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of Environmental Health Assessment (OEHHA REL) and the acute Figure 2. Maximum one-hour average methane (A panels) and benzene (B panels) concentrations at each receptor. The contour line on
Effects Screening Level of 53 ppb from the Texas Commission of each plot shows the air concentration benchmark exceedance area and includes receptors that had at least one hour of exceedance.
Environmental Qua[ity (TCEQ ESL). The wind rose for each modeled time period are in the C panels.




