




































































expected to be published for public comment within the next few months and finalized in 2002. For the above 

PAHs, the draft revised Method 1 standards are (in ppm): 

Nevertheless, given the results of the comparisons to Method 1 standards, GE has elected to proceed to the next 

step of the Appendix IX+3 evaluation process as set forth in the SOW --namely, the performance of area- 

specific risk evaluations. Those evaluations are described in the next section. 

4.3.6 Area-Specific Risk Evaluations 

In accordance with the protocols specified in the SOW, area-specific risk evaluations have been performed for 

all constituents that were retained for evaluation prior to the comparison to MCP Method 1 standards. Separate 

evaluations have been performed for the 20s, 30s, and 40s Complexes based on the average concentrations of 

such constituents at each RAA and the same uses and exposure scenarios that were assumed in developing the 

applicable PCB Performance Standards for these RAAs. as set forth in EPA's PCB risk evaluation in 

Attachment A to Appendix D to the CD -- i.e., the commercial/industria1 groundskeeper scenario for the 0- to 1 - 
foot depth increment and the utility worker scenario for the 1- to 6-foot depth increment. The average 

constitueni concentrations used in these evaluations were the same as those used in the comparisons to Method 1 

standards; thus, the non-detect sample results were represented as one-half the detection limit (even for those 

results that had elevated detection limits). In addition, these risk evaluations used the same exposure 

assumptions and parameter values that were used by EPA in Attachment A to Appendix D to the CD for 

developing the PCB Performance Standards for the applicable scenarios, except that for chemical-specific 

parameters (i.e., oral and dermal absorption factors), the evaluations used default values recommended by EPA 

or MDEP. The evaluations also used standard EPA cancer and non-cancer toxicity values -- i.e., Cancer Slope 

Factors (CSFs) and non-cancer Reference Doses (RfDs) -- as set forth on EPA's Integrated Risk Information 

System (IRIS), together with EPA's recommended TEFs for the carcinogenic PAHs. These EPA-accepted 

exposure assumptions and toxicity values were used in these evaluations as a conservative measure and to avoid 

controversy, even though GE does not necessarily agree with those values. 
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TABLE 2-2 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 
PITTSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 

CONCEPTUAL R D M  WORK PL& FOR 20s, 30% 40s COMPLEXES 
PRE-DESIGN INVESTIGATION AND PEDA-REQUESTED SOIL SAMPLING RESULTS FOR APPENDIX IX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

(Results in ppm dry weight) 
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