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This comment is regarding Figure 1 on page 11, specifically the human health risk
boxes on the right. The cleanup screening level (WAC 173-204-561(3)(b) and
sediment cleanup standard (173-204-561(2)(a) use effectively identical language
and discuss HQ, yet Figure 1 refers to an HI<1 for the upper bound cleanup
screening level and an HQ<1 for the sediment cleanup objective. This is confusing.
Table F should use HQ for both tiers since the text discusses HQ not HI.
In addition, using HI for the cleanup screening level (less protective) and HQ for the
sediment cleanup objective (more protective) is incorrect. As an example, a site with
an HI<1 (3 compounds each with HQ=0.33) presents less risk than a site with a site
with an HQ<1 (3 compounds each with an HQ=0.99).
Best regards,
Glenn

-- 
Glenn A. Hayman
Hayman Environmental, LLC
18425 NE 95th St. Unit 201
Redmond, WA 98052-2940
206.235.0589
ghayman54@gmail.com
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