 173-240-720(2) WAC. If the aquifer is found to be non- @ et _
potable, the ANG proposes that the current Wilcox water supply well should be ;;;:{; - ma) Pt
used as a conditional point of compliance for 1,1-DCE in groundwater under STHadn®

Chapter 173-340-720(8)(c) WAL, and that the remediation standard for 1,1-DCE
at remaining site wells should be revised to the MTCA Method B surface water
standard of 1.93 micrograms per liter {(ag/L). The use of the surface water

standard is based on the highest beneficial use of the groundwater if the aquifer

is found to be non-potable, which is discharge to surface water.

If the weathered bedrock aquifer is found to conform to the MTCA potable
water aquifer characteristics, the site cleanup standard for 1,1-DCE in
groundwater will remain the effective MTCA Method B groundwater cleanup
standard (i.e., 1 ug/L). In this case, regulatory closure will be achieved once it
is confirmed that 1,1-DCE concentrations are less than 1 pg/L in each of the site
wells completed in the weathered bedrock aquifer. The ANG will complete the

following steps toward establishing site closure:

e Evaluate the current 1,1-DCE concentrations in the e xisting weathered
edrock injection wells (IW-3, IW-11, IW-12, TW-13, IW-14, E‘A’ﬁj TW-16,

and IW-17), monitoring wells (MW E@ MW-13, and MW-14}, and the
Wilcox well by collecting one round of ground water samples from the

jon

wells for analysis of volatile organic compounds (VOCs);

@Sgs‘ﬁéve QS&E‘ZQE‘S {s?
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well (previously-existing well), and comparing the 1,1-DCE concentrations
at the site to the effective MTCA Method B groundwater cleanup standard

of 1 ng/L.

The ANG proposes to initiate groundwater compliance monitoring
approximately six months after the completion of potassium permanganate
injection activities. This schedule should allow sufficient time for most of the
potassium permanganate in the aquifer to be consumed by reactions with
contaminants and aquifer materials, as well as auto-degradation.

SPOKANE ANGS

The ANG proposes to install two monitoring wells north (downgradient) of the
current monitoring well defining the northern extent of the carbon tetrachloride
plume in groundwater (MW-16). These wells will be installed within the
Spokane ANGS leasehold area, and will be designated conditional points of
compliance under Chapter 173-340-720(8)(c) WAC. Groundwater samples will
be collected from the new wells and existing wells in the vicinity of the
remedial action on a quarterly basis for one year, and the samples will be
analyzed for VOCs. The ANG also proposes to establish a site cleanup level for
carbon tetrachloride equal to the MTCA Method B surface water standard of
2.66 pg/L. If necessary, contaminant transport modeling will be completed to
evaluate whether the residual carbon tetrachloride in site groundwater will
affect the nearest surface water receptor at concentrations greater than the
MTCA Method B surface water standard. Site closure will be established upon
demonstration that the carbon tetrachloride concentration at the nearest surface
water receptor will be less than 2.66 pg/L. This may be demonstrating that the
carbon tetrachloride concentrations at the conditional points of compliance are
less than this standard, or by developing a fate and transport model that
demonstrates that the carbon tetrachloride standard will not be exceeded in
groundwater adjacent to the nearest potential surface water receptor
approximately 3/4 mile north of the site.

DISCUSSION

Regulatory closure at each of these sites will require site-specific approaches;
however, ERM believes that it can be demonstrated that the cleanup standards
outlined above are sufficiently protective of human health and the environment
at both sites for the following reasons:
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e The remaining areas of groundwater impa
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relatively small, and contaminant levels are very near the current MTCA
based cleanup standards.

e Once the Wilcox well is relocated, there are no current o aﬁ{cipaieé
reasonable future drinking water receptors for groundwater containing
contaminant concentrations greater than the original cleanup standards

1 in the site Feasibility Study (Four Lakes) and ROD (Spokane). At

the Four Lakes site, future development of groundwater resource is

probably limited because the aquifer yield is expected to be less than the

requirements for a potable aquifer. At the Spokane site, future development
of the groundwater resource is limited by the land use zoning on and
adjacent to the Spokane International Airport, and because the area is
served by the Spokane municipal water supply system.

ERM and the ANG appreciate the opportunity to cooperate with the
Washington State Department of Ecology toward effective remedial solutions at
each of these sites. Please contact me at (425) 462-8591 if you have questions or
comments regarding the approach outlined above.

Sincerely,

A. Michael Arnold, L.G.
Project Manager

AMA/dwb/0020497.72
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Kira Lynch 21 February 2006
Comments on Fairchild AFB SS-39 Phase |l Remedial Investigation Report

1. Section 6.0 — The CSM reported in this section should be expanded to include
discussion of future land use, risk management strategies, ARAR analysis, and
potential site exit strategies. The CSM should capture the current understanding of key
site parameters important to site decision-making, identifies where uncertainty in those
parameters prevents confident decision making, and forms the basis for actions to
address uncertainty. For example, if additional source area characterization is going to
be recommended the CSM section should discuss why additional source area definition
is required to support the envisioned site exit strategy. Another example, the impacts of
not being able to identify the amount and distribution of CT source material should be
discussed relative to the site exit strategy.

2. Section 7.0 - This section needs more discussion on the appropriateness of using
generic groundwater attenuation factors. In addition, because exposure time in military
housing is transient a site specific soil gas screening number should be developed
before proceeding with indoor vapor monitoring.

3. Section 8.1 — The discussion of data limitations should be discussed in relation to
how these limitation impact site specific decisions. Comparison of DSITMS
groundwater cpt data and data collected from developed wells sent off for 8260 analysis
should be discussed relative to our understanding of the dissolved phased plume
definition and recommendations to proceed with tier 3 vapor intrusion analysis.

4. Section 8.2 — Recommendations regarding additional CSM refinement (i.e. data
collection) should be linked directly to data needed to support the site exit strategy.
Options for CSM uncertainty management should be discussed.



Focus on Developing Ground
Water Cleanup Standards Under
the Model Toxics Control Act

from Department of Ecology’s Toxic Cleanup Program

Background

The Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) adopted changes to the Model Toxics
Control Act (MTCA) Cleanup Regulation, chapter 173-340 WAC, on February 12, 2001.
These changes became effective on August 15, 2001. This document provides an overview of
the requirements and procedures for developing ground water cleanup standards under this
revised regulation.

What is a ground water cleanup standard?

A ground water cleanup standard consists of a concentration (cleanup level) that must be met
at a specified location within the ground water (point of compliance). It also includes any
additional regulatory requirements that may. be specified in applicable state or federal laws.

How is ground water classified for the purpose of establishing ground
water cleanup levels?

The establishment of ground water cleanup levels depends on the classification of ground
water under the regulation as either potable (a current or potential source of drinking water) or
nonpotable. The classification of ground water depends on the highest beneficial use expected
to occur under both current and future site use conditions. Unless it can be demonstrated that
ground water is not a current or potential source of drinking water based on the criteria set
forth in WAC 173-340-720(2), ground water is classified as potable to protect drinking water
beneficial uses. Ecology expects that the ground water beneath most contaminated sites will
be classified as potable.

Is there an 'exception to the requirement that potential sources of
drinking water must be classified as potable for the purpose of
establishing cleanup levels?

Yes. Even if the ground water is classified as a potential future source of drinking water under
the criteria set forth in WAC 173-340-720(2), Ecology recognizes that there may be sites
where there is an extremely low probability that the ground water will be used as a source of
drinking water. These are sites that are so close to nonpotable or unpalatable surface waters
(such as salt water) that a pumping well would draw in the nonpotable or unpalatable water.
An example of this situation would be the shallow ground water in close proximity to marine
waters such as on Harbor Island in Seattle. In these cases, the ground water may be classified
as nonpotable for the purpose of establishing ground water cleanup levels. See WAC 173-
340-720(2)(d).

Revised:April 2005 . ' : L R £01:09-049
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What options are available for establishing cleanup levels for potable ground water?

The reg ulation requires ground water cleanup levels to be based on the reasonable maximum exposure expected to
occur under both current and future site conditions. For potable ground water, this means that the cleanup level
must be set at a concentration that would allow the water to be safely used as a source of drinking water. The
regulation provides three options for establishing cleanup levels for potable ground water — Methed A, Method B,

P DU

and Method C (see Figure 1). Each of these methods and the criteria for their use are described below.
When may Method A be used to establish cleanup levels for potable ground water and
how is a Method A cleanup level established?

Method A may be us é establish cleanup levels for potable ground water at routine sites and sites with relatively
few hazardous substances.

W

Under Method A (see Figure 2), the cleanup level is based on the most stringent of the following concentrations:

¢ Concentration listed in Table 728-1. The cleanup level must be af least as siringent as the
concentration listed in Table 720-1.

e Cencentrations established under applicable state and federal laws. The cleanup level must be at
least as stringent as the most stringent concentration established under applicable state and federal laws

e Concentration based on surface water beneficial uses. Unless it can be demonstrated that the
least

hazardous substance t likely to reach wﬁ};m water, the cleanup leve!l must be at least as sirin
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as the surface water cleanup level esﬁcaeizs ed in accordance with WAC 173-340-730.

If neither Table 720-1 nor the applicable state and federal laws provide a value, then the Method A cleanup level is
based on the natural background concentration or the practical quantitation limit (PQL), whichever is higher.

When may Method B be used to establish cleanup levels for potable ground water and
how is a Method B cleanup level established?

Method B may be used o establish cleanun levels for notable er at any site.

GIQ
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Method B is divided into two tiers: Standard and Medified. Under both standard and modified Method B (see
Figure 3), the cleanup level is based on the most siringent of the following concentrations:

e Concentrations established under applicable state and federal laws. The cleanup level must be at
least as stringent as the most stringent concentration established under applicable state and federal laws.

e Concentrations that protect human health. The cleanup level must be at least as stringent as the
concentrations that protect human health.

For hazardous substances for which sufficiently protective, health-based concentrations have been
established under applicable state and federal iaws, the most stringent of those concentrations is used. A
concentration established under applicable state and federal laws is sufficiently protective if the e cyss
cancer risk does rze% exceed 1 in 100,000 (1 x 107) and the hazard quotient does not exceed one (1).

the concentration is not sufficiently protective, then either the concentration must be adjusted dewuw&u
in accordan mﬂ‘ WAC 173-340-720(7)(b) or a protective concentration must be calculated using the
equations pr ?Ed@é in the regulation.

For hazardous substances for which health-based concentrations have not been established under

appiim’%is state and federal laws, a protective concentration must be calculated using the equations

3

provided in the regulation.

[o]



Under standard Method B, protective concentrations are calculated using the standard equations and
default assumptions provided in the regulation (see Table 1). These equations and default assumptions
ensure that a widely divergent population can safely use the ground water as a source of drinking water.

Under modified Method B, specified default assumptions may be adjusted based on site-specific or
chemical-specific data. The regulation describes which parameters may be adjusted and how they may
be adjusted. ‘

e Concentration based on surface water beneficial uses. Unless it can be demonstrated that the
hazardous substances are not likely to reach surface water, the cleanup level must be at least as stringent
as the surface water cleanup level established in accordance with WAC 173-340-730.

When may Method C be used to establish cleanup levels for potable ground water and
how is a Method C cleanup level established?

Method C may be used to establish cleanup levels for potable ground water at a site where it can be demonstrated
that such levels comply with applicable state and federal laws, that all practicable methods of treatment have been
used (to minimize releases to the ground water and to restore the ground water), that institutional controls are in
place, and that one or more of the following conditions exist:

e The Method A or B cleanup levels are below technically possible concentrations;
e The Method A or B cleanup levels are below area background concentrations; or

e The attainment of Method A or B cleanup levels has the potential for creating a significantly greater
overall threat to human health or the environment than attainment of Method C cleanup levels.

Under Method C (see Figure 4), cleanup levels are established the same as under Method B, except that
concentrations that are protective of human health are calculated using a less stringent target cancer risk for
individual hazardous substances (1 in 100,000) and less stringent default exposure assumptions (see Table 1).

What options are available for establishing cleanup levels for nonpotable ground water?

The regulation provides two basic options for establishing cleanup levels for nonpotable ground water — (1) conduct
a site-specific risk assessment to establish Method B cleanup levels or, if the site qualifies under the criteria
described above, Method C cleanup levels; or (2) use the potable ground water cleanup levels where the expense
and time of a site-specific risk assessment is not worthwhile.

If a site-specific risk assessment is conducted, the cleanup level must be based on the highest beneficial use of the
ground water and the reasonable maximum exposures expected to occur under both current and potential future site -
uses.  The regulation provides a general framework for a site-specific risk assessment; however, equations and
exposure assumptions are not provided and would need to be developed on a site-specific basis.

Are there any special considerations for establishing ground water cleanup levels for
petroleum mixtures?

Yes. Cleanup levels must be established for the total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) mixture as a whole, as well as
for individual hazardous substances (TPH components) within the mixture, such as benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene,
and xylene.

When using Method A, use the values for TPH and TPH components in Table 720-1 as cleanup levels, paying
particular attention to the requirements in the footnotes. The TPH values have been pre-calculated for various
petroleum products using assumed product compositions.

Under Method B and Method C, the cleanup levels for individual TPH components are established just like they
would be for any other hazardous substance, as described above.



To establish site-specific TPH cleanup levels under Method B or C, the composition of the petroleum mixture in the
ground water must be dete ﬁniiadz Determining the composition requires the analysis of either the ground water or
the source of He contamination {the product itself or contaminated soil) for petroleum fractions and other toxic
components likely to be present. Taﬁ‘ie 830-1 for a list of contaminants to test for when establishing cleanup

levels for petroleum mixiures,

he ansalysis is based on the product or contaminated soil composition, a ground

A s

£
cted using a fate and transpori model under WAC 173-340-747. such as me 3-

T
water composition must be predi
phase or 4-phase model.

The actual or predicted ground water composition is used in Equation 720-3 {o calculate a total petroleum
ydrocarbon (TPH) cleanup Eevsi that takes into account the combined noncarcinogenic effects of the pei:raieum
ixture. This TPH cleanup level may need to be adjusted downward fo take into account the cleanup levels for
individual petroleum components. A further adjustment may be necessary if modeling or ground water monitoring
indicates biclogical degradation of residual petroleum would resulf in violation of the drinking water standards for
sther chemicals. This is most likely to be a concern for nat
manganese that can

degradation.
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ii}: occurring metals such as arsenic, iron and
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tur:
e brought into solution by depletion of oxygen in the ground water during petroleum
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Are there any additional considerations when establishing ground water cleanup leveis?

H

¢« Downward adjustment based on total site risk: Ground water cleanup levels for individual hazardous
substances may need to be adjusted downward to take into account the additive health effects resulting
from exposure to multipie hazardous substances and/or multiple exposure pathways. The cleanup levels
need Qn}v he gg;lugt@d if the hazard index exceeds 1 or the total excess cancer risk exceeds 1 in 100,000.

PGP, S it b ] i LA vl

This requirement does not apply when using Method A,

e Downward adjustment o cleanup levels based on applicable state and federal laws: Ground water
cleanup levels based on applicable state and federal laws that exceed an excess cancer risk of | in
100,000 or a hazard quotient of 1 must be adjusted downward so that the total excess cancer risk does not
exceed 1 in 100,660 and a hazard index of 1.

8 E@Wﬁward adiusa‘tmem haseéi on nsnaque@us phase limitatien: For organic hazardous substances and

e Upward adjustment based on natural background and PQL: Ground water cleanup levels for

FDOT N 2

individual hazardous substances must not be set below the practical quantitation Hmit (PQL) or natural
background concentration, whichever is higher.

Where in the ground water do cleanup levels have to be met?
”é“%

f('{)

"point of compliance™ defines the point or points on a site where cleanup levels must be met. The term
cludes both "standard” and "conditional” points of compliance.

» Standard point of compliance: The standard point of compliance for ground water is defined as
throughout the site from the uppermost level of the saturated zone extending vertically 1o the lowest most
depth which could potentially be affected by the site.

= Copnditional point of compliance: Where if can be demonstrated that it is not practicable to meet the
ground Wafesr cleanup levels at the sf‘aﬂd rd point of compliance within a reasonable restoration fime
Fram K G?nov mav annrove ac

F £
frame, iogy csmg}%mﬁc@ as close as practicable 1o the source of the

contamination, not to exceed the property boundary {except as provided b@icwﬁ

w

o Off-preperty conditional point of compliance: A conditional g} nt of compliance may be set %ﬁy{;ﬁé
the property boundary in the following three specific situations, subject to several conditions specified in

WAC 173-340-720(8)(d):



1. Properties abutting surface water: Where the ground water cleanup level is based on protection
of surface water beneficial uses and the property containing the source of contamination abuts
surface water, Ecology may approve an off-property conditional point of compliance located within
the surface water as close as practicable to point or points where ground water flows into the
surface water.

2. Properties near, but not abutting surface water: Where the ground water cleanup level is based
on protection of surface water beneficial uses and the property containing the source of
contamination is located near, but not abutting surface water, Ecology may approve an off-property
conditional point of compliance located as close as practical to the source of contamination, not to
exceed the point or points where the ground water flows into the surface water.

3. Area-wide conditional point of compliance: Where there are multiple sites with commingled
plumes of contamination that are not practical to address separately, Ecology may approve an area-
wide conditional point of compliance located as close as practicable to each source of
contamination, not to exceed the extent of ground water contamination.

See Figures S and 6 for a visual depiction of the available options for establishing a ground water point of compliance.

May the department establish more stringent cleanup levels?

Yes. The department may establish cleanup levels that are more stringent than those required under the applicable
method when the department determines, based on a site-specific evaluation, that such levels are necessary to
protect human health and the environment. The establishment of more stringent cleanup levels must comply with
WAC 173-340-702 and 173-340-708.

What measurements are required to demonstrate compliance with ground water cleanup
levels?

When ground water cleanup levels have been established at a site, the ground water must be sampled to demonstrate
compliance with cleanup levels. Monitoring of nearby surface waters may also be required where cleanup levels are
based on protection of surface water. Generally, several locations are sampled for at least a year, and often several
years, to take into account spatial and seasonal variability in the ground water quality. Compliance is determined for
each location sampled by analyzing the data using statistical procedures specified in the regulation.

For More Information / Special Accommodation Needs

If you would like more information on setting cleanup standards or cleaning up sites, please call us toll-free at 1-
800-826-7716, or contact your regional Washington State Department of Ecology office listed below. Information
about site cleanup, including access to a variety of technical guidance documents, is also accessible through our
Internet address: http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/tcp/cleanup.html.

Regional Office Phone / *TTY Regions/Counties

Northwest 425/649-7000 Island, King, Kitsap, San Juan, Skagit, Snohomish, Whatcom

Southwest 360/407-6300 Southwestern Washington, Olympic Peninsula, Pierce, Thurston and Mason
Central 509/575-2490 Benton, Chelan, Douglas, Kittitas, Klickitat, Okanogan, Yakima

Eastern 509/329-3400 Adams, Asotin, Columbia, Ferry, Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Lincoin, Pend Oreille,

Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman
*TTY: 711 or 1-800-833-6388.

Disclaimer Notice: This document is intended to help the user understand WAC 173-340-720. It does not establish or modify
regulatory requirements.

If you require this publication in an alternate format, please contact the appropriate Regional Office listed above
or (TTY) at 711 or 1-800-833-6388.
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Figure 2:  Establishing Method A Potable Ground Water Cleanup Levels under

WAC 173-340-720(3)"
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(1) Method A can only be used at qualifying sites. See WAC 173-340-704.

(2) The standard must be based on a hazard quotient of 1 or less or a cancer risk of 1 x 105 or less to be considered sufficiently protective,
The Method B equations may be used to determine if a standard is sufficiently protective. See WAC 173-340-720(7)(b).

(3) See WAC 173-340-720(7).

Disclaimer Notice: This figure is intended to help the user understand WAC 173-340-720. It does not establish or modify regulatory
requirements.



Figure 3:  Establishing Method B Potable Ground Water Cleanup Levels under

WAC 173-340-720(4)
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NOTES
{1) The standard must be based on a hazard quotient of 1 or less or a cancer risk of 1 x 10° uf less to be considered sufficiently protective, The

Method B eg;‘a may be used fc defermine if 3 standard is sufficiently profective, See WAC 173-240-720(7)(b).

{2) Chemi sgec’ssc reference dose (RID) or cancer pofency faclor {Cs’?‘ mustbs Gﬁvéiepe:z in consuitation with Ecology, EPA, DOH and SAB.
This process has been completed for RDs for petroleum fractions and these values ars avallable from Ecology. Note iha?. the Method A TPH values
cannot be used under Method B because they are based on an assumed composition that may not be represeniative of the site.

{3} Use equations with default values for Standard Method B. Selected default values may be changed under Modified S‘ﬂem&;‘ B. Ses WAC 173
340-720(4)(c). For TPH, an additional adjustment may be necessary io prevent blodegradation from resulting in exceadances of i‘ﬁvr_w
{4) Sea WAC 173-340-720(7).

Disclalmer Notics: This figure Is infended to help the user understand WAC 173-340-720. 1t does not establish or modify regulatory requirements.



Figure 4:

Establishing Method C Potable Ground Water Cleanup Levels under
WAC 173-340-720(5)
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If necessary, adjust prefiminary
cleanup level for total site risk,
natural background, PQL
and NAPL limitation (4)

NOTES

(1) The standard must be based on a hazard quotient of 1 or less or a cancer risk of 1 x 10 or less. The Method B equations, modified for
Method C, may be used to determine if a standard is sufficiently protective. See WAC 173-340-720(7)(b).

(2) Chemical-specific reference dose (RfD) or cancer potency factor (CFP) must be developed in consultation with Ecology, EPA, DOH and SAB.
This process has been completed for RfDs for petroleum fractions and these values are available from Ecology. Note that the Method A TPH
values cannot be used under Method C because they are based on an assumed composition that may not be representative of the site.

(3) Use equations with default values for Standard Method C. Selected default values may be changed under Modified Method C. See WAC 173-

340-720(5)(c). For TPH, an additional adjustment may be necessary fo prevent biodegradation from resulting in exceedances of MCLs.
(4) See WAC 173-340-720(7).

Disclaimer Notice: This figure is intended fo help the user understand WAC 173-340-720. 1t does not establish or modify regulatory
requirements.



Establishing a Point of Compliance for Potable and Nonpotable
Ground Water under WAC 173-340-720(8)
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Disclaimer Notice: This figure is intended to help the user fo understand WAC 173-340-720. it does nof estabiish or modi

regulatory requiremenis.
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