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Based on weight alone, Site A would be

prioritized over Site B.

Basic Approach
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3 1o . Botes
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TCDD TEQ Particulate Strength (mg/kg) | = 7)Bolded locations indicate that both the NPDES permit limit and 357 percentile background particulate strength threshold were exceeded for any one COC
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SSFL Surface Water Expert Panel work products can be found at:
http://www.boeing.com/aboutus/environment/santa_susana/water_quality.html
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