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Our Ref: 087546-CUR-00-XX-T-GE-00003-P02

30/06/2026

Rebecca Marwood

NHS Property Services Ltd

99 Gresham Street

London

EC2V 7NG

Dear Rebecca,

Re. Remediation Statement - Hawthorn Medical Centre, Manchester

1. Background

Curtins have produced the following Geo-Environmental reports in relation to the site:

e Phase 1 Preliminary Risk Assessment Ref. 087546-CUR-00-XX-T-GE-00002-P01, dated
June 2025.

e Phase 2 Ground Investigation Report Ref. 087546-CUR-00-XX-T-GE-00002-P02, dated
December 2025.

We understand these reports have been used to support planning application Ref. 144426/F0O/2025.

We write to summarise the findings of Curtins reports and outline the extent of Remediation required,
to support discharge of pre commencement Planning Condition 11b as outlined below.

b) Before the development hereby approved commences, a report prepared outlining what
measures, if any, are required to remediate the land (the Remediation Strategy) which shall
be submitted to and approved in writing by the City Council as local planning authority.

2. Ground Investigation Summary

Curtins ground investigation (2025) comprised a series of exploratory hole locations with
environmental chemistry analysis of soils and ground gas monitoring within selected installed
borehole locations.

The ground conditions generally comprise grass over topsoil underlain by a granular or cohesive
Glacial Till, underlain by weathered bedrock and sandstone Bedrock of the Collyhurst Sandstone
Formation.

No potential visual or olfactory contamination was observed during the ground investigation works,
and chemical analysis of soil samples did not identify any concentrations of contaminants of concern
above relevant generic assessment criteria screening thresholds. No suspected asbestos containing
materials (ACMs) were identified during the works, or in laboratory screening.

Low concentrations of hazardous ground gases were determined through monitoring. The calculated
hazardous gas screening value (Qng) results in a GSV in line with a Characteristic Situation 1 (CS1).
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Curtins

A Low-risk rating was identified to site end-users and to construction workers, from contamination in
soils from direct contact, dermal uptake, soil and dust ingestion and inhalation with soils. It was
recommended that construction workers are provided with appropriate PPE and sanitary facilities with
respect to the environmental testing results.

A Lowe-risk rating was identified to controlled waters following the ground investigation accounting for
no major sources of contamination identified at the site.

A Low-risk rating was identified to site end users from ground gases. No ground gas protection
measures required.

The ground investigation report determined that remediation was not required prior to construction of
the development. A Remediation Strategy was therefore not produced as no specific remedial actions
were recommended.

Notwithstanding, generic advice for managing contamination where encountered is provided below,
along with a specification for imported soils.

3. Strategy for Handling Potentially Contaminated Soils and Contaminative Incidents on Site

Contaminated Soils

Surplus soils to be removed from site, which have been identified as unsuitable for re-use should be
loaded onto a lorry, covered securely and transported directly to the landfill facility. Where stockpiling
is unavoidable, the stockpile should be located on an impermeable membrane and be covered also
with a low permeability membrane at the end of each working day. Where soils are wet when
excavated, measures should be taken to ensure there is no runoff from the soils onto the surrounding
soils.

Under their duty of care, the Principal Contractor shall ensure the proper and safe disposal of waste
from each site after it has been passed on to another party. In this respect details of the landfill facility
to be used and the company disposing of the waste with regard to hazardous and non-hazardous
waste shall be provided to the Site Manager. Copies of Consignment Notices for special waste and
Waste Transfer Notes for hazardous and non-hazardous waste shall be kept on site for review by
Curtins Consulting.

Contaminative Incidents

It is possible that some below ground features / structures exist that have not been recorded on plans
and have not been encountered during the ground investigation works or demolition works. It is
possible that further unknown/unrecorded substructures (e.g. fuel tanks) may exist which if ruptured
may release materials that could contaminate the surrounding soils and groundwater (petroleum
hydrocarbons, solvents, for example). In the unlikely event that this occurs an outline strategy is
detailed below.

Where such a tank/pipework is damaged during excavation and the contents are released into the
surrounding soil, the tank/pipework should be immediately pumped dry into another suitable container
and a trench with a low permeability base formed around the tank/pipework to prevent seepage
laterally and to collect the contaminant. Where groundwater is encountered in the trench, it should be
pumped into a suitable container and tested for the contaminant. All soils affected shall then be tested
and removed from site as appropriate.

Where the damage is caused to the underside of a tank and seepage is vertical, the contaminants
may present a risk of polluting the groundwater. In this instance and subject to the findings of a risk
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assessment boreholes may be required to prove and intercept the contaminant. The contaminant will
then be pumped into suitable containers.

The procedure outlined below should also be adhered to and the Engineer shall approve all proposals
for such remediation.

Unexpected Contamination & Watching Brief

In the event that material is revealed on the site of a nature that does not accord with the previously
observed and recorded descriptions the following procedure is to be complied with.

a) Cease and make safe all excavations in this location and report observations to the
Site Manager.

b) The Site Manager is to notify the Environmental Engineer (Curtins).

C) Under guidance of the Engineer take representative samples of the suspect materials

and forward to a suitably accredited laboratory for analysis.

d) Manchester City Council and if relevant the Environment Agency are to be kept fully
informed of any such occurrences. Manchester City Council must agree the strategy
for dealing with unexpected contamination before works continue in that area.

e) Await Engineers instructions with respect to re-commencement of the works and or
removal of suspect material to a suitably licensed disposal facility.

Where encountered, records of any unexpected contamination must be included within a Remediation
Completion Report.

Under their duty of care, the Principal Contractor must ensure all Health, Safety and Environmental
Controls are in place.

4. Imported Soil Requirements

No engineered capping layer is proposed for the site, as it was determined that remediation was not
required as outlined in Section 2.0.

However, should soils be imported to site to aid with soft landscaping purposes, the following should
be implemented in accordance with the Manchester City Council Planning Guidance Relating to
Ground Contamination (2021).

All materials used in soft landscaping should not contain concentrations of contaminants that
present an unacceptable risk to the health of future site occupants or off-site receptors.

The Contractor shall be responsible for demonstrating that imported material is ‘clean’ and therefore
Suitable For Use as part of the soft landscaping. This will include the recovery of samples for
laboratory testing from both the material source, and verification testing of material following delivery
to site. Other sources may be applicable, however, testing frequencies shall be confirmed with the
Engineer prior to acceptance.

It should be demonstrated that imported soil is free from contamination through laboratory testing.
All samples taken should be tested for the analytical suite detailed in Table 2, with sampling
frequencies following guidance in Table 3. Additions to the suite may be necessary depending on
source and potential contaminants of concern.
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Table 2: Environmental Chemistry Analysis Suite for Imported Soils

Suite . ) _
Reference Environmental Chemistry Analysis
Greenfield, Total metals: Arsenic, Cadmium, Chromium, Chromium VI, Lead, Mercury,

Brownfield or  Selenium, Copper, Nickel, Zinc, Water Soluble Boron;

Manufactured pH;

Soils Soil Organic Matter;
Asbestos Screening;
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) by GC-MS (Detection Limit 0.1mg/kg
for each compound);
Total Petrol Hydrocarbons (Full TPHCWG Analysis — Aromatic/Aliphatic Split,
Detection Limit 0.01mg/kg for each banding C5 to C10 and 1mg/kg for bandings
above C10).

Table 3: Sampling Frequencies for Imported
Unknown Soil

End-Use Greenfield Soils Remediated Soils Brownfield Soils
Source

Soft

. 1:200m3 1:150m3 1:150m3 1:150m3
Landscaping

For soft landscaping, the testing regime for greenfield/manufactured imported topsoil/subsoil
sources should be one sample every 200m? used (or a minimum of 3 samples, whichever is greater)
to be undertaken once material has been imported to site. For remediated, brownfield or unknown
soil sources the testing regime should be one sample every 150m? (or a minimum of 3 samples,
whichever is greater).

Assessment Criteria: Concentrations above the determinants shall not exceed the ‘Residential
Without Homegrown Produce’ screening criteria (Appended).

Definition of ‘clean’: Where ALL concentrations are less than the adopted assessment criteria
values, the soil shall be defined as ‘clean’.

Soil Organic Matter (SOM): This should be reviewed and applicable thresholds used accordingly.

As there is no capping layer required for the site, a specified soil depth/thickness is not provided
herein and depths of soft landscaping should be undertaken to the Architects design specification.

Verification of Soft Landscaped Areas

Confirmatory analysis outlined previously is required to confirm the suitability of the growing
medium.

Confirmatory laboratory analysis is required to confirm the suitability of any imported material, the
results of which will be included within the Verification Report. Any additional testing will also be
included herein.

A suitably accredited laboratory should be used for the analysis of samples. The Verification Report
should include a detailed plan showing the location of sampling points, along with accreditation
details of the laboratory used, together with summary tables of results.

5. Closure

This Remediation Statement should be adhered to during construction.
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Curtins will be providing verification to the above and should be contacted by the contractor
accordingly to arrange visits and on site sampling.

We trust this letter also provides satisfactory detail to support the discharge of Condition 11(b).

Yours faithfully

Niall Farnworth
Principal Geo-Environmental Engineer

For and on behalf of
Curtins Consulting Ltd

Appended:
Curtins Generic Assessment Criteria
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Human Health GQRA Rationale  C Lrtins
and Hierarchy

Background

Detailed guidance on human health risk assessment is available within several documents, published by both the
Environment Agency, Defra, CL:AIRE, LQM/CIEH and Public Health England as referenced below (references a-h).

A Generic Quantitative Risk Assessment (GQRA) is carried out for the Potential Contaminant Linkages (PCLs)
investigated by screening of soil contamination data against relevant Generic Assessment Criteria where available.

Generic Assessment Criteria are available for a range of different land use scenarios, soil organic matter (SOM) and
soil types. Curtins have adopted available GACs for a sandy loam soil at 1%, 2.5% and 6% SOM using various sources.

GAC Hierarchy

A summary of and hierarchy for adopted GACs is identified below:

i) Category 4 Screening Levels (C4SLs): In March 2014 Defra published C4SLs for arsenic, benzene,
benzo(a)pyrene, cadmium, hexavalent chromium, and lead as part of the ‘Phase 1 Project’. These values were
derived to support the revised Part 2A Statutory Guidance issued in 2012 in which four categories of contaminated
land are included, ranging from Category 1 (significant/high risk) to Category 4 (low risk). In 2018 the ‘Phase 2
Project’ commenced which aims to develop C4SLs for a range of further contaminants. Currently available Phase
2 C4SLs include vinyl chloride, trichloroethene, tetrachloroethene, naphthalene, cis-1,2 dichloroethene, trans 1, 2
dichloroethene and per / polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) . Where contaminant concentrations do not exceed
C4SLs, there is no risk that the land poses a significant possibility of significant harm (SPoSH) or the level of risk
is low, as such land can be demonstrated to be in Category 4 and cannot be determined as contaminated land.
The C4SLs are proposed to be more pragmatic (whilst still strongly precautionary) in comparison with SGVs and
S4UL’s outlined below.

ii) Suitable for Use Levels (S4ULs): In 2015 LQM and the Chartered Institute of Environmental Health published
generic assessment criteria for 89 substances including metals, BTEX, TPH, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons,
phenols, chlorinated solvents and other volatile organic compounds. The S4ULs represent a minimal risk to long
term human health, derived using health criteria values. The methodology for deriving the S4ULs is based on the
Environment Agency CLEA model with consideration of developments in UK human health exposure assessment,
in particular the additional land uses and exposure assumptions.

iii) Other Supplementary Screening Criteria: In addition to those developed by LQM/CIEH (outlined above), other
third party organisations have derived SSVs for a wider range of contaminants and land uses using the CLEA
Model. Curtins have adopted these numbers where applicable, including those developed EIC/AGS/CL:AIRE and
SoBRA published thresholds.

Alternative Assessment Approaches

PAH - Benzo(a)pyrene Surrogate Marker Assessment

In September 2017 Public Health England (PHE) (Ref. h) published guidance for the use of a surrogate marker approach
to assess the risk posed by soil contamination with the genotoxic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs). The
guidance indicates that the use of a marker compound, such as Benzo(a)pyrene, provides a consistent indicator of the
amount of 7 other genotoxic PAHs commonly tested for in soil including benz(a)anthracene, chrysene,
benzo(b)fluoranthene, benzo(k)fluoranthene, dibenzo(a,h)anthracene, indeno(123cd)pyrene and benzo(ghi)perylene.

Where PAH concentrations of these 8 no. PAHs are present within pre-determined ratios in soil, provided in the
guidance, this approach is used, comparing soil concentrations of the marker compound with a Category 4 Screening
Level, or site specific assessment criteria. An individual compound assessment is carried out for other PAH compounds
not considered in the PHE guidance.

An individual compound assessment is carried out for all PAH compounds where pre-determined ratios are not met for
the surrogate marker approach.
Notes

Curtins Generic Assessment Criteria provide further information and notes to be read in conjunction with this
assessment rationale.
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Adopted Soil Generic Assessment Criteria
Sandy loam with 1% SOM

*Refer to Note 13 where Solubility and Vapour
Saturation Limits are Exceeded. These values
are not GAC and are not to be used as GAC.

Contaminants

Residential with

Residential Without

Allotments Commercial

Public open space

Public park POS,q,

Solubility Saturation
Li

Vapour Satuation Limit

Home Grown Produce  Home Grown Produce (Residential) (mglkg) (mglkg)
Metals, Semi-Metals & non-metals.
Antimony - 550 - 7500 - -
Arsenic 37 40 49 640 7 170
Beryllium 1.7 1.7 35 12 22 63
Boron 290 11000 45 240000 21000 46000
Cadmium 22 150 3.9 410 220 880
Chromium Il 910 910 18000 8600 1500 33000
Chromium VI 21 21 170 49 21 250
Copper 2400 7100 520 68000 12000 44000
Lead 200 310 80 2300 630 1300
Mercury (elemental) 12 12 21 58 16 30
Mercury (inorganic) 40 56 19 1100 120 240
Methylmercury 11 15 6 320 40 68
Nickel 130 180 53 980 230 800
Selenium 250 430 88 12000 1100 1800
Vanadium 410 1200 91 9000 2000 5000
Zinc 3700 40000 620 730000 81000 170000
Inorganic Compounds
Cyanide 24 24 24 1400 24 24
Organic contaminants
Aliphatic Risk Banded Hydrocarbons - TPH CWG method
Aliphatic EC5 - EC6 TPHs 42 42 730 3200 570000 95000
Aliphatic EC>6 - EC8 TPHs 100 100 2300 7800 600000 150000
Aliphatic EC>8 - EC10 TPHs 27 27 320 2000 13000 14000
Aliphatic EC>10-EC12 TPHs 130 130 2200 9700 13000 21000
Aliphatic EC>12-EC16 TPHs 1100 1100 11000 59000 13000 25000
Aliphatic EC>16 - EC35 TPHs 65000 65000 260000 1600000 250000 450000
Aliphatic EC>35 - EC44 TPHs 65000 65000 260000 1600000 250000 450000
Aromatic Risk Banded Hydrocarbons - TPH CWG method
Aromatic EC5 - EC7 TPHs 70 370 13 26000 56000 76000
Aromatic EC>7 - EC8 TPHs 130 860 22 56000 56000 87000
Aromatic EC>8 - EC10 TPHs 34 47 8.6 3500 5000 7200
Aromatic EC10 - EC12 TPHs 74 250 13 16000 5000 9200
Aromatic EC12 - EC16 TPHs 140 1800 23 36000 5100 10000
Aromatic EC>16 - EC21 TPHs 260 1900 46 28000 3800 7600
Aromatic EC>21 - EC35 TPHs 1100 1900 370 28000 3800 7800
Aromatic EC>35 - EC44 TPHs 1100 1900 370 28000 3800 7800
Long Chain Aliphatic and Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Aliphatic and Aromatic EC >44-70 1600 1900 1200 28000 3800 7800
Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Benzene 0.2 0.89 0.039 27 140 190
Ethyl benzene 47 83 16 5700 24000 17000
Toluene 130 880 22 56000 56000 87000
Xylene 56 79 28 5900 41000 17000
MTBE 49 3 28 7900
Phenol 280 750 66 760 760 760
yclic Aromatic (PAH) - Marker Appi , with to C4SL PAH Surrogate Marker Check Sheet where appropriate
Cre s 53 57 m 0 x
Naphthalene 15 15 65 1600 11000 800
Acenaphthylene 170 2900 28 83000 15000 29000
Acenaphthene 210 3000 34 84000 15000 29000
Fluorene 170 2800 27 63000 9900 20000
Phenanthrene 95 1300 15 22000 3100 6200
Anthracene 2400 31000 380 520000 74000 150000
Fluoranthene 280 1500 52 23000 3100 6300
Pyrene 620 3700 110 54000 7400 15000
ycyclic Aromatic (PAH) - Individual Ci
Naphthalene 15 15 65 1600 11000 800
Acenaphthylene 170 2900 28 83000 15000 29000
Acenaphthene 210 3000 34 84000 15000 29000
Fluorene 170 2800 27 63000 9900 20000
Phenanthrene 95 1300 15 22000 3100 6200
Anthracene 2400 31000 380 520000 74000 150000
Fluoranthene 280 1500 52 23000 3100 6300
Pyrene 620 3700 110 54000 7400 15000
Benzo(a)anthracene 72 11 29 170 29 49
Chrysene 15 30 4.1 350 57 93
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 26 39 0.99 44 7.1 13
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 77 110 37 1200 190 370
Benzo(a)pyrene (only) 22 32 0.97 35 57 11
Indeno(123cd)pyrene 27 45 9.5 500 82 150
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene 0.24 0.31 0.14 35 0.57 1.1
Benzo(ghi)perylene 320 360 290 3900 640 1400
Chlorinated Aliphatic Hydrocarbons
Chloroethene (Vinyl chloride) 0.0064 0.015 0.0017 141 7.8 18
1,1-Dichloroethene (DCE) 0.23 023 28 26
Cis 1,2, Dichloroethene (DCE) 0.46 0.5 0.89 38 3800 2800
Trans 1,2, Dichloroethene (DCE) 0.9 0.93 3.7 69 13000 5600
Trichloroethene (TCE) 0.0093 0.0097 0.032 0.73 76 4
Tetrachlorethene (PCE) 0.31 0.32 2 24 3200 1400
1,1,1,2 Tetrachlorethane 1.2 1.5 0.79 110 1400 1500
1,1,1 Trichlorethane 88 9 48 660 140000 57000
(é;:y?e'f‘:';'i‘;::c'::’;‘:) 0.1 0.16 0.054 12 300 300
Tetrachloromethane 0.026 0.026 0.45 29 890 190
Trichloromethane (Chloroform) 0.91 1.2 0.42 99 2500 2600
Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS)
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) 0.0076 0.041 0.0014 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorononanoic Acid (PFNA) 0.013 0.041 0.0027 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorohexane Sulfonic Acid (PFHxS) 0.0081 0.041 0.0015 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorooctane Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) 0.0073 0.041 0.0013 0.6 0.079 0.17
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Adopted Soil Generic Assessment Criteria

Sandy loam with 2.5% SOM

*Refer to Note 13 where Solubility and Vapour
Saturation Limits are Exceeded. These values
are not GAC and are not to be used as GAC.

Residential with

Contaminants

Residential Without

Allotments Commercial

Public open space

Public park POS

Solubility Saturation ~ Vapour Satuation Limit

Home Grown Produce Home Grown Produce (Residential) Limit (mg/kg) (mglkg)
Metals, Semi-Metals & non-metals
Antimony 550 7500
Arsenic 37 40 49 640 79 170
Beryllium 17 1.7 35 12 22 63
Boron 290 11000 45 240000 21000 46000
Cadmium 22 150 3.9 410 220 880
Chromium Il 910 910 18000 8600 1500 33000
Chromium VI 21 21 170 49 21 250
Copper 2400 7100 520 68000 12000 44000
Lead 200 310 80 2300 630 1300
Mercury (elemental) 1.2 1.2 21 58 16 30
Mercury (inorganic) 40 56 19 1100 120 240
Methylmercury 11 15 6 320 40 68
Nickel 130 180 53 980 230 800
Selenium 250 430 88 12000 1100 1800
Vanadium 410 1200 91 9000 2000 5000
Zinc 3700 40000 620 730000 81000 170000
Inorganic Compounds
Cyanide 24 24 24 1400 24 24
Organic contaminants
Aliphatic Risk Banded Hydrocarbons - TPH CWG method
Aliphatic EC5 - EC6 TPHs 78 78 1700 5900 590000 130000
Aliphatic EC>6 - EC8 TPHs 230 230 5600 17000 610000 220000
Aliphatic EC>8 - EC10 TPHs 65 65 770 4800 13000 18000
Aliphatic EC>10-EC12 TPHs 330 330 4400 23000 13000 23000
Aliphatic EC>12-EC16 TPHs 2400 2400 13000 82000 13000 25000
Aliphatic EC>16 - EC35 TPHs 92000 92000 270000 1700000 250000 480000
Aliphatic EC>35 - EC44 TPHs 92000 92000 270000 1700000 250000 480000
Aromatic Risk Banded Hydrocarbons - TPH CWG method
Aromatic EC5 - EC7 TPHs 140 690 27 46000 56000 84000
Aromatic EC>7 - EC8 TPHs 290 1800 51 110000 56000 95000
Aromatic EC>8 - EC10 TPHs 83 110 21 8100 5000 8500
Aromatic EC10 - EC12 TPHs 180 590 31 28000 5000 9700
Aromatic EC12 - EC16 TPHs 330 2300 57 37000 5100 10000
Aromatic EC>16 - EC21 TPHs 540 1900 110 28000 3800 7700
Aromatic EC>21 - EC35 TPHs 1500 1900 820 28000 3800 7800
Aromatic EC>35 - EC44 TPHs 1500 1900 820 28000 3800 7800
Long Chain Aliphatic and Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Aliphatic and Aromatic EC >44-70 1800 1900 2100 28000 3800 7800
Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Benzene 0.17 0.7 0.034 47 72 100
Ethyl benzene 110 190 39 13000 24000 22000
Toluene 290 1900 51 110000 56000 95000
Xylene 130 180 67 14000 42000 23000
MTBE 84 120 44 13000
Phenol 550 1300 140 1500 1500 1500
lycyclic Aromatic (PAH) - Marker Appi , with to C4SL PAH Surrogate Marker Check Sheet where appropriate
(c4sL Su::::::al\)n:{z?ipproach) 5 53 57 m 10 2
Naphthalene 36 36 130 3700 15000 1200
Acenaphthylene 420 4600 69 97000 15000 30000
Acenaphthene 510 4700 85 97000 15000 30000
Fluorene 400 3800 67 68000 9900 20000
Phenanthrene 220 1500 38 22000 3100 6200
Anthracene 5400 35000 950 540000 74000 150000
Fluoranthene 560 1600 130 23000 3100 6300
Pyrene 1200 3800 270 54000 7400 15000
ycyclic Aromatic (PAH) - Individual C:
Naphthalene 36 36 130 3700 15000 1200
Acenaphthylene 420 4600 69 97000 15000 30000
Acenaphthene 510 4700 85 97000 15000 30000
Fluorene 400 3800 67 68000 9900 20000
Phenanthrene 220 1500 38 22000 3100 6200
Anthracene 5400 35000 950 540000 74000 150000
Fluoranthene 560 1600 130 23000 3100 6300
Pyrene 1200 3800 270 54000 7400 15000
Benzo(a)anthracene 11 14 6.5 170 29 56
Chrysene 22 31 9.4 350 57 110
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 3.3 4 2.1 44 72 15
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 93 110 75 1200 190 410
Benzo(a)pyrene (only) 27 32 2 35 57 12
Indeno(123cd)pyrene 36 46 21 510 82 170
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene 0.28 0.32 0.27 3.6 0.57 1.3
Benzo(ghi)perylene 340 360 470 4000 640 1500
Chlorinated Aliphatic Hydrocarbons
Chloroethene (Vinyl chloride) 0.01 0.019 0.0031 1.4 7.8 19
1,1-Dichloroethene (DCE) 0.4 o4 56 46
Cis 1,2, Dichloroethene (DCE) 0.78 0.84 1.7 64 3800 2400
Trans 1,2, Dichloroethene (DCE) 1.6 17 0.75 120 13000 7000
Trichloroethene (TCE) 0.02 0.02 0.072 1.5 78 54
Tetrachlorethene (PCE) 0.7 0.71 4.8 55 3300 1900
1,1,1,2 Tetrachlorethane 28 35 1.9 250 1400 1800
1,1,1 Trichlorethane 18 18 110 1300 140000 76000
(é;:y?;z:';‘;f‘:ﬁ’;i) 0.18 0.24 01 17 210 330
Tetrachloromethane 0.056 0.056 1 6.3 920 270
Trichloromethane 1.7 2.1 0.83 170 2500 2800
PFAS
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) 0.0076 0.041 0.0014 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorononanoic Acid (PFNA) 0.013 0.041 0.0027 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorohexane Sulfonic Acid (PFHxS) 0.0081 0.041 0.0015 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorooctane Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) 0.0073 0.041 0.0013 0.6 0.079 0.17




*Refer to Note 13 where Solubility and Vapour
Saturation Limits are Exceeded. These values
are not GAC and are not to be used as GAC.

Adopted Soil Generic Assessment Criteria
Sandy loam with 6% SOM

Curtins

. Residential with ~ Residential Without a . — Public open space Public park POS,q,  SClubllty Saturation  Vapour Satuation Limit

Home Grown Produce Home Grown Produce (Residential) Limit (mg/kg) (mglkg)
Metals, Semi-Metals & non-metals
Antimony 550 7500
Arsenic 37 40 49 640 79 170
Beryllium 17 1.7 35 12 2.2 63
Boron 290 11000 45 240000 21000 46000
Cadmium 22 150 3.9 410 220 880
Chromium Il 910 910 18000 8600 1500 33000
Chromium VI 21 21 170 49 21 250
Copper 2400 7100 520 68000 12000 44000
Lead 200 310 80 2300 630 1300
Mercury (elemental) 1.2 1.2 21 58 16 30
Mercury (inorganic) 40 56 19 1100 120 240
Methylmercury 11 15 6 320 40 68
Nickel 130 180 53 980 230 800
Selenium 250 430 88 12000 1100 1800
Vanadium 410 1200 91 9000 2000 5000
Zinc 3700 40000 620 730000 81000 170000
Inorganic Compounds
Cyanide 24 24 24 1400 24 24
Organic Compounds
Aliphatic Risk Banded Hydrocarbons - TPH CWG method
Aliphatic EC5 - EC6 TPHs 160 160 3900 12000 600000 180000
Aliphatic EC>6 - EC8 TPHs 530 530 13000 40000 620000 320000
Aliphatic EC>8 - EC10 TPHs 150 150 1700 11000 13000 21000
Aliphatic EC>10-EC12 TPHs 760 770 7300 47000 13000 24000
Aliphatic EC>12-EC16 TPHs 4300 4400 13000 90000 13000 26000
Aliphatic EC>16 - EC35 TPHs 110000 110000 270000 1800000 250000 490000
Aliphatic EC>35 - EC44 TPHs 110000 110000 270000 1800000 250000 490000
Aromatic Risk Banded Hydrocarbons - TPH CWG method
Aromatic EC5 - EC7 TPHs 300 1400 57 86000 56000 92000
Aromatic EC>7 - EC8 TPHs 660 3900 120 180000 56000 100000
Aromatic EC>8 - EC10 TPHs 190 270 51 17000 5000 9300
Aromatic EC10 - EC12 TPHs 380 1200 74 34000 5000 10000
Aromatic EC12 - EC16 TPHs 660 2500 130 38000 5000 10000
Aromatic EC>16 - EC21 TPHs 930 1900 260 28000 3800 7800
Aromatic EC>21 - EC35 TPHs 1700 1900 1600 28000 3800 7900
Aromatic EC>35 - EC44 TPHs 1700 1900 1600 28000 3800 7900
Long Chain Aliphatic and Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Aliphatic and Aromatic EC >44-70 1900 1900 3000 28000 3800 7900
Aromatic Hydrocarbons
Benzene 0.87 33 0.18 98 140 230
Ethyl benzene 260 440 91 27000 25000 27000
Toluene 690 3900 120 180000 56000 100000
Xylene 310 430 160 30000 43000 31000
MTBE 160 220 €0 24000
Phenol 420 2300 280 3200 3200 3200
lycyclic Aromatic (PAH) - Marker Appi , with to C4SL PAH Surrogate Marker Check Sheet where appropriate
(c4sL Surer:::::al\)ll:{;:':el\pproach) 5 53 57 m 10 2
Naphthalene 85 85 200 8400 17000 1900
Acenaphthylene 920 6000 160 100000 15000 30000
Acenaphthene 1100 6000 200 100000 15000 30000
Fluorene 860 4500 160 71000 9900 20000
Phenanthrene 440 1500 90 23000 3100 6300
Anthracene 11000 37000 2200 540000 74000 150000
Fluoranthene 890 1600 290 23000 3100 6400
Pyrene 2000 3800 620 54000 7400 15000
ycyclic Aromatic (PAH) - Individual Ci
Naphthalene 85 85 200 8400 17000 1900
Acenaphthylene 920 6000 160 100000 15000 30000
Acenaphthene 1100 6000 200 100000 15000 30000
Fluorene 860 4500 160 71000 9900 20000
Phenanthrene 440 1500 90 23000 3100 6300
Anthracene 11000 37000 2200 540000 74000 150000
Fluoranthene 890 1600 290 23000 3100 6400
Pyrene 2000 3800 620 54000 7400 15000
Benzo(a)anthracene 13 15 13 180 29 62
Chrysene 27 32 19 350 57 120
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 37 4 39 45 7.2 16
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 100 110 130 1200 190 440
Benzo(a)pyrene (only) 3 3.2 3.5 36 57 13
Indeno(123cd)pyrene 41 46 39 510 82 180
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene 0.3 0.32 0.43 3.6 0.58 1.4
Benzo(ghi)perylene 350 360 640 4000 640 1600
Chlorinated Aliphatic Hydrocarbons
Chloroethene (Vinyl chloride) 0.017 0.029 0.0058 22 7.8 19
1,1-Dichloroethene (DCE) 0.82 0.82 12 92
Cis 1,2, Dichloroethene (DCE) 1.5 1.6 3.6 120 3900 3100
Trans 1,2, Dichloroethene (DCE) 33 3.4 16 260 13000 9100
Trichloroethene (TCE) 0.043 0.045 0.16 3.4 79 69
Tetrachlorethene (PCE) 1.6 1.6 1" 130 3400 2500
1,1,1,2 Tetrachlorethane 6.4 82 44 560 1400 2100
1,1,1 Trichlorethane 39 40 240 3000 140000 100000
(é;:y?e'f‘:';'iz‘:‘::’;‘:) 0.31 0.41 0.19 29 310 380
Tetrachloromethane 0.13 0.13 24 14 950 400
Trichloromethane 34 4.2 1.7 350 2500 3100
PFAS
Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) 0.0076 0.041 0.0014 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorononanoic Acid (PFNA) 0.013 0.041 0.0027 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorohexane Sulfonic Acid (PFHxS) 0.0081 0.041 0.0015 0.6 0.079 0.17
Perfluorooctane Sulfonic Acid (PFOS) 0.0073 0.041 0.0013 0.6 0.079 0.17




Notes Curtins

10)

11)

12)

13)

All Values are in mg/kg, reported to 2 significant figures.

Numbers in bold are C4SLs, Numbers in italics are S4ULs, Numbers underlined are EIC/AGS/CL:AIRE GACs, Numbers in red are
SoBRA Acute Generic Assessment Criteria.

Assumptions and key notes made when deriving the Generic Assessment Criteria are contained within the relevant guidance
documents, references:

a) Contaminated Land: Applications in Real Environments (2014) SP1010 - Development of Category 4 Screening Levels for
Assessment of Land Affected by Contamination, Final Project Report (Revision 2b)

b) Land Quality Management Ltd. (2015) The LQM/CIEH S4ULs for Human Health Risk Assessment.
c) CL:AIRE, EIC, AGS (2010) Soil Generic Assessment Criteria for Human Health Risk Assessment.

d) Society of Brownfield Risk Assessment (2020) Development of Acute Generic Assessment Criteria for Assessing Risks to
Human Health from Contaminants in Soil.

e) Environment Agency (2009) Human Health Toxicological Assessment of Contaminants in Soil, Science Report -
SC050021/SR2.

Generic Assessment Criteria listed in the following order of preference: C4SLs, S4ULs, CL:AIRE/AGS/EIC Generic Assessment
Criteria, Other relevant Generic Assessment Criteria where GACS associated with the prioritised GACs are not available as outlined
further in Curtins Rationale and Hierarchy notes.

To use Benzo(a)pyrene as a surrogate marker for PAH contamination, the assumptions set out in the relevant C4SL documentation
must be met. A C4SL PAH surrogate marker checklist is appended.

Naphthalene is a volatile PAH. The C4SL values are derived on the basis of chronic exposure and risks to human health, and do
not explicitly account for acute risks (e.g. a one off ingestion of a significant amount of soil by a young child) where the inhalation
pathway is the main risk driver. Further consideration of the acute risk may be required in external settings (POSpark and POSresi)
where the GAC is substantially greater than the residential equivalent, to account for the possibility of acute exposure to the ingestion
of naphthalene. The theoretical solubility saturation limit of naphthalene in soil is substantially lower than the GAC value, and
therefore it is likely that free phase contamination would be present where the GAC is exceeded. In such a situation, it is unlikely
that the product would remain in-situ untreated, and consideration of remediation / mitigation methods would be required.

Where the C4SL surrogate marker checklist indicates the PAH ratios are not suitable, individual PAH compounds must be assessed
individually against the relevant contaminant specific assessment criteria.
Risk associated with additive effects of TPH contamination needs to be assessed in addition to the individual bandings, using the
following equation:

Measured concentration, Fi (mg/kg) .

HI'= YHQFi= X Relevant GAC (mg/kg) Fi

Where:

HI = Hazard Index

HQ = Hazard Quotient

Fi = Fraction i

Where the HI > 1, there may be a risk to human health.

Exposure to all xylene isomers to be considered together. Values detailed in this table are the lowest (most conservative) of o-, m-
and p- xylene isomers.

PFAS assessment also uses a hazard index approach to ensure the total exposure from all four PFAS compounds combined does
not exceed the LLTCoral. Where the hazard index exceeds 1, further consideration or assessment of the risk is required, even where
none of the individual C4SL values are exceeded.

PFAS C4SL values are interim. The C4SL has been derived using the sum of the four PFAS compounds as the basis of the low
level of toxicological concern. The term interim reflects concerns raised by the Committee on Toxicity (COT) and the fact that further
work by the COT and others may results in the need for the LLTC to be updated.

Generic Assessment Criteria assume no free phase contamination is present. Where free phase contamination is present, further
assessment may be required.

Solubility Saturation Limit and Vapour Saturation Limit are provided in accordance with relevant guidance documents. Where these
values are exceeded, and the vapour pathway is an important contributing pathway to exposure, then the following should be
considered:

¢ Free phase contamination may be present
e Exposure from vapour pathways will be over predicted.

e Where the vapour pathway is >90% of exposure then it is unlikely that the relevant HCV will be exceeded at soul concentrations
at least a factor of ten higher than the relevant HCV.

Additional assessment should be undertaken where this is the case, with consideration that:
e Exposure is unlikely to reach the relevant HCV and the risk based on the assumed conceptual model is likely to be negligible.
e Vapour pathway exposure should be calculated using algorithms suitable for free phase or NAPL sources

e Screening could be considered using the lower saturation limit, which is the approach adopted by the USEPA. However, this
may not be practical in many cases because of very low limits and is in any case highly conservative.

Where the vapour pathway is the only exposure pathway considered then effective assessment criteria should be derived manually
in accordance with guidance outlined in CLEA Science Report SC050021/SR4



