Depart ent 8f Energy

Richland Operations Office
P.O. Box 550 .
Richland, Washington 99352

07-SED-0313 JULOS 2007
Mr. Pete Kmet

Washington State Department of Ecology

Toxics Program

P.O. Box 47600

Olympia, WA 98504-7600

Dear Mr. Kmet:

PROPOSED REVISION TO THE MODEL TOXICS CONTROL ACT (MTCA, £ UP
REGULA [ON ADDRESSING PC [CIES AND PROCEL /RES FOR CERTA YPES OF
CHEMICAL MIXTURES

The purpose of this letter is to respond to the Washington State Register of April 3, 2007,
request for comments on proposed revisions to the Model Toxics Control Act cleanupr ulation,
Washington Administrative Code 173-340. RL has reviewed the proposed ru revisions and
offers the attached comments and recommer 1itions for your consideration. If you have any
questions, please contact Pete J. Garcia, Jr., Director, Safety and Engineering Division, «
(509) 372-1909.

Sincerely,

- Doug S. Shoop, Assistant Manager
SED M for Safety and Engineering

Enclosure

cc w/encl:
R. J. Landon, WCH
A. G. Miskho, FHI RE@EJWE [)
R 1. Vedder WCH
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Environmental Portal, LMSI yTesr
Ecology NWP Library - nMU







Specific Comments

1. WAC 173-303-900, Table 708-1: In Table 708-1 the Chemical Abstract Service (CAS)

number shown for 1,2,3,4,7,8-Hexachloro-dibenzo-p-dioxin is incorrect. The correct C/
number is 39227-28-6.

'AC 173-303-900, Tables 708-2 and 708-3: The relevance and appropriateness Tables
708-2 and 708-3 are questionable for several reasons. Ecology should follow the procedures
they have established in WAC 173-340-708(8)(a), WAC 173-340-708(8)(b), and WAC 173-
340-708(8)(c): 1use USEPA published values where available. Cal-EPA 2005 is cited as
the source fTables 708-2 and 708-3. This source is not recognized in WAC 173-340-
708(8)(a) as a source of relevant toxicity information and there is no clear and convincing
scientific data which demonstrates that the use of the values available from U.S.

ironm: tal Protection Agency (US PA) publications are inappropriate. The Cal-EPA
2005 source cites identical cancer slope factors for benzo(a)pyrene and dibenzo(a,h)pyrene.
How can the carcinogenic toxic equivalency factor for dibenzo(a,h)pyrene be 10 times the
carcinoger toxic equivalency factor for benzo(a)pyrene when the cancer slope factors are
identical? A thorough :ading of the basis for the carcinogenic toxic equivalency factor for
dibenzo(a,h)pyrene shows that it comes from one dermal study of mice. An animal dermal
study v 1ld not pass the peer review required to establish an oral ingestion cancer slope
factor d should not be used to establish the carcinogenic toxic equivalency factor for

benzo(a,h)pyrene.



