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total). Mathematically, this is equivalent to assuming that
netfishing occurs at a single location for 11 years and
throughout the LDW for the other 33 years of the 44-yr
exposure duration assumed for this scenario.
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Map B.6-10. Risk-based concentration
comparisons for cPAHs using the netfishing
exposure scenario
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* Each point represents the hypothetical excess cancer
risk for a netfisher who works only at that specific
location for 119 days/yr over a 44-yr period (i.e.,

the assumptions from the netfishing RME scenario).
Each risk estimate is based on a weighted mean of the
dioxin/furan TEQ at that specific location only (25% of
total) and the LDW-wide EPC (610 ng/kg dw; 75% of
the total). Mathematically, this is equivalent to assuming
that netfishing occurs at a single location for 11 years
and throughout the LDW for the other 33 years of the
44-yr exposure duration assumed for this scenario.
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Map B.6-11. Risk-based concentration
comparisons for dioxins/furans using the
netfishing exposure scenario
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* Risks may be underestimated at some
locations because not all chemicals were analyzed.

Each point represents the hypothetical excess cancer
risk for a netfisher who works only at that specific
location for 119 days/yr over a 44-yr period (i.e., the
assumptions from the netfishing RME scenario). Each
risk estimate reflects the cumulative results from Maps
B.6-6 to B.6-9 based on weighted concentrations of
total PCBs, arsenic, cPAHs, and dioxin/furan TEQs.
Mathematically, this is equivalent to assuming that
netfishing occurs at a single location for 11 years

and throughout the LDW for the other 33 years of the
44-yr exposure duration assumed for this scenario.
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Map B.6-12. Combination of risks associated
with total PCBs, arsenic, dioxins/furans, and
cPAHSs using the netfishing scenario
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