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1. Introduction

This report presents the water column monitoring results for the 1996 Post-
Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program (PCRDMP) conducted
in the upper Hudson River in New York State (Figure 1 -1). River monitoring
for the PCRDMP is performed in accordance with a consent decree (Consent
Decree 1990; 90-CV-575) between the United States and General Electric
Company (General Electric) in association with the containment of the Fort
Edward Dam remnant deposits. This introduction presents the objectives of
the PCRDMP along with a background summary and overview of the 1996
program. The organization of this section is outlined below.

• Objectives
• Site background
• Summary of remnant deposit monitoring activities
• Additional water column data collected in 1996
• Project Overview

1.1. Objectives

The primary objective of the ongoing PCRDMP is to evaluate what, if any,
impact the remnant deposits have on PCB concentrations in the Hudson River.
The PCRDMP focuses on the evaluation of water mediated transport of PCBs
from the remediated remnant deposits. Monitoring has included sampling and
analysis of water samples collected from the Hudson River at locations
upstream, downstream, and adjacent to the remnant deposits.

Evaluation of data interpretation limitations due to sampling and analysis
methods was also included as an objective of the 1996 PCRDMP. Water
column PCB concentrations during 1996 in the subject reach of the river were
generally low (<20 nanograms per liter [ng/1]). Interpretation of data at such
low concentrations requires careful evaluation of data quality (Table 1-1) and
associated limitations.
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1.2. Site background

1.2.1. Origin of the remnant deposits
Over a 30-year period ending in 1977, two General Electric capacitor
manufacturing plants near Fort Edward and Hudson Falls, New York
discharged PCBs to the Hudson River (NUS 1984). Much of the PCBs were
contained in sediment1 deposited in the pool behind the Fort Edward Dam
located at HRM194.92 (Figure 1-1). Removal of the 100-year-old dam by
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation in 1973 dropped water levels in the dam
pool. As a result, an estimated 1.5 million cubic yards of sediment deposits
were left along the banks of the river in a 1.5-mile stretch upstream of Fort
Edward (NUS 1984). Between July 1973 and April 1976, approximately
1.0 million cubic yards of this material washed downstream by high flows
(NUS 1984).

Five discrete remnant deposits were identified upstream of Fort Edward (NUS
1984; Figure 1-1). Remnant Site 1 originally appeared as an island; however,
floods in 1976 and 1983 reportedly scoured much of the sediment associated
with this deposit, submerging portions of the island during high flow periods
(NUS 1984). Remnant Site 1 currently consists of several islands spread out
over approximately 1,500 feet, centered at HRM 196.1. Remnant Site 2
occupies approximately eight acres along the west bank of the river at HRM
195.7. Remnant Site 3 is located along the east bank of the river at HRM
195.5 and encompasses approximately 19 acres. Remnant Site 4 occupies 21
acres located on the west and south banks of the river where the river bends
sharply to the east. Remnant Site 5 is located immediately upstream of the old
Fort Edward Dam on the north bank of the Hudson River occupying
approximately four acres (NUS 1984).

1.2.2. Remedial activities at the remnant deposits
Several limited remedial activities were performed on the remnant deposits by
New York State between 1974 and 1978 (O'Brien & Gere 1995a; NUS
1984). A feasibility study (FS) of the Hudson River Superfund site, which
included Hudson River sediment and the remnant deposits, was performed by
NUS (1984) for the United States Environmental Protection Agency

Sediment refers to matter deposited by water that settles to the bottom or banks
of the river. In comparison, soil is upland surface material.

The north-south orientation of the river provides a convenient location
reference. Hudson River mile (HRM) 0.0 is located at the Battery in New
York City and river mile increases traveling north up the river.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. Final: March 30, 1998
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1. Introduction

(USEPA). The purpose of the FS was to examine potential remedial
alternatives and recommend a remedial alternative that meets goals and
objectives established under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA).

In September' 1984, USEPA issued a Record of Decision (ROD; USEPA
1984). For Hudson River sediment, the ROD selected no-action. For the
remnant deposits, the ROD contained plans for in-place containment of
Remnant Sites 2, 3, 4, and 5 by application of soil cover, vegetation of the
cover and bank stabilization (USEPA 1984). No action was selected for Site
1. The consent decree with the federal government specified the remediation
work to be done and post-construction monitoring (Consent Decree 1990; 90-
CV-575). In-place containment of the remnant deposits was completed by
General Electric during the fall of 1990 (O'Brien & Gere 1995a; JL
Engineering 1992). Post-construction monitoring has been conducted since
1991.

1.2.3. Remedial activities at the Bakers Falls source(s)
As a result of monitoring conducted in 1991 and 1992, a source(s) of PCB
upstream of the remnant deposits was identified and isolated (Appendix A3).
This source(s) enters the river in the vicinity of Bakers Falls adjacent to the
General Electric Hudson Falls facility and is referred to in this report as the
Bakers Falls source(s). The Bakers Falls source(s) is the subject of a remedial
investigation/feasibility study which is being conducted by General Electric
with oversight by the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) to comply with a consent order (Index #A5-0928-
93-03) with the state of New York (Dames & Moore L996, O'Brien & Gere
1996a, 1994a). During 1993 through 1996, interim remedial measures
(IRMs) were performed under the consent order to control PCB loading to the
river from this source(s) (O'Brien & Gere 1996a). In September 1996, a seep
discharging PCB DNAPL was located in the plunge pool river bed at the base
of Bakers Falls. Isolation and collection of DNAPL from the seep began on
September 24, 1996. The oil production from the seep was monitored and
found to be approximately 0.5 Ib/day of PCB. The seepage stopped after a
recovery well (Well 104) was installed (General Electric 1996).

This report is structured to highlight the results of the 1996 PCRDMP.
Appendix A provides a synopsis of results of the 1992 through 1996 PCRDMP.
Readers unfamiliar with this monitoring program may find it helpful to read
Appendix A before proceeding further.
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1.3. Summary of remnant deposit monitoring activities

1.3.1. River Monitoring 1989 to February 1992
From 1989 to 1991 an environmental monitoring program was conducted by
Harza Engineering Company (Harza) before, during, and after the completion
of the remedial construction activities (Figure 1-2). The environmental
sampling activities performed by Harza employed various techniques to collect
and analyze water, sediment, air, and aquatic biota samples as identified in the
work plan submitted to USEPA in October 1989 (Harza 1989a). The method
detection limit for water column samples collected during this program was
0.1 micrograms per liter O^g/1), or 100 ng/1. These monitoring programs were
performed according to the approved work plan (Harza 1989a) to comply with
the consent decree (Consent Decree 1990; 90-CV-575).

In addition to the Harza monitoring programs, a separate study was performed
by O'Brien & Gere in 1991/1992 to characterize the PCS distribution and
composition in the upper Hudson River (O'Brien & Gere 1993a,b,c). Water
column samples collected for this program were analyzed for PCBs by a
capillary column method to evaluate PCB composition on a congener-specific
basis. The capillary column analytical method used a lower detection limit of
11 ng/1.

1.3.2. Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program - March
1992 to Present
Since March 1992, the PCRDMP has been performed to comply with
monitoring requirements of the consent decree; this monitoring program
replaced the monitoring performed by Harza (O'Brien & Gere 1993d). The
PCRDMP has consisted of water column sampling and analysis for PCBs at
locations upstream and downstream of the remnant deposits (Figure 1-1;
Table 1-2). For the PCRDMP, samples are analyzed for PCB congeners using
the capillary column methodology (Appendix A) and total suspended solids
(TSS). Sampling and analysis was performed according to plans submitted to
USEPA in June 1992 (O'Brien & Gere 1992a, b, c) and revisions to the field
samplingplan (O'Brien & Gere 1996b). Results of the PCRDMP have been
summarized in annual reports submitted to USEPA (O'Brien & Gere 1993a,
1994b, 1995a, 1996b).
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1.3.3. Summary of 1996 PCRDMP findings
Conclusions of the 1996 PCRDMP were consistent with previous monitoring:

• PCB concentrations in the remnant deposit region of the river have
declined since the remediation of Alien Mill. In 1996, no sustained period
of elevated PCB loading occurred between Bakers Falls and Rogers Island.
It is believed that these decreased loadings are a result of remedial
activities at the Alien Mill (O'Brien & Gere 1996b).

• Water column PCB composition observed in the remnant deposit region
of the river is consistent with the composition of PCBs observed at the
Bakers Falls source(s). In 1996, the PCB composition of intermittent
detections of water column PCBs downstream of the remnant deposits
continued to consistently resemble an unaltered Aroclor 1242. Based on
limited data, the PCB composition does not match the remnant deposits
(Appendix A). The existing information and knowledge of alteration
behavior of PCBs that have been in the environment for extended periods
suggest that if the remnant deposits were responsible for the PCB loading4,
a noticeable shift in PCB composition would occur as the river passed by
the remnant deposits. This shift was not observed (O'Brien & Gere 1995a,
1996b, Appendix A).

• Mass loading observed in the remnant deposit region of the river is
attributed to source(s) upstream of the remnant deposits. PCB
concentrations continued to be detected in the water column upstream of
the remnant deposits in 1996 (Section 1.4).Therefore, as in 1994 and 1995,
water column mass loading observed in the remnant deposit region during
1996 was attributed to source(s) upstream of the remnant deposits.

Water column PCB concentrations in the upper Hudson River continued to
decrease in 1996 (Figures 1-3 and 1-4). Based on the results of the PCRDMP
from 1992 through 1996, it appears that the contribution of the remnant
deposits to PCB levels in the river in 1996, if any, were not measurable.
Water column PCB concentration decreases through the remnant deposit
region over the 5-year monitoring period have coincided with the
implementation of the Bakers Falls source(s) control measures.

River flow is approximately equivalent at the PCRDMP sampling stations
allowing direct comparison of concentration data. Mass transport for a given
station (mass/unit time) is calculated as the product of flow and PCB
concentration at that station. Changes in PCB loading between two locations
(mass/unit time) is calculated as the difference of the products of flow and PCB
concentration from upstream to downstream. Temporal loading or mass
transport changes may occur as changes in PCB concentration or flow.
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1.4. Additional water column data collected in 1996

Additional water column data were collected during 1996 to provide
information in support of PCRDMP objectives. A description of the purpose
of each sampling event, methods employed, analytical results and a discussion
of the data are presented in Appendix B. A brief summary of the data is
provided below.

1.4.1. PCB concentrations at the base of Bakers Falls
Samples were collected at the base of Bakers Falls beginning in July 10, 1996
through December 11, 1996. PCB concentrations ranged from less than 11
to 1,453 ngfl (Appendix B: Table B-l, Figure B-l; General Electric 1996).
The PCB composition resembled .unaltered Aroclor 1242 (Appendix B,
Figures B-4 through B-7). TSS concentrations ranged from less than 1.0 to
5.3 mg/1 (Appendix B, Table B-l; General Electric 1996). The
representativeness of samples collected from these locations is unclear as
incomplete mixing of PCBs from the source(s) with the river water column
likely occurs. Data from these stations does not appear to be comparable to
data collected downstream. As a consequence of these limitations, PCB data
collected at the base of Bakers Falls is considered to be an indicator of the
source(s) activity, and is not considered useable for direct evaluation of PCB
loading from the Bakers Falls source(s).

1.4.2. Hydrofacility maintenance operations
The potential impact of the Fort Edward hydrofacility maintenance operations
on water column PCB transport in the vicinity of the falls was evaluated.
Concentrations increased following initiation of hydrofacility maintenance
operations and inundation of Bakers Falls. Hydrofacility operations divert flow
around Bakers Falls, discharging water along the west shore of the river below
the falls (Appendix B, Tables B-2 and B-3; General Electric 1996). As a
consequence of hydrofacility water use, Bakers Falls is typically dewatered
during low flow periods. Routine maintenance of facility debris collection
screens, however, interrupts hydrofacility operations and causes water to flow
over the falls for approximately 20 minutes at 3- to 4-day intervals during low
flow periods. Additional maintenance is required during spring high flow
periods and the fall (AHDC 1996).

1.4.3. Fort Edward (FED) transect study
The FED transect study was conducted to evaluate the representativeness of
data collected from PCRDMP sampling stations and to refine the estimates of
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PCB transport through the remnant deposit region (Appendix B, Table B-4;
O'Brien & Gere 1997a). Results of this transect sampling event indicated that
mean PCB concentrations, and therefore mass transport, were approximately
equivalent at the routine monitoring station and the transect (Appendix B,
Tables B-4 and B-5).

1.4.4. PCB concentrations in Thompson Island Pool
Samples were collected in Thompson Island Pool to evaluate the water column
concentrations of PCBs in this first pooled area downstream of the remnant
deposits. Samples were collected at the west dam abutment of the west
channel at Thompson Island Dam (HRM 188.5) along with each round of
PCRDMP sampling (Appendix B, Table B-l; General Electric 1996). PCB
concentrations at Thompson Island Dam ranged from 13 to 271 ng/1 and the
PCB composition generally resembled altered Aroclor 1242 (Appendix B,
Figures B-15 and B-16). TSS concentrations ranged from less than 1.0 to 20
mg/1 (Appendix B, Table B-l; General Electric 1996). Water column PCB
concentrations at this station tended to be higher than concentrations observed
in the remnant deposit region of the river. These data are consistent with the
anomalous loading previously identified in Thompson Island Pool (HydroQual
1995).

In addition, two rounds each of Thompson Island Pool (TIP) transect
sampling and time of travel surveys were conducted in 1996, as presented in
The Thompson Island Pool Studies Data Summary Report (O'Brien & Gere
1998). These sampling events are summarized below:

» The transect sampling events were used to evaluate the representativeness
of the HRM 188.5 sampling station for estimating mass transport of PCBs
from Thompson Island Pool. The transect sampling was performed on
September 18 and October 29, 1996. Results of this transect sampling
event indicated that mean PCB concentrations, and therefore mass
transport, were approximately 75% higher at the routine monitoring station
compared to the transect (O'Brien & Gere 1998).

• Time of travel surveys through Thompson Island Pool were conducted to
evaluate loading that occurs between HRM 194.2 and HRM 188.5
approximately 6 miles downstream. The time of travel sampling was
conducted on September 24 and 25, 1996. Water column samples were
collected at 18 transects located in the pool. Results of both rounds of
Thompson Island Pool time of travel sampling were similar. Water column
concentrations ranged from <11 ng/1 to 113 ng/1 (O'Brien & Gere 1998).

Final: March 30, 1998
i:52\0612225\5_\96rpt\fmal_ad\96_pcrd.wpd

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

321646



1996 PCRDMP summary report

1.4.5. Evaluation of samples analyzed for PCBs by different analytical
methods

Monitoring in 1996 included split samples analyzed by methods NEA608CAP
and USEPA 8081. Results of split sample analyses indicated that total PCB
concentrations from both methods were comparable for PCB compositions
that resembled unaltered Aroclor 1242 such as those typically found in the
remnant deposit region of the river (Appendix B, Table B-6; General Electric
1996). In contrast, results of split samples with PCB compositions resembling
altered Aroclor 1242 indicated that samples analyzed by method 8081 were
biased high (Appendix B, Table B-6; General Electric 1996).

1.5. Project overview

The primary objective of the 1996 PCRDMP was to continue to evaluate the
potential impact of the remnant deposits on PCB loading in the Hudson River.
The 1996 PCRDMP consisted of routine weekly water column monitoring
which was performed to monitor overall spatial and temporal trends of PCBs
in the river.

The remainder of this report is organized as follows:

Section Title____________

2 Methods and Materials
3 Results
4 Discussion
5 Summary/Conclusions
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2. Methods and materials

The 1996 PCRDMP was performed according to a field sampling plan (FSP)
and FSP addendum, and quality assurance project plan (QAPP) prepared by
O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. (O'Brien & Gere 1992a and 1996b, and
1992b, respectively). The content of the QAPP was modeled after previous
work by Harza (1989b). General Electric submitted the above plans to the
USEPA in June 1992. Comments were provided by USEPA on the QAPP in
a letter to General Electric dated March 10, 1993. A response to these
comments was submitted on May 27, 1993. Comments on the FSP and FSP
addendum have not been provided by USEPA.

The utility of the capillary column PCB analytical technique employed in this
monitoring program is limited at current water column PCB concentrations
which are generally less than the practical quantitation limit (PQL) of 44 ng/1.
This is because PCB signature patterns are less accurate at these levels due to
differences in homolog and congener group method detection limits. The
comparison of split samples analyzed for PCBs by USEPA method 8081 and
NEA608CAP performed in 1996 (Section 1.4.5 and Appendix B) indicated
close agreement of total PCB results collected at HRM 197.0 and HRM 194.2.
These data support General Electric's recommendation to change to method
8082 for situations where PCBs are generally not detected or where detected
PCBs resemble unaltered Aroclors, such as at the Fort Edward monitoring
station (HRM 194.2). This recommendation was previously provided in a
letter to Douglas Tomchuk of USEPA (O'Brien & Gere 1994c). The
analytical method change has not been implemented since USEPA approval
has not been provided.

2.1. Sampling locations and collection procedures

The 1996 PCRDMP was conducted to identify potential PCB contributions
from the capped remnant deposits by monitoring water borne PCB
concentrations both upstream and downstream of the remnant deposits. Water
column samples were obtained weekly from the same two river locations
previously sampled for the PCRDMP upstream of the remnant deposits and
one river location downstream of the remnant deposits (Table 1-2 and Figure
1-1). Sampling at FIRM 196.8 was discontinued in September 1996 following
approval by USEPA (1996). Samples were collected following procedures
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and specifications defined in the FSP and FSP addendum, and QAPP (Table
1-2; O'Brien& Gere 1992a,b; 1996b).

2.2. River flow monitoring

River flow monitoring was conducted to provide a basis for developing mass
transport and loading estimates, and for developing time of travel estimates
through the study area. Time of travel estimates were developed to allow
monitoring of a parcel of water as it progressed through the remnant deposit
reach of the river (Appendix C). Flows were measured by the USGS at the
Fort Edward gaging station located at HRM 194.7 approximately 1,500 ft
upstream of the sampling station (Figure 1-1). River flows in this region of
the river are controlled by meteorologic conditions within the watershed and
hydrologic controls at upstream reservoirs such as the Great Sacandaga Lake.

2.2.1. Summary of 1996 mean daily flow data
In the data summary (Table 2-1), mean daily flows are presented for each
sampling date from a data summary by USGS obtained in January 1997.
Final flow data are presented through September 1996. Provisional data,
which are subject to revision, are provided for sampling dates after September
1996. A hydrograph of 1991 through 1996 flow data at Fort Edward is
provided in Appendix C (Figure C-l). The appendix also includes a statistical
comparison of 1996 flow data with flow data collected from 1991 to 1995
(Figures C-2 through C-5). For reference, estimated flood recurrence levels
based on mean discharge over a 24-hour period, are provided as well
(Appendix C, Table C-l).

Overall, river flows during 1996 were higher than average for the past 5-years
(Appendix C, Figures C-l through C-5). During the winter months
temperatures were colder than average and snow pack levels were higher than
the 5-year average resulting in higher than average river flows (Appendix C:
Figure C-2). As a result, the river had spring runoffs of greater than 13,000
cfs for approximately six weeks. For other recent years, high flows associated
with snow melt typically occurred for a two week period. The summer of 1996
was wetter than recent summers resulting in higher flows during the summer
months (Appendix C: Figure C-4). Considerable variability in river flow rate
was observed during late summer sampling activities likely due to intermittent
operation of several hydroelectric facilities and other water users that are
located upstream of the project area (Appendix B). During the fall months
higher than average flows included rain events that occurred in November and
December (Appendix C: Figure C-5).

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 10
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2. Methods and materials

2.3. Sample handling and equipment cleaning procedures

Samples were handled according to procedures presented in the QAPP
(O'Brien & Gere 1992b). Upon collection, samples were placed in
appropriate containers, chilled to approximately 4°C, and transported to the
analytical laboratory for analysis. Sample bottles were labeled with
designations identifying sample location, date, project, and sampler. Standard
chain of custody procedures were followed, as detailed in the QAPP (O'Brien
& Gere 1992b).

Field equipment was cleaned between sampling rounds at the O'Brien & Gere
office in Syracuse, New York. Dedicated Kemmerer bottle samplers were
used at the two bridge sampling stations. Therefore, routine field cleaning of
equipment was not required. Equipment cleaning was performed according
to procedures specified in the FSP addendum (O'Brien & Gere 1996b). Field
logs maintained by sampling personnel, documenting field activities, are
presented in Appendix D.

2.4. Laboratory analytical methods

Laboratory testing of water column samples was performed by Northeast
Analytical, Inc. (NEA) and consisted of analyses for PCBs by capillary column
methodology and for total suspended solids (TSS). Analyses were performed
on whole water (unfiltered) samples. Details of analytical methodologies are
provided in the PCRDMP QAPP (O'Brien & Gere 1992b)

2.4.1. Capillary column analysis of PCBs
Whole water capillary column PCB analyses were performed by NEA using
Method NEA-608 CAP, Rev. 3.0 (NEA 1990). The method detection and
practical quantitation limits for the method are 11 ng/L and 44 ng/L,
respectively. In samples collected for the PCRDMP, concentrations of PCBs
which are between the method detection limit and PQL (from 11 to 44 ng/1)
are considered estimates and results are reported with a "P" qualifier (Table
2-1). The homolog and congener distributions may be less reliable at these
low levels due to decreased sensitivity of the method for lower chlorinated
congeners close to the detection limit, as discussed in Appendix A.
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Recent research identified analytical biases in the quantification of PCB
congener data generated by Method NEA608CAP (HydroQual 1997). These
analytical biases resulted from error in the original calibration of the PCB
standard used in the NEA608CAP (calibration error), and from coeluting
mixed peak deconvolution assumptions used for Hudson River samples
(coelution error). Calibration error and coelution error correction factors were
developed to adjust the PCB data for the analytical biases inherent in Method
NEA608CAP (HydroQual 1997). These correction factors have been applied
to PCB analytical data collected from the Hudson River (O'Brien & Gere
1997 a).

2.4.2. PCB analysis using USEPA method 8081
Additional samples were analyzed by NBA using USEPA Method 8081 with
a detection limit of 11 ng/1 (USEPA 1986; Section 1.4).

2.4.3. Total suspended solids analysis
Analyses for TSS were performed according to USEPA Method 160.2
(USEPA 1983).

2.5. Quality assurance/quality control

The data quality objectives for the PCRDMP include the generation of data of
sufficient quality to support both qualitative and quantitative determination
regarding PCB flux from the Fort Edward Dam remnant deposit sites to
Hudson River water (O'Brien & Gere 1992a, b). Following completion of the
1996 PCRDMP, data validation (described in Sections 2.6 and 3.2) was
performed on PCB data to facilitate evaluation of data quality from results of
QA/QC sample analyses. A summary of the data validation results is provided
in the data validation technical memorandum, presented as Appendix E (bound
separately).

Quality assurance/quality control samples were collected on a routine basis
during the PCRDMP in accordance with the QAPP (O'Brien & Gere 1992b).
These samples consisted of a matrix spike, duplicate, and equipment blank
sample included with each round of sampling. Matrix spike and duplicate
results were within expected criteria, indicating acceptable analytical accuracy
and data precision (Table 2-2). PCBs were not detected in equipment blank
samples associated with PCRDMP samples collected in 1996.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 12
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2. Methods and materials

2.6. Data reporting and validation

2.6.1. PCBdata
A specific NYSDEC - Analytical Services Protocol (ASP; N.YSDEC 1991)
reporting requirement does not exist for analysis of PCB congeners by
capillary column. Therefore, a reporting package and quality control program
was developed which adheres to the guidelines set forth in the NYSDEC ASP
Superfund PCB/pesticide requirements. The contents of the data reporting
package developed for capillary column PCB analyses, including quality
control data, have been summarized previously (O'Brien & Gere 1995b).
Data summary reports for PCB analyses are included in Appendix F of this
report (bound separately).

Data validation of PCB data conducted for this investigation involved a
systematic evaluation of analytical data quality by comparing the data
generation process (sample collection through sample analysis) to quality
control criteria established prior to the initiation of the field investigation
(O'Brien & Gere 1992b). As a result of the validation process, sample data •
were considered useable as presented, approximated, or unusable for intended
uses (Appendix E, bound separately). Data validation results are briefly
discussed in Section 3.2 of this report.

Analytical biases (Section 2.4) were identified after data validation was
completed. Because the biases were systematic errors, the overall assessment
of analytical performance and data usability of uncorrected data also applies
'to the corrected data. The data validation technical memorandum discusses the
validation of the uncorrected PCB data, except for the results of duplicate
analyses which are reported using the corrected data.

2.6.2. Total suspended solids data
Water column samples were analyzed for TSS (USEPA method 160.2;
USEPA 1983) by NBA. Upon completion of the analyses the laboratories
generated a series of data reports consistent with NYSDEC ASP Category B
reporting requirements. Additional data recorded by the laboratory during
TSS analyses and maintained by NEA are available, should more detailed
review be required at a later date. Data reports for TSS analyses are presented
in Appendix G of this report.
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2.7. Health and safety

Field activities were conducted in accordance with the health and safety
procedures presented in the project specific health and safety plan (O'Brien &
Gere 1992c).
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3. Results

This section presents the results of PCRDMP water column monitoring of
PCBs and TSS conducted in 1996. PCB data obtained from Method
NEA608-CAP that are presented in this section have been corrected for
analytical bias (Section 2.4). A comparison of laboratory-reported PCB
results and PCB results corrected for analytical and coelution biases is
presented in Appendix H.

The river data were evaluated at two levels of detail consisting of a discussion
of total PCB and TSS concentration analytical results, and an evaluation of
PCB composition using PCB homolog and congener distribution data:

Total PCB and TSS concentrations were used to evaluate temporal and
spatial concentration patterns in the river upstream and downstream of the
remnant deposits. PCB concentrations at each location were also used to
estimate mass flux of PCBs. River flow at each sampling location was
similar, since additional flow from tributaries in this region of the river is
insignificant. Therefore, mass flux estimates for both sampling stations
were developed using USGS daily average flow data recorded at the Fort
Edward gaging station.

Total suspended solids were analyzed to evaluate PCB association with
solids in the water column. The hydrophobic characteristics of PCBs favor
such interaction. Therefore, correlation of TSS with flow and/or PCB
concentration would provide evidence for PCB transport by mechanisms
such as bed scouring. These potential associations were evaluated.

PCB composition evaluation of 1996 water column data consisted of the
following:

• The composition of PCBs in water column data were compared to those of
commercial Aroclor mixtures to evaluate the original composition of water
column PCBs.

• The composition of water column PCBs upstream and downstream of the
remnant deposits were compared to evaluate if compositions were similar
over this section of the river, consistent with previous monitoring.
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• Finally, in the discussion section (Section 4.7), composition of PCBs in the
water column were compared to potential source materials in the remnant
deposit region of the river.

PCB composition evaluation was limited because mean water column PCB
concentrations at HRM 194.2 were approximately 14 ng/1. For reliable
evaluation of PCB composition data, concentrations above the PQL are
preferred. At PCB concentrations near the detection limit, such as those that
occurred in the water column in 1996, evaluation of PCB composition is
subject to analytical limitations (Appendix A).

A detailed discussion of PCB source identification using capillary column
analytical data is provided in Appendix A. This results section also provides
a summary of QA/QC data. The QA/QC summary focuses on an assessment
of accuracy (Table 1-1) based on field duplicate results and matrix spike
recoveries.

3.1. Water column monitoring

The 1996 routine water column monitoring program consisted of collection of
water column samples from sampling stations located at approximate HRM
197.0 and HRM 194.2 (Table 1-2). These two sampling stations represent
background and downstream of remnant deposits, respectively (Figure 1-1).
Fifty-one rounds of PCRDMP samples were collected weekly from January 19
to December 30, 1996. Ice cover on the river at Fort Edward prevented
sampling earlier in January. Also, an additional eight rounds of sampling were
performed at the PCRDMP stations during the summer of 1996. Sampling
was also conducted at HRM 196.8 through September 9, 1996. Sampling was
discontinued at this station following approval by USEPA (Table 1-2).
Samples were analyzed for PCBs and TSS (Section 2.4).

3.1.1. Total PCB and TSS concentrations
The mean and 95% confidence interval about the mean for PCB concentrations
at each sampling station are presented in Figure 3-1. Results from each station
are presented separately below.

Background station (HRM 197.0). At the background sampling station
(HRM 197.0), water column PCB concentrations were below the method
detection limit in 100% of the samples collected at this station in 1996
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(Table 2-1). Total suspended solids concentrations ranged from less than
1.0 to 9.6 milligrams per liter (mg/1).

Upstream of the remnant deposits region of the river. Data from station
HRM 196.8 are not considered reliable for estimating PCB loading to the
river upstream of the remnant deposits due to proximity to the Bakers Falls
source(s) (Section 1.3, Table 1-2, Appendix A). Water column PCB
concentrations at this station were not detected in 31 out of 35 samples
collected at this station, although concentrations up to 341 ng/1 were also
detected. The geometric mean, median, and standard deviation were 12,
<11, and 56 ng/1, respectively (Table 2-1). Total suspended solids
concentrations ranged from less than 1.0 to 20 mg/1.

Downstream of the remnant deposits region of the river. At the sampling
station downstream of the remnant deposits (HRM 194.2), water column
PCB concentrations ranged from less than 11 ng/1 to 56 ng/1 during
routine monitoring with a geometric mean, median, and standard deviation
of 14, 12, and 8 ng/1, respectively (Table 2-1). However, additional
sampling detected concentrations up to 80 ng/1 (Table 2-1, Section 1.4).
Total suspended solids concentrations ranged from less than 1.0 to 8.7
mg/1.

3.1.2. PCB composition
PCB composition using homolog and congener distribution data provide two
levels of detail. PCB homolog distributions provide a general characterization
of PCB composition whereas PCB congener distributions provide additional
detail (Appendix A). Evaluation of PCB composition is less accurate below
the PQL, due to detection limit differences of individual congeners (O'Brien
& Gere 1994b, 1995 a; Appendix A). For example, monochlorobiphenyls
were not detected in total PCB concentrations near the PQL. Thus, increases
in weight percent composition of tri- and tetrachlorobiphenyls at
concentrations below the PQL were believed to be an artifact of analytical
sensitivity differences (Appendix A). Total PCB concentration of samples
collected for the 1996 PCRDMP were generally less than the PQL (44 ng/1).
Consequently, evaluation of 1996 data for homolog and congener pattern
recognition were limited to three sample data with total PCB concentrations
greater than the PQL. For PCB data below the PQL, 1996 data were
qualitatively compared to data from previous years to assess stability of the
PCB composition data over time.

PCB homolog distributions. PCB homolog distributions for each sampling
result with total PCB concentrations greater than the method detection limit
are presented in Table 3-1. The majority of the PCBs detected in the water
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column samples were tri- and tetra-chlorobiphenyls (Figure 3-2). For
comparison purposes, the homolog distribution for Aroclor 1242 analyzed
by NEA methodology is also presented (Figure 3-2). Homolog
composition of samples collected upstream and downstream of the remnant
deposit region of the river (HRM 196.8 and 194.2) closely resembled
Aroclor 1242. However, the samples were slightly more chlorinated than
a commercial Aroclor 1242 mixture, consistent with previous monitoring
results (O'Brien & Gere 1996b).

PCB congener distributions. Congener distributions for water column
monitoring for sampling dates with PCB concentrations greater than the
PQL are presented in Figure 3-3. The PCB composition of samples
resembled Aroclor 1242 (Figure 3-3).

3.2. Quality assurance/quality control

The data summary tables (Tables 2-1 and 3-1, Appendix B: Table B-l),
include PCB data qualifiers identified during the data validation process. Data
validation included routine PCRDMP sampling stations (Tables 2-1 and 3-1),
and plunge pool, boat launch, and Thompson Island Dam data (Appendix B:
Table B-l). For PCB concentrations reported below the method detection
limit, "<11 ng/1" is reported in the summary tables. PCB concentrations
between 11 ng/1 and 44 ng/1 represent concentrations above the method
detection limit, but below the PQL. PCB results in this range were noted with
a "P" to identify the results as estimated concentrations. Preliminary field data
previously provided to USEPA and NYSDEC in weekly and monthly progress
reports did not include results of data validation review (General Electric
1996).

A total of 261 water samples were validated and the results of this evaluation
indicate that 99% of the data are useable for quantitative purposes. Validation
identified 31 sample results which required qualification as estimates (J) due
to minor quality control issues. Estimated results included results which were
outside of duplicate RPD criteria, holding times, performance criteria
concerns (retention time window and internal standard area). During 1996,
equipment blank concentrations were less than 11 ng/1 (Table 2-2), except for
two equipment blanks associated with plunge pool samples collected by
Dames & Moore (Appendix B: Table B-l). The plunge pool samples
associated with the blank contamination were qualified as undetected "U".
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Field sampling and laboratory analytical accuracy was assessed by evaluation
of precision and potential bias (Table 2-2 and Appendix E). For this purpose,
duplicate and matrix spike samples were analyzed along with each of the fifty-
one rounds of PCRDMP samples. The statistical analysis of duplicate results
did not include 30 samples which were non-detect. Precision, as measured by
results of 21 duplicate analyses with concentrations above the detection limit,
was good with an average RPD of 11%. Comparison of original and duplicate
homologs indicated overall precision is well within the expected RPD range
of 35% or less (Appendix E).

However, duplicate samples collected on January 24, 1996 at HRM 188.5 and
July 17, 1996 at HRM 196.8 were outside precision criteria. Analysis of
archived samples associated with these duplicate sets suggested that sample
variability was the likely source of the discrepancy observed (Table 2-1).
Validation guidance suggests that all samples associated with that round of
sampling should be qualified as estimates "J". Review of these duplicate data
in the context of other data collected during that time period indicate that it is
more appropriate to approximate the subject individual sample data rather
than the samples collected for the entire sampling round. The rest of the data
collected for these sampling rounds are consistent with sampling results of •
additional sampling conducted during in the same time period.

For an assessment of PCB data potential analytical bias, matrix spike sample
results were examined. The average matrix spike recovery, for the 51 matrix
spike samples analyzed, was 99%. The data did not exhibit analytical bias as
indicated by matrix spike recoveries within the expected range of 70 to 130%.

Laboratory reports containing PCB data along with supporting documentation
are provided in Appendix F (bound separately). The level of completeness in
this data set conforms to the level of completeness specified in the QAPP
(O'Brien&Gerel992b).
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4. Discussion

The potential impact of the remnant deposits or other possible PCB sources on
water column PCB concentrations in the Hudson River was evaluated through
qualitative and semi-quantitative evaluation of spatial and temporal data5. The
1996 PCRDMP data were evaluated from several perspectives:

Data quality was evaluated to assess how sampling, analytical, and hydrologic
data limitations (Section 4.1) affect interpretation of PCRDMP data.

Spatial data from upstream of the remnant deposits (plunge pool, boat launch,
and HRM 196.8) were compared and contrasted with data from downstream
of the remnant deposits (HRM 194.2; Sections 4.2 and 4.3). Consequently,
other potential sources of PCBs in the remnant deposit region of the river
were evaluated as well. Spatial trends were also evaluated using time of
travel data from hydrofacility maintenance operations sampling (Section
1.4).

Temporal data were compared and contrasted with seasonal patterns observed
during previous years. Overall trends in water column concentrations at the
Fort Edward sampling station at Rogers Island downstream of the remnant
deposits were evaluated for the period 1991 to 1996 (Section 4.4).

Statistical evaluations of water column data were used to further evaluate
overall trends (Section 4.5).

Potential associations of PCB concentrations with TSS and flow were
evaluated for evidence of river bed scouring (Section 4.6).

The data were examined to identify general types of environmental
observations: Trends indicate long-term change in concentrations. Random
fluctuations occur when random, unassignable variations occur along a time
sequence. Cycles are periodic changes in concentration which may be caused
by a number of variations including seasonal climate, flow, and biological
activity. Such cycles are not trends because they do not represent long-term
change. Pulsed loadings are short-term increases in chemical concentrations.
Step changes may occur when sharp, long-term, changes take place (Gilbert
1987).
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Composition signatures of PCBs were evaluated using PCB homolog and
congener distributions from which the source(s) of PCBs was inferred
(Section 4.7).

Evaluation of potential PCB sources in the remnant deposit region of the river
(Section 4.8).

Spatial and temporal data were evaluated using total PCB concentrations and
PCB mass transport estimates.

4.1. Data quality

The decreases in water column PCBs to near the method detection limit
(11 ng/1) increase the importance of understanding sampling and analytical
limitations when evaluating the PCRDMP water column data quality. Annual
median water column PCB concentrations have decreased from 32 ng/1 for the
period from 1993 to 1995, to 12 ng/1 in 1996. The following interpretive
limitations are noteworthy.

Sampling method differences due to accessibility limitations may bias results
preventing direct comparison of results between sample locations (Section 1.3;
Table 1-2).

In addition, the PCB analytical method has sensitivity limitations that become
evident at concentrations near the method detection limit (Section 2.4;
Appendix A). At total PCB concentrations below the PQL, such as those
observed in 1996, reported concentrations are considered estimates (Section
2.4; Appendices A and E) which increases the uncertainty in spatial and
temporal trend evaluations at concentrations between the method detection
limit and the PQL (11 ng/1 to 44 ng/1). The reliability of PCB composition
evaluation is also affected by analytical detection limits (Appendix A).
Evaluations of PCB composition are also more reliable at PCB concentrations
above the PQL. The PCB analytical method (NEA608CAP) has been
modified to correct for analytical biases (Section 2.4; O'Brien & Gere 1997a).

Mass transport values (Section 4.3) incorporate sampling and analytical errors
as well as errors associated with flow estimates (Section 2.2). Estimates of
mass transport may be generated using mean daily flow data or instantaneous
flow data (Appendix C). Mean daily flows are the most reliable hydrologic
data available as they are subject to review and editing by USGS
(Appendix C). However, flow variabilities can be substantial over a 24-hour
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period. Therefore, mass transport values calculated using instantaneous flow
estimates can more closely approximate actual loading associated with the
water column data for a particular sampling date (Section 2.2). For a given
time period, the impact of individual data variabilities is reduced by averaging
individual observations. For example, PCB mass transport values calculated
from 1995 data were generally comparable within 20% using both approaches.
However, differences up to 80% occurred, as well. Interpretation of annual
PCB mass transport data is complicated by variabilities in river hydrology.
For example, the spring and summer of 1995 had significantly lower flow than
those experienced in 1996 (Appendix C).

For samples with PCB concentrations below the analytical detection limit,
mass transport is estimated using a value of 10.9 ng/1. This imposes a
baseline mass transport value that is interpreted as an upper bound for PCB
transport at a given location where PCBs were not detected. Other approaches
increase the uncertainty as to the meaning of the baseline value.

4.2. Background data

Water column PCBs were not detected at the background station in 1996
indicating that this station continues to be appropriate for background
monitoring purposes (Table 4-1). Therefore, mass transport of PCBs at the
background station during 1996 was less than the baseline estimate of
approximately 0.16 kg/day (Table 4-2). Undetected water column PCBs at
this station in 1996 are contrasted with the detection of PCBs in 52% of the
samples collected at this station in 1995 and approximately 30% detection for
the period of 1991 to 1994. The origin of the increased detections of PCBs in
1995 was uncertain (O'Brien & Gere 1996b). The occurrence of PCBs in
1995 coincided with a sampling equipment interference problems and lower
mean river flows. Either of these factors may have contributed to detections
of PCBs in 1995 compared to 1996. Another factor that may have
contributed to decreased detections of PCBs at this station in 1996 may be the
removal of PCB contaminated shore deposits from the Queensbury site located
upstream of the background site.
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4.3. Spatial observations

Separate discussions of spatial data are provided below for data collected
upstream of the remnant deposits (Section 4.3.1), and data collected
downstream of the remnant deposits (Section 4.3.2). Time of travel sampling
conducted for the hydrofacility operations monitoring provide additional
insights into spatial relationships between the sampling stations (Section
4.3.3).

4.3.1. Spatial observations of samples collected in vicinity of Bakers Falls
Concentrations of PCBs in the vicinity of the Bakers Falls source(s) in 1996
(Table 2-1, Appendix B) indicates that this source, although reduced,
continues to be the primary source of PCBs detected in this region of the river.
Samples collected in the vicinity of the falls consist of plunge pool, boat
launch and HRM 196.8 samples (Table 2-1, Appendix B: Table B-l). PCB
concentrations detected in water samples collected in the vicinity of the Bakers
Falls source(s) have been highly variable, with the plunge pool samples being
most variable. In 1996, PCB concentrations of these samples ranged from
<11 to over 1,000 ng/1. The PCB concentration differences observed in
samples collected at these three stations indicate that data are neither
representative of overall water concentrations nor comparable to each other.

The variability of PCB concentrations in samples collected at the vicinity of
Bakers Falls decreased following implementation of river bed seep collection
in September 1996. Concentrations of PCBs in water samples collected from
October through December 1996 in the plunge pool ranged from 12 to 121
ng/1. Seasonal decreases may have also played a role in the PCB concentration
declines observed (Section 4.4).

Hydrofacility operations that began in December 1995 likely changed the
water column transport of PCBs from the Bakers Falls source(s) area.
Initiation of hydrofacility operations resulted in the diversion of water from
upstream of Bakers Falls source(s) and discharging it downstream of the
source(s) along the west shore (Section 1.4). Therefore, plunge pool samples
collected when the falls is inactive represent pool concentrations that occur
during periods of dead storage when flow through the pool is minimal and
samples collected at HRM 196.8 may represent background water diverted by
the hydrofacility rather than overall water column PCB concentrations in this
portion of the river.

Water column PCB concentration decreases observed at HRM 196.8 in 1996
coincided with hydrofacility start-up and operation. Water concentrations
were generally less than the detection limit at HRM 196.8 in 1996 and plunge
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pool samples were judged to be a better indicator of PCBs entering the river
from the Bakers Falls source(s). As a result, sampling was discontinued at
HRM 196.8 in September 1996 following approval by USEPA (1996).

Interpretation of spatial trends using estimates of mass loading to the Hudson
River from the Bakers Falls source(s) is precluded by inaccuracies imposed by
sampling limitations (Table 1-2, Section 1.4). As cited previously, sampling
efforts have been unable to obtain representative samples in the vicinity of the
source(s) due to uncertainty as to the specific location and physical state of
PCB loading coupled with the intermittent occurrence of flows at the falls
(Section 1.4).

4.3.2. Spatial observations downstream of the remnant deposits
Previous monitoring linked water column PCB concentrations observed at the
Fort Edward sampling station (HRM 194.2) located downstream of the
remnant deposits with PCBs originating from the Bakers Falls source(s)
(Appendix A). Results of extensive sampling conducted in 1995 to isolate
potential sources of PCBs, including the remnant deposits and former outfall
004, demonstrated that water column PCB mass transport was equivalent •
upstream and downstream of the remnant deposits. Therefore, PCBs
potentially originating from the remnant deposits were at or below the
sensitivity of the measurement program (O'Brien & Gere 1996b).

In 1996, water column PCB concentrations and mass transport downstream
of remnant deposits were statistically lower than previous years and also less
variable (Tables 4-1 and 4-2). Water column PCB concentrations in the
•remnant deposit region of the river have declined since implementation of
Bakers Falls source(s) control measures began in 1993 (O'Brien & Gere
1995a). The mass loading from the Bakers Falls source(s) decreased from
approximately 1.2 kg/day in 1992 to approximately 0.4 kg/day in subsequent
years, 1993 through 1995 (Table 4-2). The 95% confidence level indicates
that the annual differences in mass loading were not statistically significant
from 1993 through 1995.

Additional water column sampling conducted as the Fort Edward transect
study in 1996 examined the accuracy and representativeness of samples
collected at HRM 194.2 (Appendix B). This program extensively sampled a
single parcel of water over an 8-hour period. Results of the study indicated
that mass transport estimates using data collected at HRM 194.2 were
representative of river water column concentrations during the low flow
conditions sampled. Therefore, the Fort Edward data provide the most reliable
data to estimate overall water column PCB mass transport from Bakers Falls
source(s).
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The results of the Fort Edward transect study provided additional insights into
the spatial distribution of PCBs in the river at the HRM 194.2 sampling
station. The study consisted of sample collection at six stations located across
the river perpendicular to flow direction (Appendix B: Figure B-8). PCBs
were detected in the sampling station nearest to the east shore, but not at the
other stations. Results of sample collection separately at the HRM 194.2 east
and west channel bridges also indicated that water column PCBs travel down
the east channel. These observations were in contrast to the lateral distribution
of PCBs observed during 1995 investigations which showed relatively uniform
concentrations across the river (O'Brien & Gere 1996b). It is likely that the
discharge of background water by the hydrofacility along the west shore has
altered the spatial distribution of PCBs in the water column.

The spatial distribution of water column PCBs during high flow has not been
evaluated. Elevated flows may increase the importance of sediment bed load
transport and, to the extent PCBs are present in the bed load, PCBs may go
undetected at a sampling station if migrating along the river bed.

Uncertainty in the accuracy of mass transport estimates increases when water
column concentrations at Fort Edward are less than the detection limit. Water
column PCB mass transport is estimated as less than the baseline value
(Section 4.1). For PCB concentrations below the method detection limit at
HRM 194.2, the baseline mass transport value is considered to be an upper
bound value. For these occurrences, it is assumed that detected PCB
concentrations upstream of the remnant deposits (e.g., plunge pool, boat
launch, and HRM 196.8 samples) represent some loading less than the
baseline value at HRM 194.2.

4.3.3. Time of travel spatial relationships
Time of travel sampling results are useful for interpretation of spatial
relationships between sampling stations. Sampling was performed to evaluate
the potential effect of occasional temporary inundation of Bakers Falls during
low flow as a result of hydrofacility maintenance operations. On September
4, 1996, parcels of water flowing from.Bakers Falls through the remnant
deposits region of the river to HRM 194.2 at Fort Edward were sampled
before, during and after temporary inundation of the falls. Water column PCB
concentrations increased during the brief inundation of the falls (Appendix B:
Tables B-2 and B-3). The potential impact of the temporary inundation of the
falls on water column PCB concentrations was evident from samples collected
during this monitoring, although the spatial relationships are not fully
understood.
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4.4. Temporal observations in remnant deposit region of river

Water column concentrations of PCBs in the remnant deposits region of the
river declined sharply and became less variable in 19966 (Figure 1-3).
Previous decreases in water column PCB mass transport observed in the
remnant deposits region of the river between 1993 and 1995 coincided with
the implementation of remedial activities at the Bakers Falls
source(s)(Figure 4-1). In 1996, dewatering the falls (Section 1.3) and river
bed seep collection of PCB DNAPL (Section 1.3) likely contributed to
additional decreases observed.

Median water column PCB concentrations at HRM 194.2 during 1996 were
approximately 12 ng/1 compared to median concentrations of 33 ng/1 from
1993 through 1995 (Table 3-2). In 1996, water column PCB concentrations
at HRM 194.2 were less than the detection limit for approximately 50% of the
51 rounds of sampling conducted during the year (Table 2-1). For other recent
years, water column PCB concentrations were less than the detection limit for
less than 10% of the sampling rounds.

The maximum water column PCB concentration observed at HRM 194.2 in
1996 was 80 ng/1. It occurred during a rain event on August 9, 1996. In
contrast, maximum concentrations at HRM 194.2 during 1995 and 1994 were
367 and 267, respectively. Consistent with previous monitoring, elevated
PCB concentrations in 1996 were detected as individual sampling occurrences.
There has not been a period of sustained elevated PCB concentrations since
the summer and fall of 1991 and 1992, before source control measures were
implemented at the Bakers Falls source(s) (O'Brien & Gere 1993b; 1994b).

Seasonal differences in water column PCB concentrations downstream of the
remnant deposits were subtle (Figure 4-2). Slight increases in variability
occurred in during summer, although mean concentrations were not
statistically different.

Comparisons of mass transport on an annual basis focus on summer low flow
period because data for this season is most comparable from year to year.
Other seasons experience greater flow variabilities that complicate
interpretation of data. Even so, annual mean flows during summer months

Temporal discussion focuses on HRM 194.2 since data from other sampling
stations (HRM 196.8, plunge pool and boat launch ) are more difficult to
interpret due to concerns with representativeness and sampling variabilities
(Section 4.1).
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may vary by over 50% (Appendix C, Figure C-4). Temporal trends of PCB
concentration and mass transport in 1996 are not directly comparable to trends
in 1995 due to flow differences (Appendix C). Average mass transport in
1996 (Figure 4-3) was similar to that in 1995.

4.5. Statistical evaluation of overall spatial and temporal trends in remnant deposit
region of river

A statistical evaluation of overall spatial trends was performed by reviewing
general statistics, and using box plot analyses and the Q Test.

General statistics 1991 through 1996. In 1996, water column PCB
concentrations at the Fort Edward sampling station downstream of the
remnant deposits did not show statistically significant seasonal
concentration differences throughout the year (Figure 4-2). Mean PCB
concentrations at HRM 196.8 were similar, but concentrations more
variable. Compared to 1995, PCB concentrations at HRM 194.2 were
statistically lower.

Box plot analyses. The annual median PCB concentration for sampling
station HRM 194.2 was compared for the years 1993 through 1996 (Figure
4-4). Water column concentrations were statistically lower in 1996 and the
variability decreased, as well. The box plot analyses highlight the median
concentration as the most robust statistic representing water column
concentrations. When the data is log normal, the data variability is high
and the geometric mean best approximates the median. In contrast, the
arithmetic mean better approximates median when the data is less variable
and is normally distributed. The box plots expose this difference and the
trend change that occurred. In 1996, the water column PCB concentration
and variability was low and the arithmetic mean approximates the median.
In previous years, the median water column concentrations were
approximated by the geometric mean. PCB concentrations below the
detection limit contribute to the observed statistical shift.

Q Test. An evaluation of the overall spatial and temporal trends is
complicated by short-term variabilities in PCB concentration through the
remnant deposit region of the river. To better expose the overall trends in
the data, a Q test was performed to identify statistical outliers in the data
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set7. Using the Q test, PCB detections at HRM 196.8 greater than 100 rig/1
on July 17 and August 7 were identified as outliers. Outliers identified by
the Q test are considered to be due to short-term variability and are not
included in long-term trends (Figure 4-5).

4.6. Comparison of PCB concentrations, TSS, and flow

Evaluation of the potential association of PCBs with TSS and flow was
performed to evaluate potential riverbed scouring in the remnant deposits
region of the river. Under such circumstances it is anticipated that elevated
PCB concentrations would be correlated with elevated TSS and/or flow.
Correlations of these parameters are not evident from the results of the 1996
PCRDMP.

Specifically, using a linear regression model to evaluate possible relationships,
elevated PCB concentrations were not correlated with flow at HRM 194.2
(r2 = 0.01; Figure 4-6a). Actually, the highest water column PCB
concentrations occurred during low flow period (Figure 1-4). Also,
concentrations of water column PCBs and TSS were not correlated (^=0.04;
Figure 4-6b). However, TSS concentrations and flow were moderately
correlated (r^O.34; Figure 4-6c).

Where concentration does not increase with increased flow, loading increases
occur as explained previously (Section 4.1). The divergence of water column
PCB concentrations with TSS and flow under the flow regimes of 1993
through 1996 suggests that mechanisms other than scouring of PCB
contaminated sediments are responsible for transport of PCBs in the river for
the monitoring period, as indicated above. Water column TSS concentrations
at the Fort Edward monitoring station ranged from <1 to 8.7 mg/1 and had a
median concentration of 2.2 mg/1, indicating that sediments available for
scouring in this region of the river are limited (Table 2-1).

The ratio Q is calculated by arranging the data in decreasing order. The
difference between the suspected outlier and its nearest neighbor is divided by
the range, that is, the difference between the highest and lowest values. The
ratio is compared with tabulated values of Q at a desired confidence level. If
Q exceeds the tabulated value for a given number of observations, then the
questionable measurement may by omitted with a selected confidence level that
the data is not representative overall trends (Christian 1980).
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Concentrations of TSS at the Fort Edward monitoring station were comparable
to TSS concentrations at the background station (Figure 4-7). The correlation
of TSS concentrations at both locations during elevated TSS loading suggests
that TSS loading observed at the Fort Edward monitoring station originated
upstream of the remnant deposits. River bed survey information associated
with the 1995 River Monitoring Test (O'Brien & Gere 1996c) and 1996
sampling at the Fort Edward transect (Appendix B) confirmed the lack of large
amounts of scourable sediment in the river bed in this reach of the river.

4.7. PCS composition

Evaluation of PCB composition is limited due to availability of data suitable
for detailed interpretation (Section 4.1, Appendix A). Evaluation of PCB
composition is limited to PCB concentrations greater than the PQL (44 ng/1)
due to uncertainties in pattern recognition at lower concentrations
(Appendix A). Results from three samples collected in 1996 met these
criteria The discussion below identifies potential sources (Section 4.7.1) and
evaluates the 1996 data by comparison of water column PCB composition
with known potential sources (Section 4.7.2).

4.7.1. PCB composition of potential sources and commercial Aroclor
mixtures

Characteristic homolog and congener distributions were identified for
commercial Aroclor mixtures of PCBs and the following potential sources of
PCBs in the remnant deposits region of the river (Figure 1-1; Appendix A):

Hudson Falls plant site. Remedial investigation of the Bakers Falls source(s)
in 1993 identified the PCB composition of source materials at the Hudson
Falls plant site as predominantly unaltered Aroclor 1242 (O'Brien & Gere
1994a).

Remnant deposits. Historic PCB composition data, although limited,
identified PCBs in remnant deposits as an altered Aroclor pattern (Canonie
Environmental 1990), likely due to environmental weathering and
bioalteration.

Former outfall 004. A recent investigation of sediments in the vicinity of
former outfall 004 identified a range of PCB compositions consisting
primarily of Aroclor 1242 with a secondary component of Aroclor 1248 or
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Aroclor 1254. Congener distributions had varying degrees of alteration
(Dames & Moore 1994; O'Brien & Gere 1995b).

Queensbury. A recent investigation of sediments in the vicinity of Queensbury
identified a composition consisting of altered Aroclor 1242 (O'Brien &
Gere 1995d). Queensbury data were used as reference for the background
sampling station (HRM 197.0).

PCB compositions of these potential PCB sources were compared with
PCRDMP water column data and evaluated for evidence of changes in
composition due to exposure of PCBs to the environment including site-
specific physical and chemical processes (weathering), and biological
processes (aerobic biodegradation and anaerobic dechlorination). Therefore,
changes in PCB composition as evident in homolog and congener distributions
were used to isolate different PCB sources (Appendix A).

Aroclor 1242 is distinguished by the presence of primarily tri- and
tetrachlorobiphenyls. Likewise, similar homolog distributions were identified
in the samples collected for the PCRDMP, from Bakers Falls to the sampling
station downstream of the remnant deposits, hi contrast, past sampling
identified the PCBs buried in upper river sediments to contain primarily mono-
and dichlorobiphenyls (O'Brien & Gere 1991, 1993c) characteristic of
biological alteration. Such alteration results in selective meta and para
dechlorination with elevated ortho substituted congeners, producing a unique
composition which is not found in commercial mixtures (Brown et al. 1987a;
Brown et al. 1987b; Brown et al. 1984).

m

4.7.2 Composition of PCBs in remnant deposit region of river
The composition of water column PCBs in the remnant deposit region of the
river was similar to previous monitoring which indicated a single type of PCBs
is primarily responsible for the observed PCB composition in this region of the
river. Water column PCB homolog and congener distributions in the vicinity
of the remnant deposits generally correspond with patterns found in samples
from the Bakers Falls source(s) (Appendix A).

Data collected from sampling stations upstream of the remnant deposits
indicate that the Bakers Falls source(s) consists predominantly of Aroclor
1242 that has not been altered or degraded by environmental processes. This
is unusual because it is common for PCB homolog and congener distributions
to change when exposed to the environment over extended periods, due to
weathering and bioalteration. Therefore, the similarity of PCBs in samples
collected near Bakers Falls to that of unaltered Aroclor 1242 is significant
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because it allows the "fingerprinting" of the PCBs in the river originating from
this source (O'Brien & Gere 1993d).

Water column congener results were in contrast to those anticipated if sources
other than the Bakers Falls source(s) were the primary contributor(s):

• Water column PCB concentrations at the background sampling station are
typically less than the detection limit indicating that potential sources
upstream of this sampling station are minor. Water Column PCBs were
not detected at this station in 1996.

• If the remnant deposits were actively contributing, water column PCB
congener patterns should resemble altered Aroclor 1242 found in the
remnant deposits. Limited data available from the remnant deposits show
evidence of environmental weathering and bioalteration (Appendix A).
These data alone are insufficient to conclusively determine the PCB
composition of the remnant deposits. Nonetheless, the remnant deposits
do show alteration patterns inconsistent with the unaltered PCB
composition found in the water column. As such, the remnant deposits do
not appear to be a significant source of PCBs observed in the water
column.

• PCBs from former outfall 004 consist of mixtures of predominantly
Aroclor 1242 with a smaller component of Aroclor 1254 (Dames & Moore
1994; O'Brien & Gere 1995c). Several sediment samples collected the
outfall resembled Aroclor 1248 (O'Brien & Gere 1995c). Weathering
processes can alter the composition of Aroclor 1242 to resemble Aroclor
1248 (Brown and Abramowicz 1996). This is the most probable
explanation for the Aroclor 1248 sediment, since Aroclor 1248 was not
used at the Fort Edward facility (Brown et al. 1984). The altered
composition of the sediment in the vicinity of former outfall 004 differs
from the principally unaltered Aroclor 1242 PCB composition found in the
water column suggesting that the former outfall 004 remnant deposit is not
supplying a significant PCB load to the river. PCB composition was
unaltered in the water column upstream and downstream of outfall 004
during low river flow (O'Brien & Gere 1996c). Water column
contributions from former outfall 004 were not evident from the results of
transect sampling conducted downstream of this area (Appendix B: Table
B-4; O'Brien & Gere 1996c).

In summary, the 1996 water column PCB composition data suggest that the
Bakers falls source(s), although reduced in recent years, continues to be the
primary source of PCBs in the river detected at HRM 194.2.
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4.8. Evaluation of potential PCB sources in the remnant deposit region of the river

Characterization of the contributions from potential sources in the this region
of the river is problematic for several reasons:

• River PCB concentrations are near the method detection limit increasing
uncertainty due to limitations of both sampling and analytical methods
(Section 4.1, Table 1-2). Mass transport, calculated as the product of flow,
water column PCB concentrations and a unit correction factor, tends to
result in disproportionately large mass differences from small
concentration differences, particularly at high flow. Mass transport
estimates calculated using a concentration of 10.9 ng/1 for concentrations
less than the detection limit and 1992 through 1996 flow data results in an
annual geometric mean mass transport of 0.12 kg/day with a standard
deviation of 0.13 kg/day. On an annual basis, the daily baseline ranges
from approximately 0.03 to 0.74 kg/day.

• The mean daily PCB mass transport estimate at the background station
was less than the baseline of approximately 0.16 kg/day during 1996 using
the baseline PCB concentration of 10.9 ng/1 (Table 4-2).

• The best estimate of overall mass loading from the Bakers Falls source(s)
using PCRDMP data is represented by mass loading at HRM 194.2
downstream of the remnant deposits (Figure 4-3). Water column PCB
concentrations at sampling station HRM 196.8 appear biased low
indicating that mass loading estimates using these data underestimate
loading from the Bakers Falls source(s) (Section 1.3, Table 1-2). The
consistent relationship between PCB mass transport at the upstream and
downstream sampling locations suggests the presence of an underlying
mechanism which links PCB concentrations at the sampling stations
upstream and downstream of the remnant deposits to loading from the
Bakers Falls source(s) (Section 1.3). These data and the consistency of
PCB composition at both locations (Section 4.7) support the use of data
from HRM 194.2 to estimate loading from the Bakers Falls source(s).
Results of the River Monitoring Test confirmed that sampling bias occurs
(0'Brien&Gerel996c).

• Based on an evaluation performed by HydroQual, PCB contributions to the
river from the 004 outfall bank sediments accounted for a negligible
component of the observed total PCB flux through the remnant deposit
area (HydroQual 1996). The existing PCRDMP sampling locations are
not adequate to distinguish potential PCB loading originating from the 004
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outfall bank sediments from PCB loading that originates upstream of the
outfall.

hi summary, the Bakers Falls source(s) continues to be the predominant PCB
source hi the remnant deposit region of the river and mass loading from the
remnant deposits have not been identified from results of PCRDMP sampling.
Results of low flow transect sampling conducted during the 1995 River
Monitoring Test confirmed that contributions from the remnant deposits were
not detected.

Overall mass transport from the Bakers Falls source(s) is represented by mass
transport observed at sampling station HRM 194.2 downstream of the
remnant deposits.
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The major findings of the 1996 PCRDMP are consistent with conclusions of
previous monitoring:

• Water column PCB concentrations in the remnant deposits region of the
river have decreased significantly since 1991 in response to remedial
activities performed at the source(s) in the vicinity of Bakers Falls.

• PCB levels in the section of the river between Bakers Falls and Rogers
Island in 1996 decreased from levels observed in 1994 and 1995, and no
sustained periods of elevated PCB loading occurred in 1996. During 1996,
the median PCB concentration at HRM 194.2 was approximately 12 ng/1.

• Samples collected at HRM 196.8 are unreliable for estimating loading
from the Bakers Falls source(s). The change in the hydrodynamics of the
river in the vicinity of Bakers Falls following hydro facility start-up in
December 1995 increased difficulties obtaining samples representative of
PCB loading from the Bakers Falls Source(s). Hydrofacility operations
typically divert flow from upstream of Bakers Falls and discharge it along
the west shore of the river downstream of the falls changing the
hydrodynamics of the river. As such, the change in hydrodynamics further
complicates evaluation of samples collected at HRM 196.8 which previous
monitoring had identified as unreliable for estimating mass loading from
Bakers Falls Source(s). Sampling was discontinued at this station on
September 10, 1996 following approval by USEPA (1996).

• The composition of PCBs in the water column is consistent with that
observed at the Bakers Falls source(s) over time. Based on limited data
available to characterize the remnant deposits, the water column PCB
composition in the remnant deposit region of the river does not match the
remnant deposits (Section 1.3). Water column PCB concentrations at the
Fort Edward sampling station (HRM 194.2) were typically near the
detection limit in 1996, reducing the reliability of PCB composition
evaluations using congener data (Appendix A).

• PCB mass transport observed at HRM 194.2 in 1996 was attributed to the
Bakers Falls source(s).
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In addition, the 1996 findings include:

• Higher flows in conjunction with a significant number of less than
detectable PCB concentrations in 1996 compared to 1995 complicate
interpretation of overall PCB mass loading trends for the two year time
period.

• Total PCB concentrations obtained by two analytical methods were
comparable for samples collected in the remnant deposits region of the
river.

• Water column PCBs were not detected at the background sampling station
in 1996.

Based on the summary above, it would appear that the contribution of the
remnant deposits to PCB levels in the river, if any, are small. The 1996 data
supports the inference that sampling at HRM 194.2 provides the best
available estimate of PCB loading from the Bakers Falls source(s) at this time.
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 1-1. Data Quality Parameters.

Parameter Description

Accuracy

Bias

Precision

Representativeness

Comparability

Completeness

Sensitivity

Source: USEPA 1994, USEPA 1986.

The ability to obtain precisely non-biased (true) value data.

• The difference between an observed value and the "true" value (or known
concentration) of the parameter being measured.

The level of agreement among multiple measurements of the same
characteristic.

The degree to which the data collected accurately represents the population
of interest.

The similarity of data from different sources included within individual or
multiple data sets

The quantity of data that is successfully collected with respect to the amount
intended in the experimental design.

Sensitivity is defined by the method detection limit (MDL) and practical
quantitation limit (PQL). The MDL is the lowest concentration of an analyte
that a specified analytical procedure can reliably detect. The PQL is the
estimated value that can be reliably quantified by a particular method.
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Table 1-2. Comparison of Sample Locations and Potential Limitations of Data

Sampling Location

County Route 27 Bridge,
Hudson Falls

Plunge Pool/
Boat Launch

Sampling Significance of
Status HRM* location

Active 197.0 Background location,
PCRDMP upstream of GE

Hudson Falls facility.

Seasonal 196.9 Located at the base
of Bakers Falls
adjacent to GE
Hudson Falls facility
and upstream of
remnant deposits.

River bed
geometry

Water depth
typically 4 to 6
feet.

Water depth 25
to 30 feet.

Sample type

Depth integrated
composite sample
collected with
Kemmerer sampler
from center of
bridge.

Deep water sample
collected approxi-
mately 2 feet off of
river bed.

Potential limitations of data

Sampling at this location is not intended to fully
characterize potential sources upstream. PCB
concentrations at this background station are typically
less than the detection limit. Prior to 1996, PCBs
were occasionally detected from undefined source(s).
Sediment was removed from a PCB-contaminated
area in Queensbury in the summer of 1996.

A river bed seep discharging PCB DNAPL was
identified in the plunge pool river bed in September
1 996, Proximity of the plunge pool and boat launch
sampling stations to the source(s) area limits mixing of
PCBs with the water column. Samples not intended
to be representative of overall water column PCB
concentrations (i.e. samples not depth-integrated) in
this region of the river. Intermittent flows at the base
of Bakers Falls due to hydrofacility operations further
complicate data obtained from these sampling
stations.
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Table 1-2. Comparison of Sample Locations and Potential Limitations of Data

Sampling Location
Sampling Significance of River bed
Status HRM" location_______geometry____Sample type Potential limitations of data

Canoe Carry Inactive 196.8 Downstream of GE
PCRDMP Hudson Falls facility

and upstream of
remnant deposits.

Water depth at
low flow
generally less
than 2 feet.
Consequently,
water velocity is
swift.

Surface grab sample
collected from the
west shore.

Difficulty obtaining a representative sample at this
sampling station is located on the west shore",
approximately 0.1 mile downstream of a known PCS
source that is located on the east shore (Bakers Falls
source[s]) resulted in discontinuation of sampling from
this station in September 1996.

The proximity of the sampling station to this source(s)
could preclude complete mixing of the PCBs
originating from the source(s) into the river cross
section by the time the water reaches the sampling
station1. Data from this sampling station were
considered comparable to data collected in the center
of the channel under summer low flow and highly
variable loading conditions observed in 1992 and
19932-3. However, results of transect sampling
during the 1995 River Monitoring Test suggested that
sampling bias occurs at this station*. Hudson Falls
hydrofacility operations that began in December 1995
are believed to changed PCS transport dynamics in
this region of the river by diverting PCBs originating
from the Bakers Falls source(s) away from the west
shore and this sampling station.
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Table 1-2. Comparison of Sample Locations and Potential Limitations of Data

Sampling Location

Route 197 Bridges,
Fort Edward

Sampling Significance of
Status HRM* location

Active 194.2 Downstream of
PCRDMP remnant deposits.

River bed
geometry

Water depth
typically 6 to 12
feet deep.
Water flow in
east and west
channels
approximately
35% and 65%
of total flow*.
Water velocity
lower than at
HRM 196.8.

Sample type

Depth integrated
composite sample
collected with
Kemmerer sampler.
Aliquots collected
from east and west
bridges are
composited.

Potential limitations of data

This sampling station is considered more
representative of the Bakers Falls source(s) than the
former sampling station at HRM 196.8 or samples
collected at the base of Bakers Falls (plunge pool and
boat launch). Located approximately 2.5 miles
downstream of the Bakers Falls source(s), more
mixing of PCBs originating from this source(s) would
occur before samples were obtained. However,
sampling limitations at this location may occur due to
potential PCB DNAPL migration below sampling
devices6.

Thompson Island dam Active 188.5 First pooled area
downstream of PCB
loading sources.

Water depth
typically 3 to 4
feet deep.

Surface grab sample
collected from the
west wall of the west
channel dam
abutment.

PCBs recently discovered near the former Fort
Edward facility outfall 004 are another potential source
located between this sampling station and the
sampling station at HRM 196.87''. Evaluation of this
area is continuing.

Two rounds of time of travel sampling conducted
between this station and the TIP transect sampling
station approximately 500 feet upstream suggest that
data collected at HRM 188.5 may be biased high.
However, data are not conclusive due to limited data.

Notes: Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Table lists sampling stations from upstream to downstream.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

w
to

00
O\

Final: March 30, 1998
i:52/061222Sft_/9&nna_ad//t2_sIoc.wpd

Page 3 of 4 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



)
GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

oo
to

References:
1.

2.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 1995. 1 994 Post Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program Report. Syracuse, NY: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
November 1995.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 1994. Fort Edward Dam PCB Remnant Containment 1993 Post-Construction Monitoring Program. Syracuse, New York: O'Brien
& Gere Engineers, Inc., May 1994.

3. O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 1993. Fort Edward Dam PCB Remnant Containment 1992 Post-Construction Monitoring Program. Syracuse, NY: O'Brien &
Gere Engineers, Inc., August 1993.

4. O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc., 1996. 1 995 Post Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program Report. Syracuse, NY: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
July 1996.

5. O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 1997. Water Column Monitoring Study Data Summary Report. Syracuse, New York; O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. (in
progress)

6. O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 1 996. Hudson River Project, River Monitoring Test. Syracuse, New York: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc., January 1 996.

7. Dames & Moore. 1994. Former Outfall 004 Investigation Report. General Electric Company. Fort Edward, New York. October 28, 1994.

8. O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 1995. Fort Edward Facility Former outfall 004 Sediment Investigation and Shoreline Protection. Technical memorandum.
Syracuse, New York: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. July 1 995.

oo
-j

Final: March 30, 1998 Page 4 of 4 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



' ) :

GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 2-1. Hudson River Water Column PCBs, 1996 Monitoring Results and Statistics (1)

Date
Collected
19-Jan-96
24-Jan-96
31-Jan-96

07-Feb-96
14-Feb-96
21-Feb-96
28-Feb-96

06-Mar-96
13-Mar-96
21-Mar-96
28-Mar-96

03-Apr-96
10-Apr-96
17-Apr-96
24-Apr-96

01-May-96
08-May-96
15-May-96
22-May-96
29-May-96

05-Jun-96
12-Jun-96
19-Jun-96
26-Jun-96

01-Jul-96
10-Jul-96
17-Jul-96
24-Jul-96
31-Jul-96
31-Jul-96

USGS Flow (3)
Daily Unit
(cfs) (cfs)
5,080 5,200
8,550 10,700
8,660 11,600

7,790 8,600
6,000 5,100
6,310 6,400
5,980 7,100

6,160 5,900
5,590 6,200
6,330 6,600
5,990 6,700

6,020 7,400
4,220 5,600
18,700 19,300
23,400 24,200

20,100 21,600
13,500 15,600
19,900
13,300
7,000e

4,100e
7,850 9,000
5,930 5,600
4,470 3,900

3,190 2,500
2,910 2,700
5,030 3,900
3,770 4,700
3,400 3,000

-

Temp. @
HRM 194.2
(Celsius)

3
2
0

0
0
2
2

1
2
3
5

7
6
6
9

10
11
12
16
15

20
21
22
21

23
23
24
22
22
-

HRM 197.0(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
<11(<11) 1.5(1.8)

<11 2.2 UJ
<11 1.8

<11 <1.0
<11 <1.0

<11 (<11) <1.0(<1.0)
<11 1.9

<11 <1.0
<11(<11) 1.4(1.6)

<11 1.3 UJ
<11 1.3 UJ

<11 1.1
<11(<11) 1.2(1.1)

<11 9.6
<11 7.0

<11 2.3
<11(<11) 1.3(1.7)

<11 2.0
<11 1.2
<11 1.5

<11(<11) 2.7(2.3)
<11 4.1
<11 1.9
<11 1.7

<11(<11) 1.9(1.8) UJ
<11 <1.0 UJ

. <11 1.4 UJ
<11 2.4

<11 (<11) 1.6(1.6)
.

HRM 196.8(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
<11 2.1

24 20 P,J
<11(<11) 1.3(2.2)

<11 <1.0
<11 <1.0
<11 <1.0

<11(<11) 2.2(1.9)

<11 <1.0
<11 1.4

<11(<11) 1.4(1.2) UJ
<11 1.8 UJ

<11 <1.0
<11 1.1 UJ

<11 (<11) 11.0(12.0)
<11 12.0

<11 3.9
<11 1.9

<11(<11) 2.8(2.9)
<11 2.0
<11 1.6

<11 2.9
<11(<11) 4.0(3.9)

<11 2.1
11 2.7

<11 2.4 UJ
<11 1.0 UJ

<11(321){<11} 3.3(2.3) J
<11 2.7
<11 1.8
.

HRM 194.2(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
23 2.1 P
29 5.0 P,J
11 1.8

11 <1.0 P
<11(<11) <1.0(<1.0)

<11 <1.0 UJ
<11 2.4

<11 (<11) <1.0(<1.0)
<11 2.5
<11 1.6 UJ

11(12) 2.2(2.1) UJ

<11 1.4
13 <1.0 P,J
13 8.7 P

17(18) 7.2(7.0) P

14 3.5 P
<11 1.6

17 2.4 P
11(<11) 2.0(1.9)

14 2.3 P

19 3.4 P
17 4.2 P

21(20) 2.0(1.9) P
31 1.6 P

15 2.1 P.J
12 <1.0 P,J
20 2.8 P,J

17(21) 3.2(2.1) P.
56 1.8

[<11] - P
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Table 2-1. Hudson River Water Column PCBs, 1996 Monitoring Results and Statistics (1)

Date
Collected
02-Aug-96
05-Aug-96
07-Aug-96
07-Aug-96
09-Aug-96
13-Aug-96
14-Aug-96
14-Aug-96
20-Aug-96
20-Aug-96
22-Aug-96
28-Aug-96

04-Sep-96
04-Sep-96
04-Sep-96
04-Sep-96
06-Sep-96
10-Sep-96
10-Sep-96
13-Sep-96
18-Sep-96
24-Sep-96
25-Sep-96

02-Oct-96
09-Oct-96
16-Oct-96
23-Oct-96
29-Oct-96

06-NOV-96
14-Nov-96
20-Nov-96
27-Nov-96

USGS Flow (3)
Daily Unit
(cfs) (cfs)
3,580 3,200
3,590 3,700
3,600 4,700

-
3,450 3,400
2,810 2,400
3,450 3,400

-
3,290 3,100

-
3,230 2,900
3,280 4,000

3,400 4,000
3,900
4,700
4,000

3,260 2,000
3,860 3,500

-
2,180 2,800
3,380 4,700
3,100 2,200
3,510 2,800

3,560
2,980 1,700
3,260 2,200
4,120 4,300
3,000 2,400

3,160 1,300
6,590 7,700
7,580 7,600
6,610 6,900

Temp. @
HRM 194.2
(Celsius)

NA
NA
24
-

24
23
24
-

24
24
24
24

24
-
-
-

24
23
-

22
19
17
17

17
NA
NA
11
11

9
4
5
2

HRM 197.0(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
[<11] - -
[<11] - -
<11 1.5

[<11] - -
[<11] - -
[<11] - -
<11 1.1

-
<11(<11) 1.2(1.6)

[<11] - -
[<11] - -
<11 1.3

<11 1.4
[<11] 1.3 (B)
[<11] <1.1 (D)
[<11] - (A)
[<11] - -

<11(<11) 1.6(1.7)
[<11] - -
[<11] - -
<11 3.1
<11 1.7
<11 1.2

<11 <1.0
<11 (<11) <1.0(<1.0)

<11 1.9
<11 1.5
<11 2.0

<11 1.8
<11 2.0
<11 1.9
<11 1.0

HRM 196.8(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
.
-

341 2.4 - .
-
.
.

<11 1.5
-

<11 1.2
-
-

<11(<11) 2.1(2.1)

13 2.0 P
.
.
.

.
<11 2.3

Sampling at this station discontinued
.
.
.
-

.
.
-
.
-

.
-
.

• .

HRM 194.2(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
[<11] - -
[<11] - P

25 1.8 P
[<11] - P
[80] - -

[<11] - -
26(24) 1.4(1.1) P

[<11] - P
19 1.4 P

[<11] - P
[<11] - P

14 1.9 P

23 2.2 P
[15] 1.5 P,(B)

[42 (36)] 2.5 P,(D)
[23] - P,(A)

[<11] - -
17 2.0 P

[<11] - P
[<11] - -

<11(<11) 3.3(2.8)
.

<11(<11) 1.4(<1.0)

<11 1.2
<11 <1.0
<11 2.6

13(13) 1.4(1.7) P
<11 1.8

<11(<11) 2.2(2.1)
14 (14) 2.7 (2.5) P

12 2.5 P
<11(<11) <1.0(1.0)
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Table 2-1. Hudson River Water Column PCBs, 1996 Monitoring Results and Statistics (1)

Date
Collected
04-Dec-96
11 -Dec-96
18-Dec-96
23-Dec-96
30-Dec-96

USGS Flow (3)
Daily Unit
(cfs) (cfs)

14,200 14,200
5,170 5,000
10,100 9,900
9,510 9,300
7,290 7,500

Temp. @
HRM 194.2
(Celsius)

6
4
5
1
1

HRM 197.0(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
<11 4.4
<11 2.9
<11 1.4
<11 1.5
<11 1.1

HRM 196.8(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)

-

HRM 194.2(2)
Total PCBs TSS Com.

(ng/l) (4) (mg/l) (5)
14(<11) 4.9(4.6) P

<11 2.0
<11(<11) 1.8(1.6)

<11 1.9
<11(<11) 1.3(1.3)

Statistical Summary (6)
No. Samples
Arith. Mean
Geom. Mean
Median
Minimum
Maximum
Std. Dev.

52 47
6,900 6,800

-
5,800 5,600
2,900 1,300
23,400 24,200
4,800 5,000

50
12
-
11
0

24
9

52 52
<11 1.9
<11 1.5
<11 1.5
<11 <1.0
<11 9.6

0 1.5 -

35 35
21 3.0
12 1.9

<11 2.0
<11 <1.0
341 20

56 3.8

51 [15] 51
15 - 2.2
14 - 1.8
12 - 2.0

<11 [<11] <1.0
56 [80] 8.7
8 - 1.6 -

U)
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Notes:
(1) Samples analyzed for PCS by capillary column using NEA Method 608CAP except as noted. Samples analyzed by USEPA Method 8081 are indicated by brackets [ ]. PCB samples analyzed

by NEA Method 608CAP have been corrected for analytical bias.
(2) HRM = Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM 194.2 are a composite of west and east channels.
(3) River flows are presented as mean daily discharge and instantaneous unit discharge for each round of sampling. Daily flow data are final from the USGS Fort Edward gaging station through

September, and prelimary October through December (as of 01-16-98). Unit discharge values are preliminary (as of 01-10-97). Instantaneous flows correspond to flows recorded by the
USGS during sampling at HRM 194.2. The qualifier "e" indicates that the daily average value was estimated by USGS due to problems with the Fort Edward gage readings

(4) Parentheses () indicate results of duplicate analysis. Brackets [ ] indicate results of Method 8081 analysis. Braces {} indicate results of archive analysis.
(5) "Com." = Comments include clarifications of sampling and analytical methods, and PCB qualifiers:

P = Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between <11 and 44 ng/l.
NA = Not analyzed
J = Sample results approximate due to excursions from data validation criteria.
UJ = Detection limit approximate due to excursions from data validation criteria.
Arch = Archived sample collected on 07/17/96 was extracted outside of holding time (08/06/96) and analyzed to verify results of original and duplicate analyses.
(B), (D), and (A) = Before, During, and After. Samples collected on September 4 before, during, and after flow was observed spilling over Bakers Falls dam. During routine hydrofacility

maintenance operations, river flow is diverted from the hydrofacility and spills over the dam.
(6) Duplicate and replicate data were not included in statistical calculations. Statistics calculated for results of Method 8081 analyses are presented in brackets [ ], and are not included with

statistics calculated for Method NEA608CAP. Means of total PCB concentrations were calculated using a value of 10.9 ng/l for results less than the detection limit (11 ng/l). Means of
TSS concentrations were calculated using a value of one-half the reported detection limit. For Method 8081 mean calculations, data collected within the same week (Sunday to Saturday)
were averaged together for one weekly value. These weekly values were then averaged together for the mean values presented in the statistical summary. Statistics for flow and
temperature were calculated from data collected on routine PCRDMP sampling dates corresponding to NEA608CAP PCB analytical data.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 30-Mar-98
i:/52/0612225/5_/96/final_ad/tlb_fig/TXPCBTSS.WB2

Page 3 of 3 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 2-2. Field Sampling PCB Quality Assurance/Quality Control

QA/QC
Sample Type Purpose

1996 PCRDMP
Results <1)

Evaluation Procedure Criteria Quan mean

Matrix spike Evaluate accuracy of PCB quantification
in the field media.

Duplicate samples are spiked with a
known quantity of analyte by the
laboratory. The percent recovery is
calculated.

Spike recoveries are expected
to be in the 70 to 130 recovery
range.

51 99.1%

Duplicate Evaluate the precision of analyses. A relative percent difference (RPD) is
calculated as:

RPD = (C1 -C2)/([C1-t-C2])/2)
where C1 is the original sample and C2 is
the duplicate sample.

The RPD is expected to be less 21 11 %
than 35%.

RPD is not calculated (NC) for 30 NC
samples and duplicates with
total PCB <11 ng/l.

Equipment blank Evaluate the effectiveness of equipment
decontamination procedures.

Detection of PCBs in the equipment blank
requires evaluation of source and
correction of contamination problem.

Detection of PCBs in the
equipment blank results in
qualification of the associated
field samples. Field sample
concentrations <5 times the
concentration of the equipment
blank are qualified with a "U."
Field sample concentrations >5
times the detection limit are
qualified with a "J."

51 <11 ng/l

<1)Data validation results.
Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Final: March 30, 1998 Page 1 of 1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 3-1 . Hudson River Water Column PCB Homolog Distributions. (1)
Upstream of Remnant Deposits - HRM 196.8 (2)

Date
Collected
19-Jan-96
24-Jan-96
31 -Jan-96
31 -Jan-96
07-Feb-96
14-Feb-96
21-Feb-96
28-Feb-96
28-Feb-96
06-Mar-96
13-Mar-96
21 -Mar-96
21 -Mar-96
28-Mar-96
03-Apr-96
10-Apr-96
17-Apr-96
17-Apr-96
24-Apr-96
01-May-96
08-May-96
15-May-96
15-May-96
22-May-96
29-May-96
05-Jun-96

. 12-Jun-96
12-Jun-96
19-Jun-96
26-Jun-96
01-Jul-96
10-Jul-96
17-Jul-96
17-Jul-96
17-Jul-96
24-Jul-96
31-Jul-96
07-Aug-96
14-Aug-96
20-Aug-96
28-Aug-96
28-Aug-96
04-Sep-96
10-Sep-96

Total PCB Comments
(ng/l) (3)

24 P,J

<11 BD

<11 BD

<11 UJ
<11 BD,UJ
<11 UJ

<11 UJ

<11 BD

<11 BD

<11 BD

11 P
<11 UJ
<11 UJ
<11 J
321 J,BD
<11 R,BD Archive

341

<11 BD
13 P

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

0.0 5.4 31.6 46.8 13.6 2.6 0.0

-

-

-

-

0.0 21.7 41.0 21.1 12.0 4.1

1.1 6.8 46.6 37.6 6.9 1.0 0.0

0.0 9.2 50.0 32.8 6.9 1.2 0.0

0.0 27.9 33.0 20.6 14.0 4.5 0.0

Notes: .
(1) Samples analyzed by capillary column using NEA Method 608CAP. PCB samples analyzed by NEA Method 608CAP have been corrected

for analytical bias.
(2) HRM = Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City.
(3) Comments include clarifications of sampling and analytical methods and PCB qualifiers:

P = Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between <11 and 44 ng/l.
J = Approximated data.
UJ = Approximated detection limit.
Archive = Archived samples collected on 07/17/96 were extracted outside of holding time (R; 08/06/96) and analyzed to verify results of

original and duplicate analysis.
BD = Blind Duplicate - a field PCB duplicate sample submitted to the laboratory without identification of field location.

Homolog groups octa-, nona- and deca-chlorinated biphenyls were not detected.
Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 30-Mar-98
i:/52/0612225/5 /96/TXHOM.WB2

Page 1 of 3 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

VO
H
03
ro



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 3-1. Hudson River Water Column PCB Homolog Distributions. (1)
Downstream of Remnant Deposits

Date
Collected
19-Jan-96
24-Jan-96
31 -Jan-96
07-Feb-96
14-Feb-96
14-Feb-96
21-Feb-96
28-Feb-96
06-Mar-96
06-Mar-96
13-Mar-96
21 -Mar-96
28-Mar-96

. 28-Mar-96
03-Apr-96
10-Apr-96
17-Apr-96
24-Apr-96
24-Apr-96
01 -May-96
08-May-96
15-May-96
22-May-96
22-May-96
29-May-96
05-Jun-96
12-Jun-96
19-Jun-96
19-Jun-96
26-Jun-96
01-Jul-96
10-Jul-96
17-Jul-96
24-Jul-96
24-Jul-96
31-Jul-96
07-Aug-96
14-Aug-96
14-Aug-96
20-Aug-96
28-Aug-96
04-Sep-96
10-Sep-96
18-Sep-96
18-Sep-96
25-Sep-96
25-Sep-96
02-Oct-96
09-Oct-96
16-Oct-96
23-Oct-96
23-Oct-96
29-Oct-96
06-Nov-96
06-Nov-96
14-NOV-96
14-Nov-96
20-Nov-96
27-Nov-96
27-Nov-96

Total PCB
(ng/i)

23
29
11
11

<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11

11
12

<11
13
13
17
18
14

<11
17
11

<11
14
19
17
21
20
31
15
12
20
17
21
56
25
26
24
19
14
23
17

<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11

13
13

<11
<11
<11

14
14
12

<11
<11

Comments
(3)

P
P,J

P
P

BD
UJ

BD

UJ
P,UJ

BD.P.UJ

P,J
P
P

BD,P
P

P
P

BD
P
P
P
P

BD,P
P

P,J
P,J

P
P

BD,P

P
P

BD, P
P
P
P
P

BD

BD

P
BD,P

BD
P

BD,P
P

BD

- HRM 194.2 (2)
Homolog Distribution (weight percent)

Mono
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

Di
16.3
2.9

18.6
8.6

25.9
22.9

5.8
5.6
4.9
5.0

19.4

13.3
18.8

15.0
17.7
18.7
22.2
22.6
12.8
13.9
4.0

17.6
20.5
17.1
3.0

24.1
19.9
19.9
17.2
21.8
17.6
12.2

27:5

32.9

8.8
7.8

20.5

Tri
32.3
29.7
29.3
30.4

29.6
27.3

24.7
41.8
40.9
40.4
35.3

40.4
35.1

32.9
30.4
32.1
39.9
41.7
47.0
36.0
37.6
35.5
29.4
27.5
44.0
33.4
39.1
41.0
37.5
32.3
39.4
39.0

28.0
30.1

39.2
37.9

'30.2

Tetra
31.4
38.9
25.3
37.1

23.7
25.9

44.8
31.7
38.3
38.2
28.8

31.3
28.5

37.3
32.1
28.9
24.0
23.8
28.3
34.1
40.8
31.8
36.1
39.5
41.0
24.5
27.8
28.2
30.5
28.7
31.3
35.7

28.0
18.3

32.0
32.3
22.9

Penta
16.8
21.8
20.5
19.1

16.2
19.1

21.4
17.4
13.6
13.8
14.2

12.2
13.8

11.7
16.2
17.3
11.8
9.8

10.0
13.2
14.6
13.0
11.6
13.1
10.2
13.7
10.4
9.7

12.3
13.8
8.9
9.5

12.3
15.2

16.9
18.1
23.4

Hexa
3.2
6.7
6.2
4.8

4.6
4.9

3.4
3.5
2.3
2.5
2.4

2.8
3.8

3.1
3.6
3.0
2.1
2.2
1.8
2.8
3.0
2.0
2.5
2.8
1.9
4.3
2.8
1.3
2.5
3.4
2.9
3.6

4.1
3:5

3.1
4.0
3.0

Hepta
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 30-Mar-98
i:/52/0812225/5 /96/TXHOM.WB2

Page 2 of 3 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 3-1. Hudson River Water Column PCB Homolog Distributions. (1)
Downstream of Remnant Deposits - HRM 194.2 (2)

Date
Collected
04-Dec-96
04-Dec-96
11 -Dec-96
18-Dec-96
18-Dec-96
23-Dec-96
30-Dec-96
30-Dec-96

Total PCB Comments
(ng/l) (3)

14 P
<11 BD
<11
<11
<11 BD
<11
<11
<11 BD

Homolog
Mono Di

0.0 4.6
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

Distribution (weight percent)
Tri Tetra

41.0 38
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

.7
-
-
-
-
-

-

Penta Hexa
13.8 2.0

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

Hepta
0.0

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

Notes:
(1) Samples analyzed by capillary column using NBA Method 608CAP. PCB samples analyzed by NEA Method 608CAP have been corrected

for analytical bias.
(2) HRM = Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM 194.2 are a

composite of west and east channels.
(3) Comments include clarifications of sampling and analytical methods and PCB qualifiers:

P = Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between <11 and 44 ng/l.
J = Approximated data.
UJ = Approximated detection limit.
BD = Blind Duplicate - a field PCB duplicate sample submitted to the laboratory without identification of field location.

Homolog groups octa-, nona- and deca-chlorinated biphenyls were not detected.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 30-Mar-98
i:/52/0612225/5 /96TTXHOM.WB2

Page 3 of 3 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 4-1. Statistical summary of water column total PCB data 1992 through 1996.

Sampling period

1996 (Jan -Dec)

1995 (Jan -Dec)

1994 (Jan -Dec)

1993 (Jan -Dec)

1992 (Mar -Dec)

Summary March 1992

Location:

Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Me'dian
Standard Deviation
Number of samples

Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard Deviation
Number of samples

Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard Deviation
Number of samples

Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic'mean
Median
Standard Deviation
Number of samples

Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard Deviation
Number of samples

throuah December 1996
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard Deviation
Number of samples

Total
HRM 197.0

<11
<11
<11
<11
<11

0
51

<11
387

18
34
12
71
32

<11
139

13
17

<11
23
35

<11
27
12
12

<11
3

51

<11
45
12
12

<11
6

37

<11
387

11
15
2

20
206

PCB Concentration
HRM 196.8

<11
341

12
. 21

<11
56
35

<11
282
24
35
21
49
33

<11
196
20
27
17
34
32

<11
259
22
31
21
39
48

<11
752
73

149
64

173
38

<11
752
30
52
25
70

186

(ng/l)
HRM 194.2

<11
56
14
15
12
8

51

<11
367
37
51
37
64
33

17
267

36
47
30
52
33

<11
1134

39
70
33

160
50

28
969
148
248
129
260
36

<11
1134

55
86
48

109
203

Final: 30-Mar-98
i:/52/0612225/5 /96/final a&TXSTAT.WB2

Page 1of2 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 4-1. Statistical summary of water column total PCB data 1992 through 1996._____________

Notes:
Statistical Calculations

Statistics were calculated using total PCB results from Method NEA608CAP analysis.- Data have been adjusted for
analytical bias.

Statistics do not include duplicate sample results.
Statistics were calculated using a value of 10.9 ng/l for concentrations less than the method detection limit.
Samples qualified with "R" using data validation criteria were not included in statistics.

Sampling and Analytical Method Clarifications
Sampling at HRM 196.8 was discontinued as of September 10, 1996.
Sampling at HRM 194.2 in 1994 included two rounds of grab sampling from the east shore because ice cover on the river

prevented routine sampling from the Route 197 bridges. Statistics exclude samples collected from shore at this location
due to concerns that concentrations may not be directly comparable with results of depth integrated composites
usually collected during sampling at these bridges.

Maximum total PCB concentration detected at HRM 194.2 in 1994 was a blind duplicate, reported above. The
concentration of the parent sample was 251 ng/l. This blind duplicate data is not included in the remaining
1994 statistics.

Results of the 1992 Shore Sample Verification Study conducted at HRM 196.8 are included as a single average value for
the dates sampled.

Sampling at HRM 194.2 in 1992 included separate sampling of east and west channels for several rounds. The statistics
include only the results of west channel sampling for these rounds.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 30-Mar-98 Page 2 of 2 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
i:/52/0612225/5_/96/final_ad/TXSTAT.WB2
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 4-2. Statistical Summary of water column PCB mass transport PCB data 1992 through 1996.

Sampling Period Location:

1 996 (January - December)
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard deviation
Number of samples

1995 (January - December)
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard deviation
Number of samples

1994 (January - December)
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard deviation
Number of samples

1993 (January - December)
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard deviation
Number of samples

1 992 (January - December)
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard deviation
Number of samples

Summary January 1992 through
Minimum
Maximum
Geometric mean
Arithmetic mean
Median
Standard deviation
Number of samples

Baseline

0.08
0.62
0.16

.0.19
0.16
0.09

51

0.03
0.34
0.09
0.10
0.08
0.07

33

0.07
0.57
0.13
0.16
0.11
0.11

35

0.06
0.74
0.13
0.18
0.10
0.19

52

0.06
0.34
0.11
0.12
0.10
0.06

50

December 1996
0.03
0.74
0.12
0.15
0.11
0.10
221

PCB Mass
HRM 197.0

0.08
0.62
0.16
0.19
0.16
0.09

51

0.03
4.51
0.15
0.39
0.12
0.88

32

0.07
1.84
0.17
0.25
0.13
0.34

35

0.06
1.37
0.14
0.21
0.10
0.26

51

0.06
1.19
0.12
0.15
0.10
0.17

48

0.03
4.51
0.15
0.24
0.12
0.35
217

Transport (kg/day)
HRM 196.8

0.08 *
3.00 *
0.19 *
0.29 *
0.16 *
0.50 *

35 *

0.09
1.26
0.19
0.24
0.16
0.23

33

0.08
1.85
0.25
0.36
0.22
0.41

32

0.06
7.41
0.26
0.69
0.16
1.36

48

0.14 *
5.61 *
0.76 *
1.22 *
0.63 *
1.22 *

38 *

0.06 *
7.41 *
0.33 *
0.56 *
0.27 *
0.74 *
186 *

HRM 194.2

0.08
0.98
0.20
0.25
0.19
0.19

51

0.10
4.28
0.30
0.54
0.25
0.90

33

0.16
5.18
0.45
0.51
0.34
0.91

33

0.10
19.47
0.45
1.61
0.28
3.89

50

0.26
8.65
1.20
1.82
1.30
1.81

47

0.08
19.47
0.52
0.95
0.47
1.54
214

Final: 30-Mar-98
i:/52/0612225/5 /96/final ad/TXMASS3.WB2

Page 1 of 2 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP

Table 4-2. Statistical Summary of water column PCB mass transport PCB data 1992 through 1996.

Notes:
Mass transport is calculated as (PCB concentration (ng/l) multiplied by daily average flow (cfs) multiplied by a conversion

factor). PCB results were obtained by analytical method NEA608CAP, corrected for analytical bias. For PCB
concentrations less than the method detection limit of 11 ng/l, a value less than the detection limit (10.9 ng/l) was
used to calculate mass transport.

Daily average flow data were obtained for the Fort Edward gaging station from the USGS. Flows through September 1996
are final published values. Flows from October through December 1996 are preliminary.

Statistics were generated for each sampling date and do not include weighting to adjust for differences in sampling
frequency or time intervals between sampling dates. Statistical results are based on the following assumptions:

- Samples qualified with "R" using data validation criteria are not included in the statistics.
- Statistics exclude two rounds of grab samples from the east shore at HRM 194.2 collected in 1994. Ice cover on

the river prevented routine sampling from the Route 197 bridges. Results of shoreline grab samples may not be
directly comparable with results of depth-integrated composite samples usually collected during sampling at
these bridges.

- Sampling at HRM 194.2 in 1992 included separate sampling of west and east channels for several rounds. The
statistics include only the results of west channel sampling for these rounds.

- Results of sample verification study conducted at HRM 196.8 in 1992 .are included as a single average value for the
dates sampled.

- Results of 1992 High Flow Monitoring are not included in these statistics.
Baseline represents the mass transport statistics for the given year calculated by substituting a value less than the

detection limit (10.9 ng/l) for all the sample dates in'a given year.
* - indicates the statistics for HRM 196.8 are based on smaller data sets than the statistics calculated for the other

sampling stations. In 1992, statistics for HRM 196.8 are based on data collected from March to December. In 1996,
statistics for HRM 196.8 are based on data collected from January to September.

Source: O'Brien & Gene Engineers, Inc.

m

Final: 30-Mar-98 Page 2 of 2 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc
i:/52/0612225/5_/96/fmal_ad/TXMASS3.WB2
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FIGURE 1-1
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY-HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
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Figure 1-2
General Electric Company

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program
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O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

High flow events with mean daily flows greater than 12.000 cfs are indicated by A • For events with flows greater than 18.000 cfs, approximate peak mean daily flows are provided In parentheses ().
Final US6S flow data are presented through September 1995. from October 1995 through December 1996 final USQS data have not been published and provisional data are presented.
' Float surveys were conducted for both the temporal water column and post construction remnant deposit monitoring programs.
* Falls typically dewatered but Intermittent flow over dam occurs. B81BA.Fh5/dm/051397
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Figure 1-3
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
1991 to 1996 PCB Water Column Monitoring Results

Updated through December 30, 1996
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Fort Edward
(HRM 194.2)

X Fort Edward
(east shore)

Note: "X" indicates sample collected from the eastern shoreline of HRM 194.2 due to ice cover on the river. Data represents results of Method NEA608CAP analysis.
MDL = 11 ng/l, PQL = 44 ng/l, Q = yearly quarter. PCB data has been adjusted for analytical biases.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 16-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5_/96reporVfinal_ad/PCBVST6R.WB2
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Figure 1-4
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
1995 to 1996 PCB Water Column Monitoring Results
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Note: Triangle indicates average of west and east channel samples from HRM 194.2 collected during transect study (09/17/96). Data represents results of Method
NEA608CAP analysis, except where circles indicate results from Method 8081 analyses. MDL = 11 ng/I, PQL = 44 ng/l. Method NEA608CAP PCB data has been
corrected for analytical biases.
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Figure 3-1

General Electric Company - Hudson River Project
1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring

Statistical Comparison of 1996 PCB Data by Sample Location
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Note: Statistics were calculated using PCB analytical results from Method NEA608CAP. Method Detection Limit =11 ng/l; Practical Quantitation Limit:
44 ng/l. For PCB results reported below the detection limit, a value below the detection limit (10.9 ng/l) was used to calculate the statistics. Samples
collected between January 19 and December 30,1996. Data have been corrected for analytical bias.
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Figure 3-2
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Water Column Homolog Distributions
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Note: Homolog distributions are presented for total PCB concentrations greater than the Practical Quantitation Limit
(44 ng/l) for the sampling period 01/19/96 to 12/30/96. The Aroclor 1242 distribution was obtained from NEA
Laboratories (3/93) and is presented for reference purposes. Data have been corrected for analytical bias.
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Figure 3-3
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Congener Distributions - HRM 196.8 and HRM 194.2
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Figure 4-1
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Transport at HRM 194.2 Summer Low Flow (June to September)
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Note: Mass transport is calculated as PCB concentrations (ng/l) times USGS daily average flow (cfs) times a conversion factor. Mass transport is presented as the
average for the summer low flow sampling period for each year. USGS flow data was measured at the Fort Edward gaging station. USGS published flow values were
averaged for the summer low flow sampling period for each year. Data qualified with "R" using data validation criteria are not included in statistics. PCB concentrations
were obtained from Method NEA608CAP analyses corrected for analytical bias. Baseline values were calculated using total PCB concentration of 10.9 ng/l. Baseline
PCB mass transport is indicated by the unshaded portion of each bar. [1] indicates inferred collapse of the Alien Mill gate (9/91). [2] indicates implementation of source
control measures (winter 1992-1993). [3] indicates initiation of hydrofacility operations at Bakers Falls which have changed the hydrology of the river in the vicinity of
Bakers Falls (12/95).
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Figure 4-2
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
PCB Geometric Mean +/- 95% Confidence Interval for Selected Time Periods
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Notes: Statistics were calculated using PCB analytical results from Method NEA608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias. Method Detection Limit
(MDL) = 11 ng/l; Practical Quantitation Limit = 44 ng/l. For values below the MDL, a value of 10.9 ng/l was used to calculate statistics.
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Figure 4-3
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Estimated Daily Water Column PCB Mass Transport in Remnant Region
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Note: PCB data obtained from Method NEA608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias. USGS flow data are preliminary (01/30/97). Estimated daily mass
transport based on weekly PCRDMP PCB data and USGS daily average flow at the Fort Edward gaging station for the date sampled. For sample dates between
5/15/97 and 6/5/97, the sum of flows measured at two gaging stations upstream of Fort Edward have been used due to problems with the Fort Edward data (see
Appendix D). For samples collected at the same station within the same week, mass transport data were averaged together for one weekly value. For PCB values less
than the Method Detection Limit (11 ng/l), a value of 10.9 ng/l was used to calculate mass transport. HRM 197.0 was less than the detection limit throughout 1996.
The mass transport at HRM 197.0 therefore represents the lowest mass, or baseline, evaluated by this approach.
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Figure 4-4
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Box Plot Statistical Analysis of Total PCB Concentrations at HRM 194.2: 1993-1996
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Note: Statistics were calculated using analytical bias corrected PCB results from Method NEA608CAP. Method detection limit = 11 ng/l. Practical Quantitation limit = 44 ng/l.
For values reported below the method detection limit, a value of 10.9 ng/l was used to calculate the statistics. Box plots provide a summary of seven statistical components
(see legend). When the notches of any two boxes overlap vertically, the medians are not statistically different at the 95% confidence level (Reckhow and Chapra 1983).
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Figure 4-5
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Overall Trends Analysis

A. Raw PCB data (Method NEA608CAP).
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Figure 4-6
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Comparison of Flow, PCB, and TSS Data at HRM 194.2

a. Flow vs PCB Concentration
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Note: Provisional flow data provided by USGS. Flows for the period between 05/15/96 and 06/05/96 are presented
as the sum of flows measured at two stations upstream of Fort Edward (Appendix D). PCBs analyzed by method
NEA608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias. For PCB and TSS data less than the method detection
limits, a value of one-half the detection limit is presented.

O'Brien & Cere Engineers, Inc. 10-Mar-98 1:52/0612244/5 /96/TXPCBTSS.WB2

321712



J

to

W

10.0

Figure 4-7
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
1996 Water Column TSS Concentrations

Feb Mar Apr May ' Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov ' Dec
0.0

HRM 197.0 HRM 194.2

Notes: TSS analyzed by USEPA Method 160.2. Sample and duplicate results are averaged together. TSS concentrations reported below the detection limit (1.0
mg/l) are reported as one-half the detection limit (0.5 mg/l)
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Appendix A. Evaluation of PCB sources using capillary column congener data

Analysis of PCBs using a capillary column analytical method has provided
valuable information for "fingerprinting" potential PCB sources in the upper
Hudson River based on characterization of PCB composition. This appendix
provides the background of PCB source identification presented in previous
PCRDMP reports (O'Brien & Gere 1996a, 1995a, 1994a, 1993a) as outlined
below.

• PCB chemistry
• PCB capillary column analytical method

gas chromatography
identification of PCB congeners

• Method detection limit studies
- Total PCB method detection limits

Congener method detection limits
• Evaluation of PCB composition

Evaluation of homolog and congener distributions
detection limits for evaluating PCB composition in Hudson River
samples

• Source identification techniques
PCB composition of Aroclor standards
PCB composition of potential sources to the Hudson River
Comparison of water column PCB composition with potential sources

• PCB dynamics in the remnant deposit region of the upper Hudson River.

PCB chemistry

PCBs are a class of chlorinated, aromatic hydrocarbons consisting of two
bonded six-carbon rings (biphenyl molecule) to which one or more chlorines are
bonded at ten available sites. PCBs with the same number of chlorines on a
biphenyl molecule are referred to as homologs. Members of the same homolog
group are isomers. For example, 2-chlorobiphenyl and 6-chlorobiphenyl are
monochlorobiphenyl isomers. That is, each molecule contains one chlorine
bonded to different positions on the biphenyl molecule. The isomers in all of the
homologs are genetically referred to as congeners. There are a total of 209
possible PCB congeners.

Final: March 30, 1998
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PCBs are also identified by the position of the chlorine atoms relative to the
carbon-carbon bond. Ortho substituted PCBs are those having one or more
chlorine atoms attached to the available sites closest to the carbon-carbon bond.
Meta substitution refers to chlorine occupation of the second available sites
from the carbon-carbon bond in both-the clockwise and counter clockwise
direction. A para substituted PCB contains a chlorine atom at the site opposite
the carbon-carbon bond on either of the six carbon rings.

PCBs were sold in the United States as commercial mixtures under the trade
nameAroclors. Specific Aroclor mixtures contain characteristic PCB homolog
and congener distributions (Table A-l). These characteristic distributions are
useful in source identification by providing a "fingerprint", or signature, of
PCBs originating from potential sources.

PCBs exposed in the environment can be altered, changing the signature of the
original mixture. Environmental alteration of PCBs may occur due to several
environmental processes:

• Weathering occurs as volatilization, solubilization, or photolysis.
Volatilization and solubilization result in preferential losses of lightly
chlorinated PCBs (mono- and dichlorobiphenyls). These losses are
recognized by elevated weight percent composition of higher chlorinated
PCBs compared to commercial mixtures. In contrast, photolysis results in
dechlorination of more highly chlorinated PCBs (Brown et al. 1987a,b).

• Reductive dechlorination results in loss of heavily chlorinated meta and
para substituted PCBs (Abramowicz 1990; Brown et al. 1987a,b).

• Biodegradation results in loss of lightly chlorinated PCBs which is
recognized by specific peak losses which can be attributed to known
processes. Losses can occur at a greater extent than would be expected due
to volatilization and solubilization or photolysis (Abramowicz 1990; Brown
etal. 1987a,b).

The cumulative effects of these processes result in distinct PCB signatures,
which differ from the original commercial Aroclor mixtures.

Final: March 30, 1998
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Analysis of PCBs by capillary column method

Analysis of PCBs by capillary column method provides advanced quantification
of PCBs in environmental matrices (Figure A-l). The level of congener
resolution provides sufficient information to characterize the signature of PCBs
and facilitate source identification. This analysis is performed by Northeast
Analytical, Inc. (NBA) using Method NEA608-CAP.

Recent research identified analytical biases in the quantification of PCB
congener data generated by Method NEA608CAP (HydroQual 1997). These
analytical biases resulted from error in the original calibration of the PCB
standard used in the NEA608CAP (calibration error), and from coeluting mixed
peak deconvolution assumptions used for Hudson River samples (coelution
error). Calibration error and coelution error correction factors were developed
to adjust the PCB data for the analytical biases inherent in Method
NEA608CAP (HydroQual 1997). These correction factors have been applied
to PCB analytical data collected from the Hudson River (O'Brien & Gere
1997a).

Gas chromatography.
The gas chromatography instrumentation used to analyze samples for PCBs
consisted of a Varian Model 3400 Gas Chromatograph (GC) equipped with
capillary on-column injection, temperature programmable oven, Model 8000
automatic sampler, and fast time constant electron capture detector (BCD). A
data system (Dynamic Solutions, Maxima Work station) for chromatographic
operations and integration of detector signal was interfaced to the GC. Output
from the GC system was processed into a real time chromatogram and a sample
specific report that included peak identification, retention time, peak name,
integrated peak area, amount of solution, homolog concentrations, and sample
amount The data packages include PCB chromatograms and congener reports
for each sample (Appendix F). Each package includes a separate quality
assurance/quality control (QA/QC) data summary report, detailing QA/QC data
for spikes, USEPA check samples, duplicates, and method blanks.

Identification of PCB congeners.
Extensive research has been performed to identify the PCB congeners that
correspond to each of the 118 peaks eluted on the DB-1 capillary column
utilized in this method (Figure A-2). Several peaks contain two or three
congeners that coelute as a single peak. In standard PCB mixtures (e.g.
Aroclors), the amount of each congener in coeluting peaks has been analyzed
(NBA 1990). hi environmentally altered PCBs, the relative proportions of

Final: March 30, 1998
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congeners in a given peak may be different from the standards. However, this
information is sufficient to allow rehable calculation of total PCB concentrations
and PCB homolog distributions. In addition, key congeners (or congener
groups) can be tracked, allowing evaluation of PCB sources in the river which
are characterized using the same technique. Further details on the analytical
method are provided in the QAPP (O'Brien & Gere 1992).

Recent research identified analytical biases in the quantification of PCB
congener data generated by Method NEA608CAP (HydroQual 1997; Frame et
al 1996). These analytical biases resulted from error in the original calibration
of the PCB standard used in the NEA608CAP (calibration error), and from
coeluting mixed peak deconvolution assumptions used for Hudson River
samples (coelution error). Calibration error and coelution error correction
factors were developed to adjust the PCB data for the analytical biases inherent
in Method NEA608CAP (HydroQual 1997). These correction factors have been
applied to PCB analytical data collected from the Hudson River prior to
September 1, 1997 (O'Brien & Gere 1997). Since September 1, 1997, NBA
has corrected the calibration standard used in Method NEA608CAP, and
coelution error correction factors are subsequently applied to the laboratory PCB
data results obtained from Hudson River samples (O'Brien & Gere 1997).

Method detection limit studies - Method NEA608-CAP

Method detection limit studies describe the limitations of the analytical method
in evaluating PCB quantification and composition. Both total PCB and
congener PCB method detection limit studies for the method NEA608-CAP
have been performed using organic-free laboratory reagent water. The method
detection limit studies were performed before analytical biases were corrected.

Total PCB method detection limit study.
A method detection limit study was conducted by NEA to evaluate the lowest
detectable total PCBs concentration that could be reliably achieved in one-liter
water samples collected from the Hudson River (O'Brien & Gere 1993b). The
method detection limit study was performed using organic-free water samples
spiked with PCBs in accordance with 40 CFR Part 136. The method detection
limit (MDL) is defined as the minimum concentration of a substance that can be
measured and reported with 99 percent confidence that the analyte concentration
is greater than zero. The MDL is estimated from analysis of a sample in a given
matrix containing the analyte. A practical quantitation limit (PQL) was derived

Final: March 30, 1998
(i:52\0612225\5_\96rpt\final_ad\apa_hud.wpd)

A-4 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

321719



GE - Hudson River - 1996 PCRDMP Appendix A

from the method detection limit. The PQL is defined as the lowest concentration
that can be reliably achieved within specified limits of precision and accuracy
during routine laboratory operations.

The results of the method detection limit study indicated an average method
detection limit value of 7.7 ng/1. The laboratory elevated the method detection
limit for reporting purposes to 11 ng/1 to account for potential matrix
interferences within Hudson River water. The PQL, based on this method
detection limit, was set at 44 ng/1. In samples collected for the PCRDMP,
concentrations of PCBs which are between the method detection limit and PQL
(from 11 to 44 ng/1) are considered estimates and results are reported with a "P"
qualifier. The homolog and congener distributions may be less accurate at these
low levels due to decreased sensitivity of lower chlorinated congeners close to
the detection limit, as discussed below.

Congener specific method detection limit study.
A separate method detection limit study was conducted to evaluate the detection
limits of 115 individual and coeluting congeners detected by the DB-1 capillary
column (O'Brien & Gere 1995a, Figure A-3). A comparison of the mean
method detection limits for the homologs indicates that the method detection
limit for monochlorobiphenyl is approximately five times higher than the mean
method detection limits for the other homologs (Figure A-4). The lowest
homolog method detection limits were observed for penta- and
hexachlorobiphenyls. These differences are due to the sensitivity of the BCD
which responds to the presence of chlorine. As a result, higher chlorinated
congeners are detected at lower concentrations than lower chlorinated congeners.
At concentrations above the PQL these sensitivity differences are negligible.

The results of the congener specific method detection limit study have important
consequences for the detection of signature patterns of PCBs at low
concentrations. As the concentration of samples approach the method detection
limits of individual congeners it is anticipated that the signature would become
distorted. For example, an Aroclor 1242 signature would appear to contain
higher weight percents of penta- and hexachlorobiphenyls due to the inability to
detect the lower chlorinated congeners. Likewise, low concentrations of
environmentally altered samples containing elevated weight percents of
monochlorobiphenyl would not be detected thereby misrepresenting the actual
signature of the PCBs present.

Results of the congener specific method detection limit study indicate that the
utility of capillary column analysis is not realized at PCB concentrations near
the method detection limit. Therefore, interpretation of capillary column data
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should include recognition of these limitations and interpretations should be
restricted to concentrations where signature recognition is possible. The PQL
of 44 ng/1 established for total PCB quantitation appears technically justifiable
as a limit for signature recognition, as well.

Evaluation of PCB composition in Hudson River water samples

The PCB composition of Hudson River water samples was evaluated using a
three step approach:

• To evaluate the original composition of water column PCBs, the
composition of PCBs in water column upstream and downstream of the
remnant deposits were compared to those of commercial Aroclor mixtures.

• The composition of PCBs of potential source materials in the remnant
deposit region of the river were identified and compared with commercial
Aroclors.

• Water column PCB composition was-compared to potential PCB source
materials

Evaluation of homolog and congener data was restricted to samples with
concentrations greater than the PQL (44 ng/1) due to uncertainties in pattern
recognition at lower concentrations. The results of low concentration PCRDMP
water column data collected from 1992 through 1996 are consistent with the
results of the congener method detection limit study, discussed above. The
congener distributions of low concentration water column samples, below the
PQL of 44 ng/1, become distorted and appear to contain higher weight percent
composition of higher chlorinated congeners than samples with higher total PCB
concentrations (O'Brien& Gere 1993a, 1994a, 1995a, 1996a). Monochloro-
biphenyls were not detected in total PCB concentrations near the PQL (Figure
A-4). Thus, increases in weight percent composition of tri- and
tetrachlorobiphenyls at concentrations below the PQL are believed to be an
artifact of analytical sensitivity differences.

PCB composition of Hudson River water compared to commercial Aroclor
mixtures.
Characteristic homolog and congener distributions were identified for
commercial Aroclor mixtures of PCBs (Figure A-5). Aroclor 1242 is
distinguished by the presence of primarily tri- and tetrachlorobiphenyls. The
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PCB composition of water column samples collected at Fort Edward
(HRM 194.2) generally resembles unaltered Aroclor 1242. The composition of
PCBs has been consistent both upstream and downstream of the remnant
deposits (O'Brien & Gere 1995a).

PCB composition of potential sources in the remnant deposit region of the
Hudson River.
The composition of PCBs was evaluated by comparing homolog and congener
distributions of water column samples with those of potential source materials
from Queensbury, the Bakers Falls source(s), remnant deposits, and former
outfall 004. PCB compositions of these potential PCB sources were evaluated
for evidence of changes in composition due to exposure of PCBs to the
environment including site-specific physical and chemical processes
(weathering), and biological processes (aerobic biodegradation and anaerobic
dechlorination). Therefore, changes in PCB composition as evident in homolog
and congener distributions were used to characterize different PCB sources.

Source upstream of the background sampling station (HRM 197.0). A recent
investigation of sediment in the vicinity of Queensbury identified a
composition consisting of altered Aroclor 1242 (O'Brien & Gere 1995c).
Queensbury data were used as reference for the background monitoring
station (HRM197.0), but the typical absence of detectable PCBs in the
water column at this station indicate that this was a minor PCB source in the
remnant deposit region of the river. PCB composition of this source has not
been evaluated further.

•Source(s) upstream of the remnant deposits. Remedial investigation of the
Bakers Falls source(s) in 1993 identified the PCB composition of source
materials as predominantly unaltered Aroclor 1242 (O'Brien & Gere
1994a,b). Data collected from the sampling station upstream of the
remnant deposits (HRM 196.8) indicate that the Bakers Falls source(s)
consists predominantly of Aroclor 1242 that has not been altered or
degraded by environmental processes. This is unusual because it is
common for PCB homolog and congener distributions to change when
exposed to the environment over extended periods, due to weathering and
bioalteration. Therefore, the similarity of PCBs in samples collected near
Bakers Falls to that of unaltered Aroclor 1242 is significant because it
allows the "fingerprinting" of the PCBs in the river originating from this
source (O'Brien & Gere 1993b).

The remnant deposits. Historic PCB composition data, although limited,
identified PCBs in remnant deposits as an altered Aroclor 1242 pattern
(Canonie Environmental 1990) likely due to environmental weathering and
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bioalteratioa The remnant deposits were buried sediment in the river until
the removal of the Fort Edward dam in 1973, hence, these PCBs show
evidence of environmental weathering and bioalteratipn as observed in other
Hudson River sediments. Unfortunately, detailed PCB composition data for
the remnant deposits is not available since characterization conducted in
association with the remnant deposits containment consisted of low-
resolution packed column gas chromatography instead of high-resolution
capillary column gas chromatography. Therefore, PCB concentrations were
reported as Aroclors rather than congeners.

Former outfall 004. Sediment investigations in the vicinity of former outfall
004 identified a range of PCB compositions consisting of mixtures of
Aroclor 1242 and 1248 or 1254 (Dames & Moore 1994; O'Brien & Gere
1995b). Evaporated or leached Aroclor 1242 can be difficult to distinguish
from Aroclor 1248 (Brown and Abramowicz 1996). The mixture identified
at former outfall 004 differs from the principal PCB composition found in
the water column, suggesting that the former outfall 004 remnant deposit
is not supplying significant PCB load to the river. It is difficult to quantify
the PCB contribution to the water column from the former outfall 004 area.
PCBs at this site are believed to be altered Aroclor 1242 and 1254 (Brown
era/1987a,b)

Comparison of PCRDMP data with potential sources materials.
Homolog distributions of water column samples collected for the PCRDMP
were similar to Aroclor 1242 (primarily tri- and tetra-chlorobiphenyls), from
Bakers Falls to the sampling station downstream of the remnant deposits. The
overall consistency of homolog and congener distributions between the sampling
stations upstream and downstream of the remnant deposits suggests that a single
type of PCB source in the river, located upstream of the remnant deposits, is the
primary source of PCB in this reach of the river.

Monitoring conducted by others (Tofflemire 1984; Harza 1992a,b) prior to
1992 had inferred the presence of a PCB source upstream of the remnant
deposits. Following the 1992 post-construction monitoring period, the presence
of the source was confirmed from results of congener PCB analyses which
identified the water column PCBs as an unaltered Aroclor 1242 pattern. The
unaltered Aroclor 1242 pattern in the vicinity of the remnant deposits
corresponded with patterns found in samples from the Bakers Falls source(s)
area.

Water column homolog and congener distributions of samples collected at the
Fort Edward sampling station (HRM 194.2) were consistent between 1992 and
1996, resembling an unaltered Aroclor 1242 pattern. Water column congener
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results have been in contrast to those anticipated if the remnant deposits had
been the primary contributor of PCBs to the water column. Historic samples
identified the PCBs buried in upper river sediments to contain primarily mono-
and dichlorobiphenyls (O'Brien & Gere 1991, 1993a) characteristic of
biological alteration. Such alteration results in selective meta and para
dechlorination producing a unique composition with elevated ortho substituted
congeners which is not found in commercial mixtures (Brown et al. 1987a;
Brown etal. 1987b; Brown etal. 1984).

While these data alone are insufficient to conclusively determine the PCB
composition of the remnant deposits, they do show alteration patterns of PCBs
from the remnant deposits that are inconsistent with the unaltered PCB
composition found in the water column (O'Brien & Gere 1993a). If the remnant
deposits were actively contributing PCBs to the water column, PCB congener
patterns through this region of the river should resemble that found in the
remnant deposits. As such, the remnant deposits do not appear to be a
significant source of PCBs observed in the water column.

PCB Dynamics in the remnant deposits region of the upper Hudson River

Consistent increases in PCB concentrations have been observed between
sampling stations upstream and downstream of the remnant deposits (HRM
196.8 and HRM 194.2, respectively [reach 9]). PCRDMP monitoring
conducted from 1992 through 1995 indicated PCB concentrations downstream
of the remnant deposits (HRM 194.2) were approximately two times higher than
the concentrations upstream (HRM 196.8; O'Brien & Gere 1996a). In 1995,
geometric means for these two stations were 35 and 20 ng/1, respectively
(O'Brien & Gere 1996a). This simple evaluation of the monitoring data could
be interpreted as an indication that the remnant deposits are a significant source
of PCBs to the Hudson River. However, as discussed below, a review of the
complete data set does not support such an interpretation. Due to concerns for
the representativeness of data collected at the HRM 196.8 sampling station,
sampling was discontinued at this station in September 1996, following
approval by USEPA (1996).

Little or no changes in PCB composition occur as -water flows through
reach 9. PCBs in the water column at the upstream and downstream stations
in reach 9 have nearly identical composition that is similar to that of Aroclor
1242 (O'Brien & Gere 1996a). PCB composition data from the remnant deposit
sediments are different from water column data in that the PCBs have been
dechlorinated, although composition data are limited. If the remnant deposits
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were responsible for the observed concentration increase, then a noticeable shift
in PCB composition would be expected to occur as the river passed by the
remnant deposits. This shift does not occur (O'Brien & Gere 1996a).

Upstream and downstream loadings in reach 9 appear correlated. The
apparent PCB mass loading to the river between HRM 196.8 and HRM 194.2
(e.g., the remnant deposits including outfall 004 area) varied as the mass loading
from upstream of the monitoring point HRM 196.8 varied (between HRM 197.0
and 196.8). Generally, as upstream source loading increases, the apparent
loading from the remnant deposits increased (O'Brien & Gere 1994a, 1995 a).

Given the current understanding of PCB loading from the upstream sources, it
is not clear physically why increases in PCB inputs in the area of the remnant
deposits occurred at the same time increases at the upstream sources occurred.
These sources would be expected to behave independently. Instead, the
observed dependent loading suggested that source(s) upstream of the remnant
deposits were responsible for PCB loading observed at both locations. The
increase observed between HRM 196.8 and HRM 194.2 likely reflected
underestimation of the mass loading at HRM 196.8 rather than loading
originating from the remnant deposits. Such underestimation may be caused by
incomplete mixing of the PCBs over the river cross-section and the manner of
sampling (O'Brien & Gere 1995a, 1996b).
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Table A-1. Homolog composition of commercial PCB Aroclors

Homolog
Biphenyl
Mono-CB
Di-CB
Tri-CB
Tetra-CB
Penta-CB
Hexa-CB
Hepta-CB
Octa-CB
Nona-CB
Deca-CB

#CI
0
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

Aroclor Homolog Distribution
1016

0.6
22.3
54.5
22.3
0.3

-
-

-
-

1221

51.4
39.8
6.5
1.8
0.3
0.1

0.05

-
-

1232

27.2
30.6
24.2
14.2
3.1
0.6
0.1

0.02
-
-

1242

;
17.7
48.0
28.1
5.2

0.95
0.02

-
-

(weight percent)
1248 1254

:
1.3

23.6
54.4
15.9
3.9
0.9
0.1

-
-

:
0.4
1..8

19.2
50.4
24.4
3.6
0.2

0.01
-

1260
-

-
0.04
2.3

12.1
36.7
39.0
9.5
0.4

-
Note: CB= Chlorobiphenyl; Cl = chlorine
Homolog distributions obtained by Method NEA608CAP analysis (March 1993). Data

have been corrected for calibration bias.

Source: Northeast Analytical, Inc.
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Figure A-1
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Figure A-2
PCB Analysis Scheme:

Modification of U.S. ERA Green Bay
Mass Balance Methodology
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Figure A-3

Congener Method Detection Limit Study
Northeast Analytical, Inc.
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Mean Homolog Detection Limits
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Figure A-5
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Congener Distributions - Aroclor Standards
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Figure A-6
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1992-1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Average Congener Distributions - HRM 196.8 and HRM 194.2
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Appendix B. Additional Hudson River water column data collected in 1996

Additional water column data were collected during 1996 to provide
information in support of PCRDMP objectives. This appendix provides a
synopsis of the purpose, methods, and results/discussion of these additional
investigations. The organization of this appendix is outlined below.

• PCB concentrations at the base of Bakers Falls
• Hydrofacility maintenance operations
• Fort Edward (FED) transect study
• PCB concentrations in Thompson Island Pool

In addition, water column data generated by different PCB analytical methods
were compared to evaluate data collected from different sources.

PCB concentrations at the base of Bakers Falls

Samples were collected at the base of Bakers Falls to identify potential
source(s) of water column PCBs in the vicinity of the Bakers Falls.

Methods and materials
Two locations were sampled by Dames & Moore at the base of Bakers Falls
consisting of plunge pool and boat launch samples (Figure B-l). Plunge pool
samples were collected for 29 rounds of sampling conducted from July 10,
1996 through December 11,1996. Boat launch samples were collected for
four rounds of sampling conducted from December 11 through 30, 1996.
Plunge pool and boat launch samples were collected as grab samples
approximately two to three feet from the river bed. Sampling was performed
according to site specific health & safety and work plans (Dames & Moore
1996a,b).

Samples were analyzed for total PCBs by Method NEA608CAP (NBA 1990),
and total suspended solids (TSS) by USEPA Method 160.2 (USEPA 1983).

Final: March 17,1998
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Results and discussion
PCB concentrations at the plunge pool ranged from < 11 to 1,453 ng/1, and
at the boat launch PCB concentrations ranged from 18 to 121 ng/1 (Table B-
1, Figure B-2; General Electric 1996). The variability of PCB
concentrations detected in the plunge pool water decreased to between
12 ng/1 and 34 ng/1 following initiation of river bed seep collection in the
plunge pool on September 24, 1996 (Figure B-2). Data collected from the
plunge pool and boat launch on the same day suggest that results from these
two sampling stations are not directly comparable. PCB concentrations at
the base of Bakers Falls (plunge pool and boat launch) were statistically
higher than water column PCB concentrations detected at HRM 194.2
(Figure B-3).

TSS concentrations at the plunge pool ranged from less than 1.0 to 14 mg/1
and at the boat launch TSS concentrations ranged from less than 1.0 to 1.8
mg/1 (Table B-l; General Electric 1996).

Data collected at the plunge pool and boat launch are useful for
characterizing the composition of PCB source(s) in this region of the river.
The PCB composition of samples collected at the base of Bakers Falls
resembled an unaltered Aroclor 1242 with some minor variation in congener
composition (Figures B-4 through B-7). The similarity of PCB composition
in samples collected near Bakers Falls to unaltered Aroclor 1242 allows the
"fingerprinting" of PCBs in the river originating from this source (Appendix
A). These data are consistent with previous data collected in the vicinity of
the Bakers Falls source(s) (O'Brien & Gere 1996), indicating that the
Bakers Falls source(s) continue to contribute PCBs to the water column.

Data collected at the plunge pool and boat launch are not sufficient to
estimate PCB mass loading from the Bakers Falls source(s) directly. The
data is an inaccurate representation of PCB mass loading from the source
area due to sampling limitations. Specifically, the intermittent flows over the
falls during low flow due to hydrofacility operation (discussed in Section
B.2) complicate interpretation of PCB loading. Also, the proximity of the
sampling location to the source(s) area limits the potential for complete
mixing of PCBs migrating from the source(s) in this region of the river.
These interferences reduce the accuracy of the data representing loading
from the source area. Similar limitations were observed with samples
collected at HRM 196.8 in previous years (Appendix A). As such, the data
collected at the plunge pool and boat launch are not considered
representative of overall water column PCB concentrations in the river and
not useful for estimating PCB loading from the source(s) accurately.

Final: March 17,1998 B-2 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Hydrofacility maintenance operations

Samples were collected to evaluate the potential impact of hydrofacility
maintenance operations on water column PCB transport in the vicinity of
Bakers Falls. The results of these sampling activities are described in detail
below.

Methods and materials
Hydrofacility operations divert flow around Bakers Falls, discharging water
along the west shore of the river below the falls (Figure B-l). As a
consequence of hydrofacility water use, Bakers Falls is typically dewatered
during low flow periods. However, routine maintenance of facility debris
collection screens interrupts hydrofacility operations and causes water to
flow over the falls for approximately '/z hour at 3 to 4 day intervals during
low flow periods. Additional maintenance is required during spring high
flow periods and the fall (AHDC 1996).

Samples were collected on September 4, 1996, from three sampling stations
(HRM 197.0, HRM 194.2, and HRM 188.5) to represent water parcels
flowing down the river before, during and after completion of maintenance
operations. Timing of sample collection was based on time of travel
calculations using real-time river stage discharge readings obtained from the
USGS Fort Edward gaging station. Inaccurate instantaneous flows were
obtained due to partial equipment failure at the USGS gaging station during
sampling. Therefore, samples collected at HRM 188.5 did not match the
intended parcels of water. Instead, rounds 1 and 2 represent before hydro
facility maintenance operations and round 3 represents during hydro facility
maintenance operations.

Samples collected at HRM 197.0 and HRM 194.2 were analyzed for PCBs
by USEPA Method 8081 (USEPA 1986) and samples collected at HRM
188.5 were analyzed for PCBs by Method NEA608CAP (NBA 1990).
Samples from the three locations were also analyzed for TSS by USEPA
Method 160.2 (USEPA 1983).

Results and discussion
Concentrations increased following initiation of hydrofacility operations and
inundation of Bakers Falls (Table B-2). Highly variable flows during hydro

Final: March 17, 1998
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facility operation monitoring complicate further interpretation of data
(Appendix C, Figure C-45).

Method 8081 analytical results identified the PCB composition as an Aroclor
1242 for samples collected at Plunge Pool and HRM 194.2 (Table B-l).
Altered Aroclor 1242 PCB composition was identified in samples collected
at HRM 188.5 (Table B-3).

Additional evaluation of the potential impact of hydrofaciliry maintenance
operations on water column PCB transport in the vicinity of Bakers Falls is
scheduled for 1997 (O'Brien & Gere 1997).

Fort Edward (FED) transect study

The FED transect sampling was conducted as a component of the Hudson
River PCB DNAPL Transport and Water Column Monitoring Study -
Sampling and Analysis Plan (HydroQual and O'Brien & Gere 1996). The
FED transect study was conducted on September 17, 1996 to evaluate the
representativeness of data collected from PCRDMP sampling stations and to
refine the estimates of PCB transport through the remnant deposit region.

Methods and materials
The FED transect consisted of six sampling stations located downstream of
the remnant deposits, approximately 1500 feet upstream of the routine Fort
Edward sampling station at HRM 194.2 (Figure B-8). Temporal composite
samples were collected at the six stations of the FED transect over an 8-hour
sampling period. During.the same 8-hour sampling period hourly, vertically
integrated composites were collected separately from the east and west river
channels at the routine Fort Edward sampling station (HRM 194.2).
Samples were collected at the FED transect and HRM 194.2 sampling
locations to represent the same parcel of water as it traveled downstream.
Sampling was based on time of travel estimates.

Samples were collected according to the work plan submitted to USEPA and
NYSDEC in August 1996 (HydroQual and O'Brien & Gere 1996).
Procedures contained in the work plan were consistent with the sampling and
analysis plan prepared for the PCRDMP (O'Brien & Gere 1992a,b,c; 1995;
1996). Transect samples were analyzed for PCBs by Method NEA608-
CAP (NBA 1990) and TSS by USEPA Method 160.2 (USEPA 1983).
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Results and discussion
PCB concentrations at the FED transect were at or less than the method
detection limit (11 ng/1) at five of the six sampling stations (Table B-4). PCB
results from the sample and blind duplicate collected at the sixth sampling
station, located near the east shore, averaged 16 ng/1. TSS concentrations
across the transect ranged from less than 1.0 mg/1 to 1.3 mg/1. The average
PCB concentration of eight hourly composites collected from the east channel
at HRM 194.2 was 15 ng/1. Samples from the west channel at HRM 194.2
averaged 11 ng/1. TSS averaged less than 1.0 mg/1 in the west channel, and
2.2 mg/1 in the east channel.

The PCB composition of the FED transect samples resemble an unaltered
Aroclor 1242 (Table B-5). Detailed evaluation of PCB composition using
homolog and congener distributions is not possible due to total PCB
concentrations that are below the practical quantitation limit (PQL = 44 ng/1).
Detection limit differences of individual congeners reduces the reliability of
PCB composition evaluations at total PCB concentrations less than the PQL
(Appendix A).

Results of this transect sampling event indicated that mean PCB
concentrations (Table B-4) and flow weighted mass transport estimates were
approximately equivalent at the routine monitoring station and the transect.
The transect sampling data are considered to provide a more detailed
evaluation of water column PCB concentrations downstream of the remnant
deposits than the PCRDMP data due to the more intensive sampling involved.
The results of this transect event confirm that sampling at HRM 194.2 was
representative of mean PCB concentrations in the river during the low flow
conditions sampled.

PCB concentrations in Thompson Island Pool

Samples were collected weekly at Thompson Island Dam (HRM 188.5) to
evaluate the water column concentrations of PCBs in Thompson Island Pool,
the first pooled area downstream of the remnant deposits. Additional studies
conducted in 1996 investigated the representativeness of data collected at the
weekly sampling station (TIP transect sampling) and potential source(s) of
anomalous PCB loading in Thompson Island Pool (TIP time of travel
surveys; O'Brien & Gere 1998).
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Methods and materials
Samples were collected at the west dam abutment of the west channel at
Thompson Island Dam (HRM 188.5) along with each round of PCRDMP
sampling conducted in 1996 (Figure B-8). In addition, two rounds each of
transect sampling and time of travel surveys were conducted in 1996, as
described in the 1996-1997 Thompson Island Pool Studies Data Summary
Report (O'Brien & Gere 1998).

Sample collection at the HRM 188.5 sampling station was conducted
according to the methods described in the PCRDMP field sampling plan and
addendum, QAPP, and health and safety plan (O'Brien & Gere 1992a,b, c;
1996). Samples were analyzed for total PCBs by Method NEA608 CAP (NEA
1990) and for TSS by USEPA Method 160.2 (USEPA 1983). •

Results and discussion

PCB concentrations
PCB concentrations in surface water samples collected at Thompson Island
Dam during 1996 ranged from 13 to 271 ng/1 (Table B-l, Figures B-9 and
B-10). Seasonal trends occur in Thompson Island Pool water column PCB
concentrations. In 1996, water column concentrations during winter decreased
to near the detection limit with occasional increases occurring during spring
high flow period (Figure B-l 1). Elevated concentrations of PCBs occurred
during the summer low flow period followed by decreased water column
concentrations in the fall (Figures B-10 and B-ll). Results of transect
sampling exposed uncertainties in the accuracy of data collected at Thompson
Island Dam for representing water column PCB concentration discharge from
the pool (O'Brien & Gere 1998).

Results of 1996 surface water sampling in Thompson Island Pool are
consistent with previous monitoring that identified anomalous loading of
PCBs to this region of the river (Table B-l, Figures B-10 and B-ll). Similar
patterns have been observed between 1993 and 1995 (Figures B-9 and B-10).
Decreases in surface water concentrations have occurred since the 1991
loading event attributed to the Bakers Falls source(s) and subsequent
remediation of the source(s) in 1993 (Figure B-l 2, Appendix A, HydroQual,
Inc. 1995). Remediation of the Bakers Falls source(s) is ongoing (Dames &
Moore 1997a,b).
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PCB mass transport
Qualitative evaluation of PCB mass transport at HRM 188.5 during the
summer low flow period shows a decrease in 1995 and 1996 in water
column PCBs from that measured in previous years (Figure B-13).
However, an increase in annual mass transport of PCBs in 1996 from 1995
is attributed to the higher average flow in 1996 since PCB concentrations in
19% had actually decreased from the PCB concentrations observed in 1995
(Figure B-13).

Mass transport estimates comparing data collected at the routine monitoring
station with data collected at the TIP transect indicated that data collected at
the routine monitor ing station were approximately 75 % higher (O'Brien &
Gere 1998). These results were unexpected since sampling was performed
based on time of travel to sample the same parcel of water as it traveled
downstream. The reasons for the observed differences are unclear. Results
of the transect sampling events suggest that mean PCB concentrations and
mass transport estimates may be biased high at the routine monitoring station
compared to overall mass loading from Thompson Island Pool. Additional
investigations were conducted in 1997 to evaluate this phenomenon further
(O'Brien & Gere 1998). In October 1997, a water column monitoring
station located in the west channel, approximately 200 feet downstream of
the dam, was added to the weekly monitoring program (General Electric
1997).

Comparison of PCB, TSS, and flow results
TSS concentrations ranged from less than 1.0 to 14 mg/1 (Table B-l,
General Electric 1996). TSS concentrations measured at the HRM 188.5
sampling station are generally higher than concentrations measured upstream
at HRM 194.2 (Table B-l). Two tributaries, Snook Kill and Moses Kill,
are sources of TSS loading to the Thompson Island Pool, particularly during
localized runoff events. An investigation of TSS increases in the Thompson
Island Pool was conducted in 1997 (O'Brien & Gere 1998).

Flow and TSS monitoring at HRM 188.5 did not provide evidence of
increased PCB concentrations due to bed scouring in the Thompson Island
Pool region of the river. Under such circumstances it is anticipated that
elevated PCB concentrations would be correlated with elevated TSS and/or
flow. Correlations of PCBs with these parameters are not evident from the
results of sampling at HRM 188.5 (Figure B-14). However, a moderate
correlation of flow and TSS (r2 = 0.37) was observed similar to the
correlation observed at Fort Edward (Section 4.5). Tributary sediment
loading may be responsible for TSS increases observed (Figure B-14).

Final: March 17,1998
(i:52\0612225\5_\96rpt\fmal_ad\append\apb_adwc.wpd)

B-7 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

321743



GE - Hudson River - 1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

PCB composition
PCB composition observed in 1996 generally resembled altered Aroclor
12421 (Table B-l and Figures B-15 and B-16). However, during periods of
high flow the PCB composition temporarily shifts to resemble a mixture of
altered and unaltered Aroclor 1242. The unaltered fraction is similar to the
PCB composition of the Bakers Falls source(s) These observations are
consistent with trends observed in previous years since the September 1991
PCB loading event (HydroQual, Inc. 1995). The typical altered Aroclor
1242 pattern observed in Thompson Island Pool consists of increased mono-
and di-chlorinated congeners, with a decreased higher-chlorinated congeners
compared to a commercial Aroclor 1242 mixture (Appendix A). At high
flows, the composition shift increases the proportion of more highly
chlorinated congeners such as those found in Aroclor 1242 (HydroQual, Inc.
1995).

Evaluation of samples analyzed for PCBs by different analytical methods

Water column data generated by different PCB analytical methods were
examined to evaluate the comparability of the data.

Methods and materials
Seven rounds of split samples collected at sampling stations HRM 197.0,
HRM 194.2, and HRM 188.5 were analyzed by capillary column
NEA608CAP (NBA 1990) as required by the PCRDMP and also by USEPA
Method 8081 (USEPA 1986). The results of these analyses provide an
opportunity to evaluate PCB analytical data obtained by two sampling
methods.

Results and discussion
Results of split sample analyses indicated that total PCB concentrations from
both methods were comparable for PCB compositions that resembled
unaltered Aroclor 1242 such as those typically found in the remnant deposit

1 Detailed evaluation of PCB composition is limited to PCB concentrations
greater than the PQL (44 ng/1) due to uncertainties in pattern recognition at
lower concentrations (Appendix A).
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region of the river (Table B-6). Although the data are within quality control
criteria for comparability, subtle differences may exist that could impact data
uses such a comparability of mass estimates from different analytical methods.

In contrast, results of split samples with PCB compositions resembling altered
Aroclor 1242 demonstrated that samples analyzed by Method 8081 (Table
B-6) were biased high. This difference is due to limitations of Method 8081,
which uses reference peaks of commercial Aroclor mixtures. The reference
peaks may be altered in environmental samples leading to PCB quantification
inaccuracies.
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Table B-1

Date
Collected
19-Jan-96

24-Jan-96

31 -Jan-96

07-Feb-96

14-Feb-96

21-Feb-96

. 1 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island D?m data(1).

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 196.8
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0

Comments

P
P

BD
UJ
P.J
P.J
J

BD.P.J
Archive.P.R

P
P

BD

P
P

BD.P

P
BD

UJ
P

BD

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
5,200 5,080 3 1.5

2.1
2.1
2.3
1.8

10,700 8,550 2 2.2
20
5.0
5.1
5.4

11,600 8,660 0 1.8
1.3
1.8
1.7
2.2

8.600 7,790 0 <1.0

5,100 6,000 0 <1.0

6,400 6,310 2 <1.0

2.6

Total
PCB

(ng/D

23
30

24
29

232
27
25

11
26

11
13
13

17

34

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono

0.0
11.0

0.0
0.0
1.4
0.0
0.0

0.0
11.8

0.0
0.0
0.0

6.3

7.2

Di

16.3
37.8

5.4
1.9

14.1)
34.2
26.3

18.6
26.6

8.6
23.8
25.2

29.6

24.2

Tri

32.3
28.0

31.6
29.7
44.9
31.3
38.2

29.3
29.4

30.4
34.7
34.2

31.5.

35.9

Tetra

31.4
15.4

46.8
38.9
30.5
25.2
24.8

25.3
26.5.

37.1
24.8
24.3

20.9

22.2

Penta

16.8
6.3

13.6
21.8

7.4
7.6
8.7

20.5
5.5

19.1
13.2
12.8

9.4

8.7

Hexa

3.2
1.5

2.6
6.7
1.8
1.8
2.1

6.2
0.3

4.8
3.5
3.5

2.3

1.8

Hepta

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
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Table B-1. 1 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).
Instant. Daily

Date Location Comments Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS
Collected (2) (cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
28-Feb-96 HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5 P
HRM 196.8 BD

06-Mar-96 HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2 BD

13-Mar-96 HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5 P
HRM 197.0 BD

7,100 5,980 2 1.9
2.2
2.4
3.4
1.9

5,900 6.160 1 <1.0

11

6,200 5,590 2 1.4
1.4
2.r

2.3
1.6

21-Mar-96 HRM 197.0 UJ 6,600 6.330 3 1.3
HRM 196.8 UJ 1.4
HRM 194.2 UJ 1.6
HRM 188.5 P.J 4.4
HRM 196.8 BD.UJ 1.2

28-Mar-96 HRM 197.0 UJ 6,700 5,990 5 1.3
HRM 196.8 UJ 1.8
HRM 194.2 P.UJ 2.2
HRM 188.5 P,J 2.3
HRM 194.2 BD.P.UJ 2.1

03-Apr-96 HRM 197.0 - 7,400 6,020 • 7 1.1
HRM 196.8 - <1.0
HRM 194.2 - 1.4
HRM 188.5 P 1.8
HRM 188.5 BD.P 1.2

10-Apr-96 HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8 UJ
HRM 194.2 P.J
HRM 188.5 J
HRM 197.0 BD

inal: 30-Mar-98

5,600 4,220 6 1.2
1.1

2.5
1.1

Page 2 of 11

Total
PCB

(ng/l)

24

143

19

18

11
29
12

17
17

13
60

Mono

0.0

5.6

18.1

0.0

0.0
35.6
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
1.8

Homolog
Di

27.6

24.9

17.5

31.4

25.9
30.2
22.9

26.9
27.4

5.8
18.9

Distribution (weight percent)
Tri

28.4

33.2

34.4

33.2

29.6
23.2
27.3

38.9
36.0

24.7
35.6

Tetra

26.6

26.0

17.7

21.4

23.7
9.5

25.9

.23.0
26.2

44.8
30.7

Penta

11.7

8.4

9.7

12.2

16.2
1.4

19.1

9.5
8.8

21.4
10.0

O'Brien

Hexa

5.7

1.9

2.7

1.9

4.6
0.0
4.9

1.7
1.6

3.4
3.0

& Gere Ei

Hepta

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

igineers. In
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Table B-1.

Date
Collected
17-Apr-96

24-Apr-96

01-May-96

08-May-96

15-May-96

22-May-96

29-May-96

f 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 196.8
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 196.8
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5

Comments

P

BD

P

BD.P

P

BD

BD

P
P

BD

BD

P

BD

Instant Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp,

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius)
19.300 18.700 6

24.200 23,400 9

21,600 20,100 10

15,600 13,500 11

19,900 12

13.300 16

7.000e 15

Island Dam data
Total

TSS PCB
(mg/l) (ng/l)

9.6 <11
11.0 <11
8.7 13

20.0 62
12.0 <11
7.0 <11

12.0 <11
7.2 17

13.0 115
7.0 18
2.3 <11
3.9 <11
3.5 14
5.3 56
5.6 56
1.3 <11
1.9 <11
1.6 <11
2., 46
1.7 <11
2.0 <11
2.8 <11
2.4 17
3.1 21
2.9 <11
1.2 <11
2.0 <11
2.0 <11
2.4 67
1.9 <11
1.5 <11
1.6 <11
2.3 14
2.2 132
2.1 129

1).

Mono

0.0
7.4

0.0
7.6
0.0

0.0
6.3
6.3

8.7

0.0
0.0

11.8

0.0
14.0
14.4

Homolc
Di

5.6
22.5

4.9
17.6
5.0

19.4
27.9
27.1

O*j 7VT< > i

133
10.1

36.2

15.0
35.9
34.9

(̂ Distribution (weight percent)
Tri Tetra Penta H

41.8
33.8

40.9
36.0
40.4

35.3
34.1
33.9

29.6

40.4
41.2

29.2

32.9
27.6
27.4

31.7
26.0

38.3
32.3
38.2

28.8
22.8
23.3

19.2

31.3
35.7

16.6

37.3
16.7
17.2

17.4
9.2

13.6
5.5

13.8

14.2
7.5
7.9

6.3

12.2
11.4

5.4

11.7
4.9
5.0

exa

3.5
1.1

2.3
1.1
2.5

2.4
1.5
1.5

1.4

2.8
1.6

0.8

3.1
1.0
1.1

Hepta

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
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Table B-1

Date
Collected
05-Jun-96

12-Jun-96

19-Jun-96

26-Jun-96

01-Jul-96

10-Jul-96

. 1 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 196.8
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
RB 960710

Comments

-
.
P
.

BD
-
.
P
-

BD
-
-
P
-

BD.P
-
-
P
-

BD
UJ
UJ
P,J
J

BD.UJ
UJ
UJ
P.J
J

BD.J
DM.UJ

DMEQBL

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
4.100e 20 2.7

2.9
3.4
4.8
2.3

9,000 7,850 21 4.1
4.0
4.2
4.7
3.9

5,600 5.930 22 1.9
2.1
2.0
3.3
1.9

3,900 4,470 21 1.7
2.7
1.6
2.7
NC

2,500 3,190 23 1.9
2.4
2.1
3.2
1.G

2,700 2,910 23 <1.0
1.0

<1.0
1.5
1.4
1.0

Total
PCB
("9")

<11
<11

19
271
<11
<11
<11

17
131
<11
<11
<11
21

163
20

<11
<11
31

232
223
<11
<11

15
112
<11
<11
<11

12
172
164
65
66

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono

-
-

0.0
15.3

-
-
-

0.0
14.0

-
-
-

0.0
15.4
0.0

-
-

0.0
14.5
14.6

-
-

0.0
12.2

-
-
-

0.0
14.3
14.2
0.0
0.0

Di
-
-

17.7
34.6

-
-
-

18.7
31.7

-
-
-

22.2
32.9
22.6

-
-

12.8
29.1
28.8

-
-

13.9
36.5

-
-
-

4.0
36.5
36.1
19.1
24.0

Tri
-
-

30.4
27.9

-
-
-

32.1
30.9

-
-
-

39.9
29.8
41.7

-
-

47.0
31.4
30.6

-
-

36.0
28.9

-
-
-

37.6
29.5
29.3
52.1
51.6

Tetra
-
-

32.1
15.8

-
. -

-
28.9
16.3

-
-
-

24.0
15.4
23.8

-
-

28.3
17.8
18.5

-
-

. 34.1
17.3

-
-
-

40.8
14.6
15.4
22.3
18.3

Penta
-
-

16.2
5.4

-
-

. -
17.3
5.4

-
-
-

11.8
5.1
9.8

-
-

10.0
5.9
6.2

-
-

13.2
4.6

-
-
-

14.6
4.4
4.2
5.9
5.4

Hexa
-
-

3.6
1.0

-
-
-

3.0
1.7

-
-
-

2.1
1.3
2.2

-
-

1.8
1.2
1.3

-
-

2.8
0.7

-
-
-

3.0
0.7
0.8
0.6
0.8

Hepta
-
-

0.0
0.0

-
-
-

0.0
0.0

-
-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0

-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0

-
-

0.0
0.0

-
-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 30-Mar-98 i 321752
(1:52/612225/5_/96/final_ad/app/PCMP96.WB2)!
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GE - Hudson River - 1 996 PCRDMP

Table B-1

Date
Collected
17-Jul-96

24-Jul-96

31-Jul-96

02-Aug-96

05-Aug-96

a o inginei u

Appendix B

. f 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 196.8
HRM 196.8
Plunge Pool
RB 960717
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Plunge Pool
RB 960724
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool
RB 960731
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
RB 960805
TB 960805

Comments

UJ
UJ
P,J
J

J.BD
R.BD Archive

DM
DMEQBL

-

P
-

BD.P
DM,U.

DMEQBL.P
-

'
-

8081 ,P
-

8081 ,AL
BD
DM

DM-8081
DMEQBL-8081.P

8081
8081

8081 ,AL
DM-8081

8081
8081, P
8081 ,AL
DM-8081

DMEQBL-8081.P
DMTBL-8081.P

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
3,900 5.030 24 1.4

3.3
2.8
1.9
2.3

-
5.3

-
4,700 3,770 22 2.4

2.7
3.2
2.6
2.1
NC

-
3,000 3,400 22 1.6

1.8
1.8

-
2.8

-
1.6
2.5

-
-

3,200 3,580 NC
-
-

1.9
3,700 3,590 NC

-
-

•
-
-

Total
PCB

(ng/l)
<11
<11
20

118
321
<11
878
73

<11
<11

17
73
21
46
36

<11
<11

56
26
77
68

<11
1,450

462
25

<11
<11
114
48

<11
21

227
312
20
12

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono

-
-

0.0
18.1
1.1

-
0.0
0.0

-
-

0.0
9.2
0.0
0.0
0.0

-
-

0.0
-

0.0
-
-

0.0

-

Di
-
-

17.6
35.9
6.8

-
11.0
26.0

-
-

20.5
37.4
17.1
12.1
20.5

-
-

3.0
-

44.1
-
-

6.9
-
-

Tri
-
-

35.5
26.3
46.6

-
54.2
49.8

-
-

29.4
30.2
27.5
35.7
50.5

-
- .

44.0
-

31.3
-
-

46.8
-

Tetra
-
-

31.8
14.5
37.6

-
30.3
16.7

-
-

36.1
17.0
39.5
34.8
22.3

-
-

41.0
-

16.7
-
-

35:0
-
-

Penta
-
- •

13.0
4.2
6.9

-
4.0
5.3

-
-

11.6
5.4

13.1
14.2
5.7

-
.

10.2
-

6.5
-
-

8.6
-

Hexa
-
-

2.0
1.0
1.0

-
0.5
2.2

-
-

2.5
0.8
2.8
3.1
1.0

-
.

1.9
.

1.4
-

.-
1.7

-
-

Hepta
-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0

-
0.0
0.0

-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

-
-

0.0
-

0.0
-
-

0.1
-
-

-

- - - - - - -

Final: 30-Mar-98
(i:52/612225/5J96/final_ad/app/PCMP96.WB2) 321753
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-1.

Date
Collected
07-Aug-96

09-Aug-96

13-Aug-96

14-Aug-96

20-Aug-96

Final: 30-Mar-98
(1:52/612225/5 ~

1 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
Plunge Pool

Instant
Comments Flow (3)

(cfs)
4,700

8081

P
8081, P

8081. AL
BO

DM-8081
8081 3.400
8081

8081. AL
DM-8081

8081 2.400
8081

8081, AL
DM-8081

3,400

P
8081, P

8081.AL
BD.P

DM-8081
3,100

8081

P
8081, P

8081. AL
BD

DM-8081, P
I 321754

"finaljKl/app/PCMP96.WB2)i

Daily
Plow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
3.600 24 1.5

2.4
1.8

1.5

1.7
1.5

3,450 24

2,810 23

1.5
3,450 24 1.1

1.5
1.4

1.1
1.0
1.1
1.0
1.0

3.290 24 1.2

1.2
1.4

1.4

16

Page 6 of 11o

Total
PCB
(ng/l)

<11
<11
341
25
21

129
173
118
88
46

<11
80

137
179
<11
54

145
149
<11
<11
26
25
85

155
24

103
110
<11
<11
<11

19
16

150
176
<11
35

1).

Homolog Distribution (weight perct
Mono

0.0
0.0

11.7

13.5
0.0

Di

9.2
24.1

39.7

35.5
10.6

Tri

50.0
33.4

29.8
*

31.3
46.2

Tetra

32.8
24.5

14.7

15.7
34.3

Penta

6.9
13.7

3.3

3.3
7.3

mt) ___________
Hexa Heptaf

1.2
4.3

0.8

0.8
1.5

•

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0

.

-

0.3

11.4

0.0
0.0

0.0

12.7

19.9

38.8

19.9
8.3

17.2

38.9

39.1

30.6

41.0
51.6

37.5

29.7

27.8

15.4

28.2
33.6

30.5

13.5

10.4

3.1

9.7
5.4

12.3

3.9

2.8

0.7

1.3
1.1

2.5

1.3

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

O'Brien & Gem Engineers, Inc.
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GE - Hudson River - 1996 PCRDMP

Table B-1

Date
Collected
22-Aug-96

28-Aug-96

04-Sep-96

06-Sep-96

10-Sep-96

!••'.* ''*''i*!'tj* •! '•' •' ' •' ' ' !ji / • ' ' • •. '.'',•'. ' 'i \~. ' ' M

Appendix B

7996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 196.8
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool

Comments

8081
8081 ,P
8081 ,AL

DM-8081.P

P

BD
P

DM-8081

P
P

8081 ,AL
BD
P

8081
8081

8081.AL
DM-8081

8081

P
8081 ,P

8081 ,AL
BD
DM

DM-8081

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)_
2,900 3.230 24

1.8
4.000 3,280 24 1.3

2.1
1.9
1.1
2.1

<1.0

4,000 3.400 24 1.4
2.0
2.2

<1.0

1.2
2.2

2.000 3,260 24

1.4
3,500 3,860 23 1.6

2.3
2.0

2.0

1.7
4.3

Total
PCB

(ng/l)
<11

14
184
23

<11
<11

14
113
<11
12

<11
<11

13
23

104
108
102
26

<11
<11
114
<11
<11
<11
<11
17
19
55
91

<11
1,453

45

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

-

0.0
14.8

0.0

0.0
0.0
7.5

8.8
0.0

21.8
35.7

14.8

27.9
17.6
34.9

36.7
16.6

32.3
30.5

41.9

33.0
39.4
30.1

30.9
41.1

28.7
14.1

27.5

20.6
31.3
17.7

17.9
28.7

13.8
4.2

11.4

14.0
8.9
7.8

5.0
10.5

3.4
0.6

4.4

4.5
2.9
2.1

0.8
3.2

0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

. . . - - - .

0.0

6.8

0.0

12.2

35.5

6.4

39.0'

32.8

49.4

35.7

17.0

36.3

9.5

6.6

6.8

3.6

1.4

1.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

Final: 30-Mar-98 321755
(i:52/612225/5_/96/finaLad/app/PCMP96.WB2)
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-1

Date
Collected
13-Sep-96

17-Sep-96

18-Sep-96

24-Sep-96
25-Sep-96

02-Oct-96

09-Oct-96

16-Oct-96

. 1 996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
HRM 197.0
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2.
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 197.0
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool

Comments

8081
8081

8081 ,AL
DM-8081.P

P
DM-8081.P

BD
-

BD
DM,P

BD
DM,P

BD
DM

BD
DM.P

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
2,800 2,180

1,400 2,600 2600 2.4
2.4

4,700 3,380 19 3.1
3.3
2.6
2.8

2,200 3,100 17 1.7
2,800 3,510 17 1.2

1.4
1.0

<1.0
2.0

3,560 17 <1.0
1.2
1.1
1.0

<1.0
1,700 2,980 NC <1.0

<1.0
<1.0
<1.0
<1.0

2,200 3,260 NC 1.9
2.6
1.4
1.8
2.3

Total
PCB

(ng/l)
<11
<11
125

16
37
37

<11
<11
65

<11
<11
<11
<11

53
<11

34
<11
<11
58
55
34

<11
<11
54

<11
<11
<11
<11

75
79
27

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

.

0.0

10.6

13.6

40.3

36.1

30.5

31.8

14.2

14.3

3.9

4.3

0.6

0.0

0.0

.

11.7

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

17.8

30.7
31.1
0.0

48.5

11.8

67.7
63.2
43.1

51.9

42.1
43.5
22.5

22.4

49.4

19.3
22.4
33.2

17.0

16.4
14.4
41.0

13.0

30.5

9.7
10.2
17.3

10.5

7.0
7.0

24.5

3.7

7.1

2.7
3.5
4.4

2.4

3.2
3.4

10.3

0.6

1.3

0.7
0.8
2.0

0.4

0.6
0.6
1.8

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

321756
Final: 30-Mar-98
(i:52/612225/5_/96/final_ad/app/PCMP96.WB2)
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-1

Date
Collected
23-Oct-96

29-Oct-96

OB-Nov-96

14-Nov-96

20-Nov-96

27-Nov-96

. 1996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2;
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Plunge Pool

Comments

P

8081, AL
BD,P
DM,P

BD
DM,P

BD
DM,P

P
P

BD.P
DM,P

P
P

BD.P
DM.P

P
BD

DM.P

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp. TSS

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius) (mg/l)
4,300 4,120 11 1.5

1.4
1.7

1.7
1.6

2,400 3,000 11 2.0
1.8
2.9
2.8
1.9

1,300 3,160 9 1.8
2.2
2.1
2.1
2.0

7,700 6,590 4 2.0
2.7
2.9
2.5
2.2

7,600 7,580 5 1.9
2.5
4.3
4.7
1.6

6,900 6,610 2 1.0
<1.0
4.0
1.0

<1.0

TotaF
PCB

(ng/D
<11

13
82

119
13
18

<11
<11
123
125
19

<11
<11
62

<11
18

<11
14
43
14
18

<11
12
26
25
18

<11
<11
44

<11
12

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
Mono

0.0
31.2

0.0
0.0

21.3
20.1
15.4

30.1

0.0

0.0
16.1
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

15.3

0.0

Di

27.5
40.6

32.9
16.5

38.2
40.8
36.8

42.0

16.8

8.8
35.3

7.8
7.8

20.5
43.7
44.8
14.7

33.7

25.1

Tri

28.0
15.8

30.1
45.6

22.4
21.3
28.4

15.4

39.9

39.2
25.8
37.9
37.7

30.2
24.2
23.3
43.3

26.5

38.2

Tetra

28.0
7.9

18.3
27.8

12.4
12.2
15.7

7.4

25.1

32.0
13.8
32.3
26.9

22.9
15.5 •
15.7
25.2

15.6

19.5

Penta

12.3
3.8

15.2
8.4

5.1
5.0
3.8

4.7

15.6

16.9
7.9

18.1
24.1

23.4
13.8
14.1
14.1

7.5

13.5

Hexa

4.1
0.7

3.5
1.7

0.6
0.7
0.0

0.5

2.6

3.1
1.1
4.0
3.6

3.0
2.9
2.2
2.7

1.5

3.8

Hepta

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

321757

Final: 30-Mar-98
(i:52/612225/5_/96/final_ad/app/PCMP96.WB2)
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-1. 1996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).

Date
Collected
04-Dec-96

11-Dec-96

18-Dec-96

23-Dec-96

30-Dec-96

Location
(2)
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Plunge Pool
Boat Launch
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Boat Launch
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 188.5
Boat Launch
HRM 197.0
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5
HRM 194.2
Boat Launch

Comments

P
P

BD

P
BD.P
DM.P
DM

P
BD.P
DM.P

P
BD.P
DM.P

P
BD

DM.P

Instant. Daily
Flow (3) Flow (3) Temp,

(cfs) (cfs) (Celsius)
14.200 14.200 6

5,000 5.170 4

9,900 10,100 5

9,300 9,510 1

7,500 7.290 1

Total
TSS PCB

(mg/l) (ng/l)
4.4 <11
4.9 14
6.7 23
4.6 <11
2.9 <11
2.0 <11
2.7 22
2.8 22
2.1 13
1.8 121
1.4 <11
1.8 <11
2.̂  20
1.6 <11
1.6 18
1.5 <11
1.9 <11
2.3 15
2.3 ' 15
1.1 25
1.1 <11
1.3 <11
4.7 16
1.3 <11

<1.0 35

Mono

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

Homotog
Di

4.6
25.4

45.6
45.2
11.3
18.0

4 ,7

(0.5

38.2
34.6
19.6

41.1

9.0

Distribution (weight percent)
Tri

41.0
40.2

27.6
26.3
38.7
47.3

24.9

53.4

27.7
28.5
46.2

27.4

44.2

Tetra

38.7
19.1

15.5
15.1
27.9
28.6

17.9

28.1

17.8
20.4
22.7

19.7

37.0

Penta Hexa

13.8
12.9

9.6
11.3
18.6
5.4

13.3

8.0

12.7
13.1
9.6

9.4

8.5

2.0
2.4

1.8
2.1
3.6
0.8

2.2

0.0

3.7
3.3
1.9

2.4

1.4

Hepta

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

Notes:
(1) Samples analyzed by capillary column using NEA Method 608CAP, except as noted. Samples analyzed by USEPA Method 8081 indicated by "8081". NEA Method 608CAP data have

been corrected for analytical bias.
(2) HRM = Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM 194.2 are a composite of west and east channels. Plunge

Pool samples are collected from the plunge pool at Bakers Falls (approximate HRM 196.9). Boat Launch sample is collected near River Point 4A, off the northwest comer of the old
Niagara Mohawk building (approximate HRM 196.9).

(3) River flows are presented as mean daily discharge and instantaneous unit discharge for each round of sampling. Mean daily flow data are published values, and unit discharge vlaues are
preliminary from the Fort Edward gaging station (unit discharges last updated 01/10/97). Instantaneous flows correspond to flows recorded by the USGS during sampling at HRM 194.2;
"e" designation indicates the value is estimated.

Final: 30-Mar-98 321758
(i:52/612225/5_/96/final_ad/app/PCMP96.WB2)

Page 10 of 11 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GE - Hudson River - 1996 PCRPMP Appendix B

Table B-1. 1996 PCRDMP data including Plunge Pool/Boat Launch and Thompson Island Dam data(1).
Notes: (cont.)
AL = Samples analyzed for total PCB by Method 8081 are reported as Aroclor 1242 except as noted by "AL" indicating altered PCB composition detected and quantified using Aroclors

1242 and 1221 for reference. Method 8081 is unable to quantify some altered congeners.
Archive = Archived samples collected on 1/24/96 and 7/17/96 were extracted outside of holding time (R; 2/19/96 and 8/06/96, respectively) and analyzed to verify results of original and

duplicate analysis.
BD = Blind Duplicate - a field PCB duplicate sample submitted to the laboratory without identification of field location.
P - Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between <1 1 and 44 ng/l.
DM = Samples collected by Dames and Moore personnel.
DMEQBL = Equipment blank collected by Dames and Moore personnel. Only equipment blanks with PCB detected above the method detection limit are presented.
DMTBL = Trip blank collected by Dames and Moore personnel. Only trip blanks with PCB detected above the method detection limit are presented.
J = Sample results approximate due to excursions from data validation criteria.
UJ = Detection limit approximate due to excursions from data validation criteria.
NC = Not collected
- Homolog groups octa-, nona- and deca-chlorinated biphenyls were not detected.

Source: O'Brien & Gem Engineers, Inc.

Final: 30-Mar-98 321759
{i:52/612225/5L/96/nnal_ad/app/PCMP96.WB2)i

Pa9e 1 1 of 1 1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-2. Instantaneous flow readings and analytical results - Hydrofacility operations monitoring (September 4, 1996)

Before During After
Instantaneous Flow

at USGS Fort Edward
gaging station (cfs):

Description

Analytical results (2, 3, 4)
Sampling Station (5)

HRM 197.0
Plunge Pool
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2

HRM 1 88.5 W

PCRDMP HRM 188.5 W

Sampling
Time
08:20
08:37

-
09:25
17:10
20:30
22:30

14:20

3,900

no flow over dam

PCBs (ng/l)
8081 608CAP

<11 (<11)
14
-

15
51
115
118

108A 104(102)

TSS
(mg/l)

1.3
1.6
-

1.5
1.2
3.7
1.4

<1.0(1.2)

4,700

inundation of falls following
initiation of hydrofacility
maintenance operations

Sampling PCBs (ng/l) TSS
Time 8081 608CAP (mg/l)
10:20 <11 - <1.1
10:15 23 - 3.4
.

11:55 42(36) - 2.5
.
.
.

.

4,000

intermittent flow over dam
following completion of hydro-
facility maintenance operations

Sampling PCBs (ng/l) TSS
Time 8081 608CAP (mg/l)
12:20 <11 <11 1.4
12:20 26 26 2.2
12:45 - 13 2.0
13:50 23 24 2.2
.
.
-

-

CO
to

o\
o

Notes:
(1) USGS adjusted flows are preliminary unit values at the time sampling occurred at the HRM 194.2 sampling station.
(2) PCBs were analyzed by two methods: USEPA Method 8081 (8081) and capillary column method NEA608CAP (608CAP). Method NEA608CAP data have been corrected for

analytical bias.
(3) Duplicate results are presented in parentheses ().
(4) A = altered PCB composition. Samples analyzed by Method 8081 are reported as Aroclor 1242 except as noted by "A" indicating altered PCB composition detected and

quantified using Aroclor 1221 and Aroclor 1242 reference peaks. Method 8081 is unable to quantify some altered congeners.
(5) HRM = approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM 194.2 are a composite of west and east channels.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 27-Mar-98
i:52/0612225/S_/96/final_ad/app/T3_HSAM.WB2

Page 1of1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Table B-3. September 4, 1996 hydrofacility monitoring PCB homolog distributions, including total PCB and TSS results.
Location Sampling Comments

(1)
PCRDMP
HRM 197.0
Plunge Pool
HRM 196.8
HRM 194.2
HRM 188.5W
HRM188.5WDup.

Time

12:20
12:20 DM, P
12:45
13:50 P
14:20
14:20 BD

TSS Total PCB (2)
(mg/l)

1.4
2.2
2.0
2.2

<1.0
1.2

(ng/i)

<11
26
13
24

104
102

HYDROFACILITY MONITORING
HRM 188.5W Before
HRM 188.5W Before
HRM 188.5W During

17:10 P
20:30
22:30

1.2
3.7
1.4

51
115
118

Homolog Distribution (weight percent)
mono

-
0.0
0.0
0.0
7.5
8.8

0.0
. 10.0

.11.1

di

-
16.6
27.9
17.6
34.9
36.7

24.3
37.9
37.3

tri

-
41.1
33.0
39.4
30.1
30.9

42.0
31.2
31.1

tetra

-
28.7
20.6
31.3
17.7
17.9

23.9
15.1
15.0

penta

-
10.5
14.0
8.9
7.8
5.0

8.5
5.1
4.7

hexa

-
3.2
4.5
2.9
2.1
0.8

1.4
0.8
0.7

hepta

-
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

Notes:
(1) HRM = approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM 194.2 are a composite of

west and east channels. Plunge Pool samples are collected from the plunge pool at Bakers Falls (approximate HRM 196.9).
(2) Samples analyzed for PCBs by capillary column using NEA Method 608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias.

P = Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between 1 1 and 44 ng/l.
BD = Blind Duplicate * a field PCB duplicate sample submitted to the laboratory without identification of field location.

PCRDMP = Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program
DM = Sample collected by Dames and Moore personnel.

- Before, During and After indicate time of travel estimated samples from before, during and after flow was observed spilling over Bakers Falls dam.
River flow is diverted from the hydrofacility during routine maintenance, diverting flow over the dam.

- Homolog groups octa-, nona- and deca-chlorinated biphenyls were not detected.

to
H

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 27-Mar-98
i:52/061222S/5_/final_ad/appen/T7_HOMOL WB2

Page 1of1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-4. FED transect data with averages of temporal sampling and PCRDMP data:
Water Column Monitoring Study Transect Sampling.

Sampling station

Temporal Average

1 (west shore)
fj

3
4
5
6 (east shore)

Temporal Average

Remnant Deposits
Time

HRM 194.2W*
11:35-18:30

FED Transect
10:30-17:30
10:41-17:34
10:51-17:37
10:56-17:40
10:59-17:43
11:03-17:46

HRM 194.2E*
11:15-18:40

Region 09/17/96
PCBs

11

<11
<11

11
<11
<11

15(16) 1.1

15

TSS

0.9

<1.0
1.1
1.0
1.1
1.1

(1.3)

2.2

Flow at the USGS Ft Edward gaging station = 1,400 cfs

Notes:
Samples were analyzed for total PCB by Method NEA608CAP and are reported in ng/l. Data have been

corrected for analytical bias. Samples were analyzed for TSS by Method 160.2 and are reported
in mg/1.

For concentrations less than the detection limit, a value less than the detection limit (10.9 ng/l) was used
to calculate the average.

Results of duplicate analyses are in parentheses ().
Transect FED was re-established at the approximate locations used in the 1995 River Monitoring Test.

Transect FED was located approximately 1,500 feet upstream of the routine Fort Edward sampling
location (HRM 194.2).

September 17 transect sampling consisted of hourly sampling conducted over 8-hour sampling periods:
HRM 194.2E and HRM 194.2W PCB and TSS data are results of vertically integrated temporal
composite sampling; FED transect PCB and TSS data are results of composite sampling consisting
of surface and deep aliquots.

The asterisk (*) indicates that PCB and TSS concentrations presented for the location noted are averages
of temporally discrete samples.

Flow data is presented based on estimated time of travel from the USGS gaging station at Fort Edward;
flow data for temporal composite samples is presented as the average of the provisional
instantaneous flows corresponding to the sampling period. Flow is approximated.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 18-Mar-98
1:52/0612225/5J96rtnal_ad/appfTX_PCBTR.WB2

Page 1 of 1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Table B-5. Fort Edward sampling station evlaluation - PCS monitoring results, with TSS results and PCS homolog distributions.

CO
to
l->
-Jen
CO

Date
Collected
09/17/96

Location
(D
HRM 197.0-1
HRM 197.0-2
HRM 197.0-3
HRM 197.0-4
HRM 197.0-5
HRM 197.0-6
HRM 197.0-7
HRM 197.0-8
HRM 194.2W-1
HRM 194.2W-2
HRM 194.2W-3
HRM 194.2W-4
HRM 194.2W-5
HRM 194.2W-6
HRM 194.2W-7
HRM 194.2W-8
FED 1
FED 2
FED 3
FED 4
FED 5
FED 6
FED 6 Dup
HRM 194.2E-1
HRM 194.2E-2
HRM 194.2E-3
HRM 194.2E-4
HRM 194.2E-4 Dup
HRM 194.2E-5
HRM 194.2E-6
HRM 194.2E-7
HRM 194.2E-8

Comments

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
- .
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
P

BD, P
-
P
P
P

BD, P
P
P
P
P

TSS
(mg/l)

1.6
2.0
1.7
1.6
1.5
1.7
1.5
1.7

<1.0
<1.0
<1.0

1.2
1.1
1.1

<1.0
1.5

<1.0
1.1
1.0
1.1
1.1
1.1
1.3
2.3
2.7
2.5
2.6
1.9
2.1
2.5
1.8
1.7

Total PCB (2)
(ng/i)
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11
<11

12
<11
<11
<11
<11
11
11

<11
<11
<11
<11
11

<11
<11

15
16
11
14
14
14
16
12
15
19
18

mono
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

0.0
-
-
-
-

0.0
0.0

-
-
-
-

0.0
-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Homolog
di
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

29.8
-
-
-
.

17.4
22.9

-
-
-
-

11.9
-
-

15.8
17.8
22.7
21.1
19.1
26.7
21.2
21.5
17.6
17.1
15;1

Distribution (weight percent)
tri

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

32.0
-
-
-
-

37.5
39.8

-
-
-
-

42.4
-
-

40.2
43.8
29.7
30.2
37.1
33.6
41.4
37.5
47.0
44.2
43.6

tetra
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

18.7
-

-
-
-

23.2
23.3

-
-
-
-

30.1
-
-

31.2
26.4
25.2
29.5
26.9
22.6
24.7
28.7
26.1
27.4
29.2

penta
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

16.2
-
-
-
.

17.5
11.1

-
-
-
-

13.0
-
-

9.9
10.6
17.2
15.3
11.4
13.5
11.4
10.3
7.7
9.1

10.2

hexa
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

3.3
-
-
.
.

4.4
2.9

-
-
-
-

2.6
-
-

2.8
1.4
5.3
4.0
5.5
3.6
1.3
2.1
1.6
2.3
1.9

hepta
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

0.0
-
-
-
-

0.0
0.0

-
-
-
-

0.0
-
-

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Notes:
(1) FED = Fort Edward Transect. E = East channel or shoreline station. W = West channel or shoreline station. HRM = approximate

Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City.
(2) Samples analyzed for PCBs by capillary column using NEA Method 608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias.

P = Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between 11 and 44 ng/l.
BD = Blind duplicate sample

- Homolog groups octa-, nona- and deca-chlorinated biphenyls were not detected.
Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 27-Mar-98
i:52/061222S/5_/final_acl/appen/T7_HOMOL. WB2

Page lofl O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix B

Table B-6. Hudson River Water Column PCBs, comparison of two analytical methods (1)

Date
Collected
31-Jul-96
07-Aug-96
14-Aug-96
20-Aug-96
04-Sep-96
10-Sep-96
23-Oct-96

USGS Flow (3)
Daily average

(cfs)
3,400
3,600
3,500
3,300
3,400
3,900
2,900

Temp. @
HRM 194.2
(celcius)

22
24
24
24
24
23
11

HRM 197.0(2)
Total PCBs

NEA608CAP
-

<11
-

<11 (<11)
<11

<11 (<11)
•

(ng/l) (4)
8081

-
<11

-
<11
<11
<11

-

' \ HRM 194.2(21
Com.

(5)
-
-
-
-

(A)

Total PCBs
NEA608CAP

56
25

26 (24)
19

24
17

- I

(ng/l) (4)
8081

26
21
25
16

23
19

-

Com.
(5)
-
P
P
P

P,(A)
P
-

HRM 188.5(2)
Total PCBs (ng/l) (4)
NEA608CAP 8081

77
129(118)

85
150

104(102)
55
82

68
173
155
176
108
91

119

Com.
(5)
AL
AL
AL
AL
AL

P, AL
AL

Notes:
(1) Split samples analyzed by capillary column Method NEA608CAP and by USEPA Method 8081. Method NEA608CAP data have been corrected

for analytical bias.
(2) HRM = Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM 194.2 are a

composite of west and east channels.
(3) Daily average flows presented were measured at the USGS Fort Edward gaging station. Flow data from July through September are values

published by the USGS. Daily average flow for October was obtained from preliminary data provided by the USGS (01 /16/98).
(4) Parentheses indicate results of duplicate analysis.
(5) Com = Comments include clarifications of methods and qualifiers:
P = Practical quantitation limit (PQL) note for PCB values between <11 ng/l and 44 ng/l.

(A) = Samples collected on September 4 as part of the hydrofacility monitoring program, where "A" indicates the "After" condition (see
Appendix B).

AL = Samples analyzed by Method 8081 are reported as Aroclor 1242 except as noted by "AL" indicating altered PCB composition detected
and quantified using Aroclors 1242 and 1221 for reference. Method 8081 is unable to quantify some altered congeners.

Source: O'Brien & Cere Engineers, Inc.

00
to

Final: 13-Mar-98
i:52/0612225/5_/96/app/final_ad/TWOMETH.WB2

Page 1 of 1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY-HUDSON RIVER PROJECT
1997 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

FIGURE B-1

Water Column Sampling Locations Upstream of Remnant Deposits
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Figure Adapted From map by Hydroqual
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Figure B-2
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Plunge Pool and HRM 194.2 Total PCB Concentrations

878 ngfl 956 ng/l 749 ngfl

September ' October ' November ' December

Sample Dates 1996

Plunge Pool Boat Launch HRM 194.2

Note: Plunge Pool and HRM 194.2 data include Method 8081 analytical results. When analytical results for Method 8081 and Method NEA608CAP
are available for the same sample date, the results are averaged together for one daily value. Boat Launch consists of only NEA608CAP analytical results.
Method NEA608CAP data have been corrected for analytical bias.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 23-Mar-98 1:52/0612244/5 /96/TXPCBTSS.WB2
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Figure B-3
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Box Plot Statistical Analysis of Total PCB Concentrations at 07/10/96 -12/30/96
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Third
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Box Top

First
Quartile

Box Bottom
Interquartile
range <=1.5

0
Interquartile
range <3.0

O

HRM 197.0 Plunge Pool Area
Sampling Location

HRM 194.2

Note: Statistics were calculated using analytical bias corrected PCB results from Method NEA608CAP. Method detection limit (MDL) = 11 ng/l. Practical Quantitation limit = 44 ng/l.
For values reported below the method detection limit, a value of 10.9 ng/l was used to calculate the statistics. Box plots provide a summary of seven statistical components
(see legend). When the notches of any two boxes overlap vertically, the medians are not statistically different at the 95% confidence level (Reckhow and Chapra 1983).

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. i:52\0612225\5_\96reportVinal_ad\plungbox.pre
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Figure B-4
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Homolog Distributions - Base of Bakers Falls

10-Jul-96 17-Jul-96 24-Jul-96

Plunge Pool
Total PCB = 65 ng/l

Mono Di Tri Telia Penta Hexa Hepta

31-Jul-96

Plunge Pool
Total PCB = 878 ng/l

Mono Di

Plunge Pool
Total PCB = 1,450 ng/l

Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

07-Aug-96

Plunge Pool
Total PCB = 46 ng/l

Mono Di

Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

Plunge Pool
Total PCB = 88 ng/l

Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

14-Aug-96

20

10-Sep-96

Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

11-Dec-96

Plunge Pool
Total PCS = 103 ng/l

Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

Aroclor1242

Plunge Pool
Total PCB = 1,453 ng/l

Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hen Hepta

Boat Launch
Total PCB = 121 ng/l

20

Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta Mono Di ' Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

Note: Homolog distributions are presented for samples with total PCB analytical results greater than the practical quantJtation limit (44 ng/l). PCBs analyzed by Method
NEA608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias.

O'Brien & Gen Engineers, Inc. 11-Mar-98 1:52/0612244/5 /96/TXPCBTSS.WB2



Figure B-5
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Congener Distributions - Base of Bakers Falls
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DB-1 Capillary Column Peaks

Note: Data have been adjusted for analytical bias. Congener distributions are presented for sample results with
total PCB concentrations greater than the practical quantitation limit (44 ng/l).

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Figure B-6
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Congener Distributions - Base of Bakers Falls
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Total PCB = 103 ng/l
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DB-1 Capillary Column Peaks

Note: Data have been adjusted for analytical bias. Congener distributions are presented for sample results with
total PCB concentrations greater than the practical quantitation limit (44 ng/l).

Aroclor 1242 3/93
Total PCB = 4.1 ng/l

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Figure B-7
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Congener Distributions - Base of Bakers Falls

14

12

1 10

CD 8
CL
£ 6

£ 4

Plunge Pool 09/10/96
Total PCB = 1,453 ng/l

1 5 9 13 17 21 25 29 33 37 41 45 49 53 57 61 65 69 73 77 81 85 89 93 97 101 105109113117

14

12

§ 1°
CD 8
CL

D)

0L

Boat Launch 12/11/96
Total PCB = 121 ng/l
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DB-1 Capillary Column Peaks
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total PCB concentrations greater than the practical quantitation limit (44 ng/I).
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GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY-HUDSON RIVER PROJECT
WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Figure B-8
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Figure B-9
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1991 to 1996 PCB Water Column Monitoring Results
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Updated through December 30, 1996
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Note: "X" indicates sample collected from the eastern shoreline of HRM 194.2 due to ice cover on the river. "+" indicates the result of sample collected at TID on
01/24/96 for which duplicate and archive results averaged 26 ng/l. Circles indicate results from HRM 188.5 samples collected 09/04/96 (hydrofacility monitoring), and
8-hour composite collected 09/18/96 (transect study) and the average of four temporally discrete samples collected 10/29/96. Data represents results of Method
NEA608CAP analysis. MDL = 11 ng/l, PQL = 44 ng/l, Q = yearly quarter. PCB data has been adjusted for analytical biases.
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Figure B-10
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1995 to 1996 PCB Water Column Monitoring Results
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Updated through December 30, 1996
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Note: "+" indicates the result of sample collected at TID on 01/24/96 for which duplicate and archive results averaged 26 ng/l. Circles indicate results from HRM 188.5
samples collected 09/04/96 (hydrofacility monitoring), and 8-hour composite collected 09/18/96 (transect study) and the average of four temporally discrete samples
collected 10/29/96. Data represents results of Method NEA608CAP analysis. MDL = 11 ng/l, PQL = 44 ng/l. PCB data has been adjusted for analytical biases.
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Figure B-11
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
PCB Statistics for Selected Time Periods in 1996 at HRM 194.2 and HRM 188.5
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a value of 10.9 ng/l was used to calculate the statistics. Data have been corrected for analytical bias.
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Figure B-12
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
PCB Statistics for Selected Time Periods at HRM 188.5
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Figure B-13
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
PCB Mass Transport at HRM 188.5 Summer Low Flow (June to September)
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Note: Mass transport is calculated as PCB concentrations (ng/l) times USGS daily average flow (cfs) times a conversion factor. Mass transport is presented as the average for the summer
low flow sampling period for each year. USGS flow data was measured at the Fort Edward gaging station. USGS published flow values were averaged for the summer low flow sampling period
for each year. Data qualified with "R" using data validation criteria are not included in statistics. PCB concentrations were obtained from Method NEA608CAP analyses corrected for analytical
bias. Baseline values were calculated using total PCB concentration of 10.9 ng/l. Baseline PCB mass transport is indicated by the unshaded portion of each bar. [1] indicates collapse of the
Alien Mill gate (9/91). [2] indicates implementation of source control measures (winter 1992-1993). [3] indicates initiation of hydrofacility operations at Bakers Falls which have changed the
hydrology of the river in the vicinity of Bakers Falls (12/95).
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Figure B-14
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Comparison of Flow, PCB, and TSS Data at HRM 188.5

a. Flow vs PCB Concentration
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c. Flow vs TSS Concentration
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a HRM 188.5 (Linear Fit)
Note: Provisional flow data provided by USGS. Flows for the period between 05/15/96 and 06/05/96 are presented as the

,̂ «̂ . sum of flows measured at two stations upstream of Fort Edward (Appendix C). PCBs analyzed by method NEA608CAP. Data
have been corrected for analytical bias. For PCB and TSS data less than the method detection limits, a value of one-half the
detection limit is presented.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 11-Mar-98 1:52/0612244/5 /96/TXPCBTSS.WB2
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Figure B-15
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Median Homolog Distributions at HRM 188.5

Winter/Spring (January-May) __ Summer (June - September)
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Max. =271 ng/l
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Homologs

Hexa Hepta Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta
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Notes: PCB analytical results from Method NEA608CAP. Data have been corrected for analytical bias. Samples with total PCB concentrations greater than 50 ng/l were
used in the statistics. Includes duplicate and archive results. Summer season (June - September) statistics do not include data obtained July 31 (total PCB = 55 ng/l) as the
distribution resembled an unaltered Aroclor 1242 which was not typical of the homolog distributions during that time period.
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Figure B-16
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Median Congener Distribution - HRM 188.5
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ta have been adjusted for analytical bias. Median congener distributions are presented for sample results with total PCB concentrations

greater than the practical quantitation limit (44 ng/l). Includes duplicate and archive results. Summer (June-September) statistics do not include
data obtained on July 31 as the distribution resembled unaltered Aroclor 1242 which was not typical of the congener distributions during that time
period. Transect data from Fall 1996 were not included.
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USGS Hudson River flow
at Fort Edward
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Appendix C. Hudson River discharge data at Fort Edward

River discharge data presented in this appendix were collected at the United
States Geological Survey (USGS) Fort Edward gaging station (Station
number 01327750). Fort Edward flow data for the period 1991 through 1996
are presented in Figure C-l. To assist with interpretation of high flow data,
estimated flood event reoccurrences are presented below:

Table C-1. Estimated daily flood levels_____________

1931-1989 Floods
Reoccurrence Period (years) Daily Mean Flow (cfs)

5
10
25

50

100

28,000

32,000

36,900

40,300

43,600

Source: USEPA 1991

Comparisons of the annual variability of seasonal flows are also provided for
1991 through 1996 (Figures C-2 through C-5).

The Fort Edward discharge data were obtained from the USGS at two levels
of detail consisting of unit values collected at 15-minute intervals and mean
daily flows. Shortly after the data are collected they are available on the
Internet qualified as provisional. Final mean daily values are published
approximately one year after the end of a water year which extends from
October to September of the following year. For example, water year 1996
extends from October 1995 to September 1996.

Unit values
The USGS automatic gage at Fort Edward records river stage height at 15-
minute intervals. O'Brien & Gere converted stage height data into unit
discharge values using the current USGS rating table (identified as
"Number 7"). Until the final mean daily flows are published, USGS
reportedly reviews and edits the unit discharge values file to correct for
identified inaccuracies. Inaccuracies in the data may be present because of
instrument malfunctions or physical changes at the measurement site.

Final: March 20, 1998
(i:32\0612225\5J96rpt\append\apc_flow.wpd)

C-l O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GE - Hudson River - 1996 PCRDMP

Although USGS may update the file, the unit values file does not contain
footnotes, deletions or other means of distinguishing valid from spurious
data. The most accurate unit values file is available from the USGS after
the final mean daily values are published. However, the unit value data is
not published as final.

Mean daily values
Final mean daily discharge values through September 1996 are presented
in the tables and figures included with this report. According to USGS, the
final data are generated through a detailed verification and evaluation of
unit values data. These final values are considered the best possible
estimates of river flow measured at the gaging station.

For data collected between October and December 1996, provisional mean
daily discharge values are presented. Provisional mean daily values will
contain the same inaccuracies as the associated unit values, and are subject
to revision until final flows for the 1997 water year are published.

Data reduction

Hydrographs of the daily flow at Fort Edward for 1996 PCRDMP sampling
dates are presented in Figures C-6 through C-64. The figures include the
estimated parcel of water sampled corresponding to sample collection at the
HRM 194.2 sampling station. Typically, samples were collected at HRM
188.5 approximately 15-20 minutes after the Fort Edward sample. This
approximates the time lag expected for hydrologic changes observed at Fort
Edward to be observed at the dam during low flow (HydroQual 1997).
Therefore, instantaneous flows during sample collection at HRM 188.5 are
expected to be approximated by the instantaneous flows identified for HRM
194.2 sample collection identified in the figures. The time travel for a parcel
of water to travel from Fort Edward to Thompson Island Dam (Table C-2) is
different from the hydrologic lag time.

USGS reported that several problems occurred relating to the 1996 river
discharge values at Fort Edward. Ice damaged the gage orifice in January,
affecting gage readings through the beginning of 1996. Algae blockage
compounded the problems beginning in March and gradually worsened
through May. The raw data collected from May through September was
considered unreliable. Due to scheduling difficulties, river flows could not be
shut down to allow for repair of the orifice until September. USGS adjusted

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. C-2 Final: March 20,1998
(i:52\0612223\SJ96rpt\append\apc_flow.wpd)
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Appendix C

the data to compensate for the gage malfunction. The published mean daily
values represent the best possible estimate of river flow for PCRDMP sample
dates between January and September 1996.

To the extent possible, sample collection at HRM 194.2 and the plunge
pool/boat launch (Section 1.2) were based on time of travel to evaluate a single
parcel of water (see section below). The timing of sampling was based on
instantaneous flow readings obtained from the USGS gaging station at Fort
Edward prior to sampling and on the time of travel estimates. Time of travel
estimates for the plunge pool and boat launch may be unreliable due to the
flow characteristics at the base of Bakers Falls. In particular, during low flow
water is diverted through the hydroelectric facility and the flow from the
pool/boat launch area is reduced. Under those circumstances a large volume
of the water at the base of Bakers Falls is stored and movement of the water
mass downstream of the plunge pool/boat launch area is not represented by
river flow.

The reliability of instantaneous flow data was evaluated by comparing the two
mean daily flow estimates: The mean daily flow estimated by USGS was
compared to the mean daily flow estimate calculated as the average of raw
instantaneous flow data collected at 15-minute intervals. The results of this
comparison suggest that the USGS mean daily flows include a factor that
corrects for high bias of instantaneous measurements. The two mean daily
flows are presented on the hydrographs of PCRDMP sampling dates in
Figures C-6 through C-64.

Time of travel estimates

Time of travel estimates allow monitoring of a single parcel of water traveling
down the river to facilitate evaluation of spatial changes of a water mass
(Section 4.3.3). Time of travel estimates used for the PCRDMP (Table C-2)
were developed based on field experience obtained during the sampling
conducted for the 1996-1997 Thompson Island Pool Studies (O'Brien & Gere
1998), 1995 River Monitoring Test (O'Brien & Gere 1996), float surveys
conducted for the PCRDMP (O'Brien & Gere 1994b, 1993 a), and time of
travel studies by others (Tofflemire 1984; USGS 1969).

Several water column investigations performed in 1996 relied on time of travel
estimates, including hydroelectric facility monitoring presented in this report.

Final: March 20, 1998
(i:52\0612225\5_\96rpt\append\apc_flow.wpd)
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GE - Hudson River - 1996 PCRDMP

the flow range of 1,000 cfs to 34,000 cfs. These estimates were in close
agreement with previous time of travel estimates used for hydroelectric facility
monitoring and transect studies (O'Brien & Gere 1996, 1997) and Thompson
Island Pool Time of Travel Surveys (O'Brien & Gere 1998; HydroQual and
O'Brien & Gere 1996, HydroQual 1997) which were conducted at low flows,
less than 8000 cfs.
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GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP_______________________________________Appendix C

Table C-2.
Flow
(cfs)
1000
2000
3000
4000
5000
6000
7000
8000
9000
10000
11000
12000
13000
14000
15000
16000
17000
18000
19000
20000
21000
22000
23000
24000
25000
26000
27000
28000
29000
30000
31000
32000
33000
34000

Time of Travel estimates (hours) from Bakers Falls.
Fort

USGS Gage
3.1
1.3
1.3
1.2
1.2
1.1
1.0
1.0
0.9
0.9
0.9
0.9
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7

Edward
Rt. 197 Bridges

3.8
2.0
1.7
1.5
1.4
1.3
1.2
1.1
1.1
1.0
1.0
1.0
0.9
0.9
0.9
0.9
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.8
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7
0.7

Thompson Island
Dam (HRM 188.5)

47.8
25.1
18.0
14.2
11.8
10.2
9.1
8.2
7.5
6.9
6.4
6.0
5.7
5.4
5.2
4.9
4.8
4.6
4.4
4.3
4.2
4.1
4.0
3.9
3.8
3.7
3.6
3.5
3.5
3.4
3.4
3.3
3.3
3.3

Notes:
Time of travel estimates were developed based on field experience obtained during

the transect sampling conducted during the 1996-1997 Thompson Island Pool
Studies (O'Brien & Gere 1998), 1995 River Monitoring Test (O'Brien & Gere
1996), float surveys conducted for the PCRDMP (O'Brien & Gere 1994,1993)
and time of travel studies by others (Tofflemire 1984; USGS 1969).

Estimates revised April 1997.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

Final: 19-Mar-98 Page 1of1 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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Figure C-1
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Hudson River at Fort Edward 1991 through 1996

' 01' 02 ' 03 ' 04 ' 01 ' 02 ' 03 ' 04 ' 01 ' 02 ' 03 ' 04 Q1 ' Q2 ' Q3 ' Q4 ' Q1 ' Q2 ' Q3 ' Q4 ' Q1 ' Q2 ' Q3 ' Q4
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

Note: Mean daily discharge calculated by the USGS from adjusted unit values measured at the Fort Edward gaging station. Data are final for the time period 1991
through September 1996, and are preliminary from October 1996 through December 1996. Q indicates yearly quarter.
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Figure C-2
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Statistical Analysis: Winter USGS Fort Edward River Flow Data
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Note: Data presented are summaries of daily average discharges measured by USGS at the Fort Edward gaging station. Data are final through 1996. Box plots provide a
summary of seven statistical components (see legend). When the notches of any two boxes overlap vertically, the medians are not statistically different at the 95% confidence
level (Reckhow and Chapra 1983).
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Figure C-3
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Statistical Analysis: Spring USGS Fort Edward River Flow Data
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Spring (March 16 - May)

Note: Data presented are summaries of daily average discharges measured by USGS at the Fort Edward gaging station. Data are final through 1996. Box plots provide a
summary of seven statistical components (see legend). When the notches of any two boxes overlap vertically, the medians are not statistically different at the 95% confidence
level (Reckhow and Chapra 1983).
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Figure C-4
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Statistical Analysis: Summer USGS Fort Edward River Flow Data
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Note: Data presented are summaries of daily average discharges measured by USGS at the Fort Edward gaging station. Data are final through 1996. Box plots provide a
summary of seven statistical components (see legend). When the notches of any two boxes overlap vertically, the medians are not statistically different at the 95% confidence
level (Reckhow and Chapra 1983).
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Figure C-5
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

1996 Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring
Statistical Analysis: Fall USGS Fort Edward River Flow Data
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Note: Data presented are summaries of daily average discharges measured by USGS at the Fort Edward gaging station. Data are final through 1995 and preliminary for 1996.
Box plots provide a summary of seven statistical components (see legend). When the notches of any two boxes overlap vertically, the medians are not statistically different at the
95% confidence level (Reckhow and Chapra 1983).
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Figure C-6
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: January 18-19, 1996
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Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals © Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

- - - - Average instantaneous flow USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-7
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: January 24, 1996
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-——— Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-8
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: January 31, 1996
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— - - - Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-9

General Electric Company - Hudson River Project
Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: February 7, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-10
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: February 14, 1996
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-——- Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.'

O'Brien & Gere Engineers. Inc. 17-Mar-98 1:52/0612225/5_/96/append/FEB96_UV. WB2



y

10,000

9,000

8,000 —

7.000 —•6s_X
0

E? 6,000 —-
CD
g 5,000 —

4,000 —

3,000 --

2,000

Figure C-11
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: February 21, 1996
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———— Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Dally averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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FiguretC-12
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: February 28, 1996
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USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-13
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: March 06, 1996
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Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-14
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: March 13, 1996

00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 i4:00 16:00 18:00 20:00 22:00 24:00
Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals

——— - Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-1 5
General Electric Company -.Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: March 21 , 1 996
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-- — - Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 1 97 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow Is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnighf to midnight time periods. . .
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Figure C-16
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: March 28, 1996
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USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean dally flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-1 7
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: April 3, 1996
11,000 -| ————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————

10,000 -

^ 9,000 -
42
Q 8,000 -
<D
E> 7,000 -
GJ
O ft nnnto o.uuu

° 5,000 -

4,000 -

m^~~

' S

I M I I I I I I I 1 1 II II M M i l l 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 M 1 II

^^^V- ^__ . ___ Vf^^r _)TjXVr^^r ^T ^^r
^\^r^^^^

•

I I I I I I I I I M i l I I I I I I I I3,000 i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 i i 1 1 1 1 1 1 i i i . i 1 1 1 1 1 1 ii ii IN M i i M MII t i M i MI
00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00 20:00 22:00 24:00

Time (international hours;

— * — - Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals ®

— - — Average instantaneous flow — — —

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging statbn at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average Instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow Is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-18
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: April 10, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average Instantaneous flow is based on these raw values: USGS calculated
mean daily flow Is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-1 9
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: April 17, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow Is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-20
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: April 24, 1996
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——— - Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow Is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-21
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: May 1 , 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-22
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: May 8, 1996
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USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-23
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: May 15, 1996
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———— Average instantaneous flow

Sampling time at Rt 197 Bridge

USGS calculated mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average Instantaneous flow Is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow Is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-24
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: May 22, 1996
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USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gen Engineers. Inc. > 321813 17-Mar-98 1:52/0612225/S_/96/append/MA Y96_UV. WB2



••m\
•1-.-XW.M

16,000

10,000 —

9,000

8,000

Figure C-25
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: May 29, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS
calculated mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-26
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: June 5, 1996
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-*- USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous How is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-27
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: June 12, 1996
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Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure G-28
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: June 19, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values,
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated

O'Brien & Gen Engineers. Inc. I 321817 17-Mar-98 l:52/D612225/SJ96/appencVJUN96_UV.WB2



y

8,000

7,000

Figure C-29
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: June 26, 1996
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USGS mean daily flow

Note: instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-30
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: June 30 - July 1, 1996
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USGS mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values.' USGS
calculated mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-31
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: July 9-10, 1996
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Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-32

General Electric Company - Hudson River Project
Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: July 17, 1996
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Figure C-33
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: July 23-24, 1996
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Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ----- Average instantaneous flow

Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-34
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: July 30-31, 1996
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Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge — - — Average instantaneous flow

A Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-35
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 1-2,1996
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Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained'from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow Is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-36
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 4-5,1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average Instantaneous flow Is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daHy ftow te final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on n*Nght to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-37
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 6-7, 1996
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Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge - - - — Average instantaneous flow

Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-38
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 8-9, 1996
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Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-39
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 12-13, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-40
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 13-14, 1996
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Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time oeriods.
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Figure C-41
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 19-20, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average; instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-42
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 21-22, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-43
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: August 27-28, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-44

General Electric Company - Hudson River Project
Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 3-4, 1996

Routine PCRDMP Monitoring

4,000
CO

O 3,000 -f-
CO

00 22:00 00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00 20:00
Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals
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Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-45
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 3-4, 1996

Hydrofacility Monitoring
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow Is based on these raw values. USGS
calculated mean dairy flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-46
General Electric Company -. Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 5-6, 1996
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Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-47
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 10, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-48
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 12-13, 1996
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ous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
i final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-49
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 17-18, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean dally flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-50
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: September 24-25, 1996
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is final values published by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-51
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: October 1-2, 1996
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sous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS
dairy flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gem Engineers, Inc. 27-Mar-98 i:52A)612225ft_/1996/appen(VOCT96_UV.WB2
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Figure C-52
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: October 8-9, 1996
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October 8.

18:00 20:00 22:00 00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00
Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ———— Average instantaneous flow

USGS preliminary mean daily flow A Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average Instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow Is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Dally averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gen Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/S_/1996/append/OCT96_UV.WB2



Figure C-53
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: October 15-16, 1996
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Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals

USGS preliminary mean daily flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ---— Average instantaneous flow

Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5_/1996/append/OCT96_UV.WB2
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Figure C-54
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: October 22-23, 1996

00 00:00 02:00 04:00 06:00 08:00 10:00 12:00 14:00 16:00 18:00 20:00 22:00
Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals

USGS preliminary mean daily flow

.Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge - - - — Average instantaneous flow

A Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i;52/061222S/5_/1996/append/OCT96_UV. WB2
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Figure C-55
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: October 28-29,1996
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Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals

USGS preliminary mean daily flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge _ _ _ - - Average instantaneous flow

Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/S_/1996/append/OCT96_UV.WB2
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Figure C-56

General Electric Company - Hudson River Project
Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: November 5-6, 1996
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18:00 20:00

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ----- Average instantaneous flow

USGS preliminary mean 'daily flow —zts— Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5J1996/appen<VNOV96_UV.WB2
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Figure C-57
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: November 14, 1996
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Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ----- Average instantaneous flow

USGS preliminary mean daily flow A. Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5_/1996/append/NOV96_UV.WB2
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Figure C-58
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: November 20, 1996
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Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge - - - - - Average instantaneous flow
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Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Cere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5J1996/append/NOV96_UV.WB2
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Figure C-59
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: November 27, 1996
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Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ----- Average instantaneous flow

USGS preliminary mean daily flow A Plunge Pool Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5_/1996/append/NOV96_UV. WB2
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Figure C-60
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: December 4, 1996
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— - — Average instantaneous flow ———— USGS preliminary mean daily flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5_/96/append/DEC96_UV. WB2



T s >

00
to
H
00
Ul
O

10,000

9,000 +

-̂  8,000

^ 7,000
0
E? 6,000OJ
"O 5,000

Q 4,000

3,000

2,000

Figure C-61
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: December 11,1996
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USGS preliminary mean daily flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge ——— Average instantaneous flow

A. Plunge Pool/Boat Launch T.of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. 18-Mar-98 i:52/0612225/5J96/append/DEC96_UV. WB2
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Figure C-62
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: December 18, 1996
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Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals

USGS preliminary mean daily flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge

Boat Launch Time of Travel

Average instantaneous flow

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-63
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: December 23, 1996
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Time (international hours)

Instantaneous flow, 15 min intervals

USGS preliminary mean daily flow

Sampling time at Rt. 197 Bridge - — -- Average instantaneous flow

Boat Launch Time of Travel

Note: Instantaneous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
mean daily flow is preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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Figure C-64
General Electric Company - Hudson River Project

Flow at the Fort Edward Gaging Station: December 30, 1996
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ous flow data obtained from the USGS for the gaging station at Fort Edward are raw, unadjusted values. Average instantaneous flow is based on these raw values. USGS calculated
preliminary data adjusted by the USGS. Daily averages are based on midnight to midnight time periods.
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APPENDIX D

*>:
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Field logs

321854



Field logs
PCRDMP Weekly Sampling

321855



GENERAL ELE, .1C COMPANY
FORD EDWARD DAM - PCB REMNANT DEPOSIT CONTAINMENT

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

\ g^T Ms S**fkz
\A

Additional Notes:

Weather Data

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

5V?
JO-

Sampled by:

January 17, 1996
321856

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELE, 1C COMPANY
FORD EDWARD DAM - PCB REMNANT DEPOSIT CONTAINMENT

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

y

liill

p'C

(Thompson

Ft. Edward Staff Gage

Additional Notes:

Weather Data

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

ST-/0

Sampled by: /Y• / yM

January 17, 1996 321857 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



«»: GfcNERMLisLEC P COMPANY
FORD EDWARD DAM - PCB REMNANT DEPOSIT CONTAINMENT

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

l
URM 1 97.0 '/*'/%

(Thompson Island Dam)

33,16

Additional Notes: <//**-

Weather Data

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

January 17, 1996
321858

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELEu. rtlC COMPANY
FORD EDWARD DAM - PCB REMNANT DEPOSIT CONTAINMENT

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

( '

(West Shore)

East and Main

fs|ifi|l||fji| X cfc-- t^c.

fflflllflltlffpli (MO

Addttional Notes:

Weather Data

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by: I J

January 17, 1996
(:dfUdataOleia_log) 321859

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELEu. RIC COMPANY
FORD EDWARD DAM - PCB REMNANT DEPOSIT CONTAINMENT

1.996 POST-CONSTRUCTION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

i

/'c/

Ĥ iiiiiiiiiiiiiî ^ #2

,

Additional Notes:

Weather Data

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:. l/J fitfl

January 17, 1996 321860
O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELEUiRIC COMPANY
FORD EDWARD DAM - PCB REMNANT DEPOSIT CONTAINMENT

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

ii

fa;*"?

Addlflona! Notes: -»*t ""*-,

Weather Data

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Cull*
ICjM

Sampled by:

January 17, 1996 321861 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

mwm Sample Data
Sample
Depths

(Bridge St
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 95 0-4* Bakers Falls;

Type: Grab
Bakers Falls:

1)110 Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 95

HRM Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

^;.<fS*f^'v^:*XZmtK™w*SX*f*XKiyX
Ft. Edward Staff Gage

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

9 V?

February 27, 1996 321862 O'Brien & Gere Enoineers. Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

m W/QC!
vfiiWSft:;™;:*:;?Sample

(County Rt. 27 Bridge)
Type: Composite
Kemmerer 95 Bakers Falls: J>xy
Type: Grab

Bakers Falls: /*.//$

Type: Composite
Kemmerer 95

-.-;•.•.:•.•.•:•.•:•.•.•:•:•>.•:•>. •;•! .-:•.•:-:-». '.•:•:•.-:•:•:• •:•.-:•:• ••:•:••:•:•:• •:•••••:-.-:•:-:•:••:•••:
(Thompson Island Dam) //.'*> Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

February 29, 1996 321863 O'Brien & Gere Engineers. Inc.



"m

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE /3.

Sample;

10 Type: Composite
Kemmerer: J'C Bakers Falls: J?/2<f

•iii^:'^---£-:--X'&:'--t^
Type: Grab MS

East ahd Main CKalhel)
/O:

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 1-3*6

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: 96

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data

Wind:
Precipitation:

March 8, 1996
Cdib/ctata/nalfl lnn\

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE MfoUH 2(

IWatirl
Oepths

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^^ 0-41 Bakers Falls;
Type: Grab TXp

HRM 7:5'< £ Type: Composite
Kemmerer: $

East and Main Channel)

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

/iv>/2TL—

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

March 8, 1996
Cdib/data/lield Innl

321865 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE flfal &# *&

Saiple;iData| Depths Sanipie

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: y>"* Bakers Falls: /

3-
ey

//:'*> Type: Grab

(Rt. 197 Brtdges::
//:&£

East and Main Channel)i

Type: Composite
Kemmerar: '$"0 0-4'

. . - . .HRM 1
(Thonipitbii Islaiiiiil Daî ) 1

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level: (6.600th)

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:
<7

321866
March8,1996



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

^
Water

DeptKi
QA/QC Inspect

Sampte

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls:

Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

. .Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:

N

Sampled by:

Marc/7 29, f 996
CditVdata/Reld loot 321867 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
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GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE ft lL

Time :|||Sampte:Datal|::;
Water

Depths
Inspect
Sample"

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

0-4 jyfl <

Bakers Falls:

^̂ irOl.̂ î V-:':-:';-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:':-;-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:':-!-:-:-:-:-:-:-
//fid Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: a/

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:

Wind:
Precipitation:

jU)! JJlW^

//>

March 29, 1996 321868 O'Brien & Gere Engineers. Inc.



I
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE Aftett- /?.

(WS5:slbri

(Ri||$|!|rjd|||
East and Main elj

.•. : .•.":-:•

Equipment blank:
HRM

tfrf

:iil
Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: a/.

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Water
Tempi

Sampte
Depths

o /
Sample

Trie

Inspect
Sample

v/

Bakers Falls

Level:

Additional Notes: /&!,*</***//

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation: ,5/?//I

March 29, 1996
(:djb/data/fieldjog) 321869 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE tffktL 24.

Water
;Temp;

Sample
Depths

QA/QC
Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: * Bakers Falls:

Type: Grab rc
I/not

(Rt197
East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:̂

(Thompson Island Dartij
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: 4$

Ft;
(518) 747.9'9dOlli||||l|i:

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

321870
-Apr//22, 1996



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Water Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls:

(Weii
Type: Grab

East and Main Chanhel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: /(ft - f

Type: Grab ItfC
Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Fti: Edwa'rt :Sta:ff Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321871 O'Brien & Gf*rf* Fno/neers



ill Hi
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE Ifffilf $.

f

yVaiter Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 0-4 ' Bakers Falls: '**

(Vy|istiprf
Type: Grab •X

East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: #/ ll'C

\l\lO Type: Grab y/c-
Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

(518) 747-!
Level: //

Additional Notes: j3.r-/<?? 7®

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind-
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321872 O'Br/en 5 Gere Engineers. Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

:irrie;:
Wate Sample

Depths Sample
Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 0-41

Bakers Falls:
Type: Grab

ll'C

Eastand Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: n'o 1X5
Type: Grab ire,

Equipment blank:
HRM fifr Type: Grab

Kemmerer:

*»*££
Additional Notes: fe L4*t*S

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321873



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE fljftf 22

f I::l|!|pltln|l| HI

HRM':i9;7;oi|lllii 111
(County Kt. 27 Bridge \:-^m

ill
(West Shorej;;il||||ll

HRM' 1
(Rt. 1 97 BrldipIt̂ hipIlP
East and Main Channel)

(Thompson Island bam)

Equipment blank:
HRM / <?*/.2.

. • ." . :••:-:• ' •.:••:••-.'•::.:• • -•':-1-::--".v:-.-"-::::;---:':-:v:::-:::-

ft, Edward Staff tSa'g'elllii
(51 8) 747-9900̂ |||||||lf

Additional Notes:

Hi
to%r

'V

**•
/^'/r'

7:10

wo

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: tff

Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: /̂

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: fj£

^^^^

WaterJ
LTempl

Iff.

h'c

/fc

//"c/ fc> U'

^

.̂
•

Sample
Depths

d't*

&»«

*+>

Cjjr
/Ki

m
^

Sampie

~~~fi
^

«
»

-

/Inspect
Sample

*"

"

—

<$^$<

^^

::-::iy;:;S:|y5-̂

l̂ l̂̂ ^̂ ^B n̂̂ ip»PlSftillliliR
/Bakers Falls: Lut^/Y^i^ ^v** « *̂*v-

f i/

-/" -IL.̂ 1 i
Uvel: _ — fi&W

/.
Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321874 O'Brlen & Gere Eno/n*>«rs



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE /tt/h,

time 'Sampiex
Water
Temp.

Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

(County Rt. 27 Bridge)
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: fc tfc 0-4 '

/> of '
Bakers Falls: <U7*-

(West:Shorej|l||i||i|i
Type: Grab

(Rt, ;| 97 B ridges Comp, I
East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

HRM 188.5
(Thompson

Type: Grab ft, y
Equipment blank
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft; Edward
(518) 747-9900

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

321875



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE <".

Time
Water
Temp,

Sample
Depths

QA/QCj
Sample

Inspect
Sample

HRM
(County Rt|27 Bridge)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

.X

Bakers Falls:

(West
Type: Grab

HRM:1 9 4 ^ 1 1
(Rt. 197 Bridges tbmp
East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: <

koto/

(Thompson
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM }W.V

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft Edward Staff ;:Gag' el
(518)

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
. Description:

Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by: \f tri t/y f —Ŷ

April 22, 1996 321876



) :MS
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Time Sample :bata:
Water
Temp,:

Sample
Depths

QA/q6
Sample

Inspect
Sample

HRM 197,0
(County Rtf

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls: /» •t/-3«!s**rf*. •

(West Shoi^l* . * .-.-.

Type: Grab

East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

J ft>

(Thompson
Type:

Equipment blank:
HRM 6. S

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft; Edwardtaf:rGage];

Additional Notes:

/f#

Weather Data
Descr/pf/on:
Temperature:
Wind-
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

321877
1OOK



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 61 2.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

i m
Water Sample

Depths: Sample
Inspect
Sample

HRM
(County Rt

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls:
Type: Grab

(Rt, ;i 9 7 Briaf|i:lsiiiiil|
East and Main Channel)

/2~\0& -Type: Composite
Kemmerer: '

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab m

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:-^

Sampled by:

Precipitation:

April 22, 1996 321878



•, .• . •

') ^
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE -\ <?£> /*? ftr

irrie Sample ;'bata?
Water
;Temp.

Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

HRM
(County1 Rt|2"t̂ iBrlid8Je;j:|

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls: .. &*

(West
Type: Grab

(RJl,-.197:Br|i
East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: $£

(Thompson Island Damj Mo Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft;
(518)

Level: «>**

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description: *7u».
Temperature: _.tyyte P "

Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22. 1996 321879



>-S
•$

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE /,

Water Sample
Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 01,' Bakers Falls: ^/^

( West S.
Type: Grab v/

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 'j( Jffi

(Thornpsortlsalrii am)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM ft. 0

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

_k£

April22, 1996 321880



GENERAL ELECIKIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE JO

Sample
Depths

QA/QCj
Sample

Inspect
Sampje

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 0-1 ,— V

Bakers Falls:

(West
Type: Grab v/

(Rt
Type: Composite

emmerer:

Type: Grab "M"
Equipment blank:
HRM /4V- 2-

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level:

Additional Notes: J> 4*

Weather Data ..
Description: __2,
Temperature: .
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321881 O'Brien 5 Gere Engineers, Inc.



R"g î
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Water
Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls: C</~t
Type: Grab

(Rt. 1 97 Bridges Comp, -
Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

HRMilslsllliilllllll• •• -• .-. : :• -• : .- ••-.. ;.;.;; .-:-:•:•:•:•:-:-:•:.:-:-:•:•:•:-:-:•:.:•:-:•:.:•;.:.:.:.:-:-:-;•:•:-:•:•:•:•:-:•:•:•

(Thompson Island Dam) \1\SD Type: Grab
At

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

Anril ")•) iQOK 321882



„,.,
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

RELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE 24

Water Sample QA/QC Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls:
Type: Grab

HR Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

(Thompson Isiiridbaiinj
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: AJ&tu

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321883



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Water
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

\ Composite
Kemmerer: 9^ Bakers Falls:
Type: Grab fr'C
Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

East anitj Main'Cnahne'jf

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM ^^.0

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft Eciwarl • Illililllil
(51 8) 747-9

Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

Aoril22 Y996
321884



;K:§ p/i « ^ K
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

yVater Sample::
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: <?5* Bakers Falls:

Type: Grab

J6M Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

(518»;747-99;pO||:||l||ili /<),£&
Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996 321885 O'Brien & Gere Enaineers. Inc.



y
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE s
Water Sample

Plwh
QA1QC
Sample

)nspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^ Bakers Falls: J

HRM 1 96;8
(West Shdrej

Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

East and Main Channel)

HRiy|188;$|
(Thompson

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type:. Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft; Edward Staff Gage
(518)

Additional Notes:

Weather Data .
Description: f|dT -
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

r,f-;/ oo 321886



ipnat,

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE ?"

Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

"
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: P/ 'Bakers Falls/ /M^

Type: Grab

H RM !; 1 94«2 Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM /<?</,£

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

/ Sampled by:

321887



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE fhji6v*>

(County Rt. 27 Bridge) || (

HRM II -:
(West Shoreiililtllll 111 :
^ . . r • v -:-.v.:. .;. -.•.-.-.•.•.-.;,•;-.• ;.-.-.-.-.•

(Rt. 197 Bridges Comp -
East and Main Channel)

:
(Thompson Island Darti) f

Equipment blank:
HRM tfl-O

Ft. Edward sl̂ ffGageltil;:
(518)

Additional Notes:

•SI
*0

•^ sir
1 /Ok.

j o * fi^

guf

10$

il̂ Sample'b'ataill

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: q-f

Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 7^

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: <??

wmi^

Water
iTempii:;

£tf {/

3ft

^^

^

Sample
Depths

o-t'

^
5«UK

m
m

QA/QC
Sample

——

——

- ——

^
«

Inspect
Sample

^

I/

'

s^S^S

^

îS&isMst:-s^s:#:¥S^^
:|ill:liillIlll|Com̂

BaKers 'alls: SIQ h&rifif /) i/&f £(£***'

Lev-1: <?.?£& ^ *60

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

Our

321888



VM "*'*
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1 996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 61 2.204)

HELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE /3 S<? ?t>

Water
T

Sample
Depths

QA/QC
Sample

Inspect
Sample

(County
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: akers Falls:

(West Shorejf:
Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

East and Ma mTChlnnelji

?.?-

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmererr

Ft. Edv^rdta:agelIii
(51 8) 747-9

Level:
V.

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind-
Precipitation:

Sampled by: ™

321889
rrt 99 •100*8



) ::;
m in

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE /hiQ£/4f

Sample
Depths

QA/QCi
Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: "

- r '
Bakers Falls:

(West
Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

East and Maî '|DlT!pne'l

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM /<?-?. 0

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by: _

321890



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE #),

Water Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: •<»-*' Bakers

'Pi Type: Grab s

Eas^ jinidi Mai ̂  C(ipnef

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: fyn,

(Thompson Island Dani) /•zja; Type: Grab NL
Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

(51 8) 747-9
Level:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

^

Sampled by:

flnri/ 99 1QQR 321891



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Water
Teniip|;

Sample
Depths Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: <? ̂

/
B&cers Falls: //

(West
Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

(Thompson Island Dam)
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

321892



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

V

Time
Water Sampie

Depths
QA/QC
Sample

Inspect
Sample

HRM;;19J,P;iII|ii|
(County Rt. 27 Bridge)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls:

HRM
(West Shore)

Type: Grab

(Rt;i9;7Brildpiclttlp|
East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: We &•<"

(Thompson Island Darri)
Type: Grab vX

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description: •f
Temperature:

,
f****4

7

Sampled by: AL.

Precipitation:

April 22, 1996
321893



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE - /2,l/>sr>f

: x : : :

Depthi
QA/QC

Type: Composite
Kemmeren we O'lJ Bakers Falls:

: - • .-.•:-:-:-:- •:• -:-:• •:•:• •:•:•:•:•:•:•:•-•;•:•:-:•:•;•:•:•:•:•:-;•:-:•:•>:-;•;•:•:•:-:•:•>:•:•:•:•:•:•:•:•: Type: Grab

( Rt. 197 Bridges Comp, -
East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: %•/*

Additional Notes:

ti.X*

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

March 8. 1996 321894



W;;i*r»vffi • ' • • ̂ •'•v-yv

GENERALELEv ACCOMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE . &.

iiip|ilii|i||l|ii|-
;|i;Saniplf;.pata|||

Water Sample
Siamplf

Inspect
Sample

{Cbi^f^§Si^^i
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Baton Falls: flt^-tf ft'

HRM .1; •¥::S'i®>SSî *sS>*;?S!«*SSSf
Type: Grab

East lna..Ma;!(|::(;;i|irSnii||||

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

•S

(Thompson islarid Damj Av/ Type: Grab
XN « ̂

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft. Edward Staff Gage
(518) 747-990d:ii|f:;.;I

Level:

Additional Notes: tf** J9-7.O

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by: /^^ A/.
fair"

/Apr// 22, f 996
(djli/data/field log) 321895

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



V
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Sample
s

c i ;
Sa'rriple":

Inspect

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: Bakers Falls:

HRM-'I Type: Grab

East and Malj|(Ch;ariinei

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: f (?/r Cetfa- <***?**

(Thompsbh JslintJ banrij
Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Ft, Edward s'ia'fif.Gage
(51 8) 747-9

Level: &•

Additional Notes: >//);
7

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by: I A/[A

April 22, 1996 321896



ill
GENERAL ELEo i RIG COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

y
FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

: : '••:-.•: :<--'^-'^y-^K-:^ .
' •-•-:• '-:-:-••:-: •-. ^•:---.-:-:-:-:-:-:-:--^-.-' .-:•:- >:i»x-:-x-x-: •»:•:•:-:•>:•:•:•:•: -:•:•:•:•:•:•>>.

- < - . ; : . - : ;

M 1

East and jva;ir| (tiiaHn|j|lli

(Thompson Island Da
Equipmentblank:
HRM

Ft. Edward Staff Gage
(518) 747-9 900':j:i;|fy|

itf

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab

Type: Grab .
Kemmerer: .vi

•Sampi
Depths

04'

Sainipje
Inspect
Sample
y

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Descnpftbn:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

uiftn, 'n'jKt,, i
Bakers Falls: c/*~ face far /)<> J-/I> I>K>

fto*,,^

Level:

Jn «ZV*

Sampled by:

April 22, 1996
/ tfill/flata/ffoM fc-irtl

321897 O'Brien & Gere Eno/neers. /nc.



GENERAL ELEuiRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

T

i Da' la';: Te|lrip Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: #5""" Bakers Falls: /)0 /VT

-Mr *-£•
rType: Composite
Kemmerer:

V tit
(Thompson Island Dam)

Type: Grab /fc
Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level:

Additional Notes:
22. 3-.6C®

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:

Precipitation:

Sampled by:

September 12, 1996
(:djMdata/neld_log) 321898

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELEC.KIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

ÎBsi

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE ^&J~re»>&&L <=*> /V 7&

w^fa§^fiiM
URM-:1OTr:;ftS::S::::;:::!:S*SS*:*::™:: :; f ***•
nlsWjil.-S/̂ SSiSjiiSSSw^x S gSBB
(Cbiihty Rt; 27 Brid î ]. ;|f|

:^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  1 fill
WWSiliS^^SSiSS^SSSSSSSSJS^": ' '"'^
•^:<;X:^X*:tX^XX<<XVXKXXXXVX^ • x:x:x-:

11

(Rt̂ 197 Brliî esCbmjp -111
Eastand Main Chanrie K:• ;--•• •:•: •-:-: :-•-::••-::• -:-x-:-:-: •:•:-:-: :•:•:•: :-•-:•:•:•:-:-:-.-:-:- •:-:-.-::- -: :-.-:-:•. :+<:•:••::

HRM:̂  11
j[T̂ fi|s;o|:::ii|i||:!|iiiJ( II
Equipment blank: A\ . 1 ;

HRM /^.^ 'fTp^

;;ififii!

tfl4$
——— s-

<ic<

^

*$*

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^

———

fType: Composite
Kemmerer: ^yf

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: _

111!!

Ifc
—

'nfc
Jfe'c

Sample
Depths

0-4'

——

<.-«*»

^W

•H-CSft/OCa
Sarnple

—

——

^

' A1^

Inspect

• ——

'̂ î:;i;:;-4:;;i;;S:::x;;;i;;j:;;̂

:;:::;:::::;:;::;::::::::;::ig::;:::::::;;̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂

f

: :;.v.-i;XvX ;i:;:;r;:;:-:;:;X;;;:-:;/:v>:y:-x>-:-Xy: ivX-x :-:.;! x iv.y:-:-:-: -: •;;:•:-:•:•: :::•;-:::-:•: x-x-; .•: ;-:-.•:•: :•:• -:-:••:-::•:•: •-•.•:-:•: :-.-• -

Bakers Falls: |MHA J^I^/A^ <^V A1-**

Level:

Additional Notes: £fo ^-^^ W1®

Weather Data < -f

Temperature: _
Wind-
Prprinffaffnn-

s^mpMhy W/IlJ"^

N

September 12,1996
tool

321899 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



iv.;,v:v:y !Mi:..\iM Mi.v.v,.

;RAL ELEL .. Jc COMPGENERAL ELEC. .<1C COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE O&h^

Wil
plpt

llil
Sanipie

^^

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ty5 0 Bakers Falls: y h<>

i

< 'Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab It'6
Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

• •Level:

Notes: 2$6L.

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wfnd:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

September 12,1996 321900 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELE, A\C COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

T

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE *?.

Sariiple Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^"

vX

Bakers Falls: " J

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

0-6:1 I/

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level-

Additional Notes:

Weather Data .
Description: </*"
Temperature: —'Ste
Wind: I
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

September 12, 1996
321901

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

rlf*f4fpllll
i[̂ ptjijt|::j||||

HRM 194.2
(l|fl|f|;jj|n
East and Main Chahn l̂)

Equipment blank:
HRM

II!***

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

ptlrl
Depths•:.•, .- •:•.- ».-.-".- -:T-.-:-

lill
Sarriple

Bakers Falls:

a

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

r c r n .

September 12, 1996 321902 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



) 1
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Sarnple
Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: m Bakers Falls:

East and Main Channel)
/&&£

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

Type: Grab

Equipment blank: lokz.fa(*HRM fct n Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Level:

Additional Notes: S"

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

o , ^ uSampled by: <

September 12,1996 321903 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELEoiRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

f FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE &£>^ 2^ tf%

'fiijIiij^^^iiK
^•j^ijj^^^l
'i;S^SxSS t̂t?SSiî ĵ̂ ^S ^sJSfSj S:
•.::™iS:ft?SSi:SSs^^^^^^5 S^^^ 1i

ffln îiiiiiiii
(Rtil S'iiilnligiiiib-iniplll 1
East and Main Channel) s

Equipment blank:
HRM • Ib/pdfo

HI
/o;/o

•— ii.i—

H3
;i:»
wt

**»

||f||f||i!;ilf|:||
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: /̂̂

— —

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: < /̂V

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: ^f^<

iwill
//b
—

//fc
//fc

Sample
Depths

<>•<;
——

oiv^

Icill;
Sample

fl\6

- —

—

*fyuP

Inspect
Sample

^
—

""

^

Illlllllillllliliil̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^

l̂l|lll:ll:||lllli||i|̂

BaKers rails: £(6^. rtyg tutf" £>&c^A446t»i^s \5ip

f\Yib\\}t L t IK< f("^«l £' s ^'fit-fcif ? ^i. I 'At^yf

^ASJ ^y)LJt^<K) $i^1 ()U££4-f£

1 aual> /7?/0 ̂ ^/ <=— > ZZcrt)t_CVCI* t^ vx . /• /

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description: ^7^^^
Temperature: .....Yfu- £*. Ifr'.h ——
M/?nî - A&rlfa

Prttnipffotinfi- A^^

SamplftH hy ZxfA- /lL6-^_#

September 12, 1996 321904
O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



IERAL EL>_ fRIC COMIGENERAL EL>_ fRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE Afov&n£en- £,.

'̂vSSit^S^
HRM-iWibloSlî SI
(C'bUnty R^̂ 7:|rjid!ge;f|||l|
HRM 19̂ i:y;:?lil:iilii;ll::ll
(Rt. 197 ̂ nyâ îoiiiit̂ iill
East and Main Channel)
|_|O|[M:'ifaQ-ie : 4: ':: •':-:::::':-:-:':-x::::':::-x-:':-:-::::::: ::::.-:-:-:::::::::'
HKIVl-1o8.!>:-S:::-;::-;:::Wi«-S:S::::::::f::a-S::V:';:.;:;>::

(fl|̂ !mpip̂ :i||ii!S|î p|w|̂ i
Equipment blank: ,
HRM /ff^t, likfo

Ft. EdVi/ard Sitaifif Gage
(si8j:f̂ Bdqp4SI|̂ ^
Additional Notes:

;:"fiinri|:

04 3o

||. ION

l|.2*£

/r-^
/f;̂ )

^f/r
1(10

:l|:'Slmjple"bata::|ii

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: tj$

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ̂ ^

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: y^/f"

:::::::. ". ,:::::::::': -" ::'; ::. ::• : .• •. :' ; .. :::

Waier
|feiiip>:.

'WO

10

Q'Jr7 0

Sample
Depths

0-lS

O'f'vi
b-i<£

j^vftite

Q^/QC
Sample

M

'Pup

"

'M Jp;?; £•;

Inspect
Sample
S
(X

/
t/
^^

l̂||ii::;;::| : y;: ;" ; ; ••; •:• ;;:; :::;:;;:; Cpmrhfe rtts ; ; : ̂  •; •• \ :
: ; ; /. ;

Bakers Falls: ^//c^ e>v»* C/A+* fi^ htT

Cw ^l^t $fr<»-(} tn o/'it^'-JSffU^'

J-iut, &~J4tl »fa*.t if dvplitdf forDlts1 >> f

ipwpi--^^'^ ~ /eoccj.*Level, f^ /r ^ ̂ ot) c^

/
Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by: (/U /Hflfi**r^

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/4ffdlog2) 321905

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



LfcoiRICCOMIGENERAL ELfco i RIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE A/it>£M6&L.

/i/ater Sample
Depths

OJV/QC
Sample

Inspect
Sample

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^ C Bakers Falls:

1/D'
gy //rvvs

HRM
(R*-
East and

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ft w

-fin)

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM MI, I,

Type: Grab
Kemmerer:

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/40kltog2) 321906

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



>£&.;?

GENERAL ELEv,, RIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE M!1'&«0&71- 2t

. .:;v.\.;S t̂atj6ii:;:;̂ ;;f:̂ |;i.::\

Hl?M 1li7̂ .̂̂ ^&;,- •
(County Rii?2t |ii1dg(8J|ii:. .e

HRM;iM,2̂ i-|î îl̂ i:.
(Rt.:197-:J3ri|ppip|i!il|;;
East and Main Channel)

HRMilW^^^^^ :̂
(Thompson Island Dam)

Equipment blank:
HRM /^fo

FtiEdWardiittGacie(si 8) 747-ilp6iMiii IA ;.
Additional Notes:

Time

Ib'.i®

/C'./$|*

W:^(»

//;*£>

^106

/fr.^tt>

|| Sample Data •§

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 4jT

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: %/?-

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: Qf

:^?£-^&£r-tii&

Water
Temp-

fa

?c

?c

Sample
Depths

aV
tf'-ff'W

6-&'£

fatfat

oX/cic
Sample

—

/^5

^o/

Inspect
Sample
iX

**s

*s

</•
us

iil̂ l:il|;

|̂1;|:;̂  ., ,
flHbC t>ln<ty'^A-+- ^»/*Al-n, i/it»-kr«^«.

Bakers Falls: ^/^ /J .̂̂  a^ J^,

^5*r*/>UeJ bJ*'t f ^A/v^A-e^. ^//vut//rfrt«*^*,
U// iJ5&^

Level: 22-^2-

)

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/4fliatog2) 321907

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELEo, d\C COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

1

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE A/Ol/&n6&L~ £?-,

^^iSSiUi
LJDIIJI *f Q>f v'^Oi •:•'•:•'•'''' ;::::::':>x:::::::::":':::: ;:::"::: '::x:::::::::::; :": ,:::

East and Main Channel)

•rî ;!S8lIlil:::il::illill|i
(Thompson Island TDiam)

Equipment blank:
HRM /<?</, 2,

iljlii

tytyj

W.$£

ii**»&

u A?

lj;»fc

:SSiilli
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 9*"

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: %/}

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: fyfy

|Wa1tl|-

y>
^
&°c

^§a^(»jC

0-t,'

6 -tit

W.

Sample

n*

"P^P

—

•iKlpict;
Sample

'

•

t

•-• ' •• ' ' ": - - " -'- "':'":::'"" "i"i-:-,:,: "• " : : '.:. :'; :';::'; ;- --; '-'- ::- '"' •. " .• " " .- '.'••'•.'• :':" . '-^ '-.'. '•'•••• "-•:•:" • ' -:•:•:•;•:": •-;:•:•:•••••• . •• :- •:•. . :• •.- . :-r;./'. ; -" ' -', -' '•:
. :-: . - •' • • •• •• •"•: '•;•'• •' '•' • :-' '•' : • •-: - -:-• • • . : ; , . . : ' : : •:::-. :-•-• : , •-• . •-.-, . . . •.•: .•:•• . . ' •: .-: ••• ••: . : ••:•• • • •.- • : • : .- •-•-:-; :-:•• . • . • .••

|||;:M::ill;;.;;̂
P!MO!;:it£Z

f / /Bakers Falls: .-VA^^WI//^ £>vi^ 06>»~ (/»M/-^*I

Level: ̂ '̂ 3

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description: J^»i+\
Temperature" Ztf* r .... ,,^, , ,
Winri- CAm ~°> tflkttqf
Preripifnfion' rJom

Samp,0Hh, *k/fyk/
^j

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/4aidlog2) 321908

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE i>ec&*&SH* V /? ̂

' • • • ' ; I ••- ';:i::':': : • • • • ' • ::S:::;::::::W::::::Si;S::;S>

HRM';19"7;(J:S:î i|i:!lllllî lyi:

WMfWî ^^^^^

East and Main Channel)

Equipment blank:
HRM #0-5

IPI
/o;»o

//*
ft»
«*

»f<

||Ppi;;D|i|l:

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 9f

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ̂ 6<^

Type: Grab

Type: Grab ^?u£
Kemmerer: <£4ff

Waler
Temp.

^
ytf/>
w

Sample
Depths

0V

,-,'
A^

,..•:.,:;,:.: ::-::::v:rS::

QA/QC

• —

2W

/«

Inspect
Sample
x

îil̂ llliiSifî iBfiî SllilS:

• /

-'•: -. W--t -'V VK: : ^••••';-^-. :• •• '-• -.^ ̂ -i* :i;:*:S:: "•: : i : : • : . . ' ' . .- V-:- : • :'. :: . .

frltA f'/cr\> •• i<jt ft*. rln^ifJj &*£y £(&»^ H'^h^ti^
„ , r- i. Ji-rr^TUn <Zf C/ii-fAtV^' '*«S — 'Bakers Falls: r r '

^fctf^^' ̂ ^^

Level: J&ft, •^&l'\twcfe

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description: £Wf*X4r, //^/^ dr/nk- —
Temperature: _. , ¥<*:,
Wind- C*J*>
Precinitation: ,, ..-./"̂ jS-,,., _

•Sampled hy -̂̂  /̂  ™?

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/4/Rdloa2) 321909

O'Brlen & Gere Engineers, Inc.



fi'*"';' £ir? £"% ?'
GENERAL ELEo, RIC COMPANY

1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM
(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

; : . . . ; i

{F̂ t»:::f0|-;:0!̂ |iiie|ii||0iiti|iil
East and Main Channel)

11

Equipment blank:
HRM /??. <?

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Description: 6l'£kt
Temperature- 4.0'fJL
Win<i- Cfris
PnrinifBtinn- *">->

BHi
.**
lC-5^
,

H-s

te^
?:*'

It**

m$r
*•' //5
•7

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: 4*5^
Type: Composite
Kemmerer:̂ ^

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: 9f

iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii

d

lilli
H-ft,

/y.^'c

*n

Illilllii;

5§::li8;:-SSSS5

M
S\ __ /
L.' W?

$'(*'

C'

i««
lillllil

lilii
Sampie

-

fl)$

7)vf*

x-:-x •: •: :: ::-x:>:::;:-:-x-x::: ::'
:':-:-:-:-:':::;:;:':->::x::-:::'x-:'::
vX-X-SOX'X-X-X'X-X'X-

;X;X;.*;!;X ; ; V.\.\; \-V.-\y\-\

ilii
-X"

s

— -

x::-:;:;:-X;X:::x;:v:y.:;:v:v

";'v.xX:-xoxX>;X:X;X

/

:x^^x':x^x-:̂ :'/: ::x:;:;:;:":;vj.j:::j:;:|:|;;:::;:|x£j:̂ ^ x i'̂ x;: "'^ix''"'' . ;';:::"': '."'. .: - : :.-.- : ' - : " ' - : " •, • :

Bakers Falls: /La &•*•/

Level: <3)>&5

RampMhy l/^.nl} i^-^
' U

321910

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/4/lkttog2)

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELtoTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

.;̂ ;P^
LJ D All «i tkf A v -.v 'X / ': :;: •••- :• : ^' : : : : -' °: ::.:::x-:':;:::'n Km 1 8 7 .0 s:? •? SKS : -s :* : ;• «zm™ -w:--: :

(County: R;t|:;2|il.Hdg||||||
HRM:l94.2:l:̂ :Sl!::;:::::.l§::III:;:|;ll:

(Rt::i:97: BĤ ps;:6iliip|I||
East and Main Channel)

• LI D • • '^f :O fl : ji ::: :::^: '̂̂ :' :v/:::;:-'::::::::;:::;:;:v:::::::':::::::r:::::::;i': ^IMIIKIIfliilWJIilS ĵjssww^ ĵissa^:;
(Thompson Island Dam)
Equipment blank:
HRM /Hi.

''FtfldWiliiilpllllli"
(6i0)̂ ||i9(î ^̂ ^

Additional Notes:

;:f(rrie

lo:io

\\^

//•*'

/̂s"

1̂

'• ™ f'S™-: .::'-':':-":':V:'::i S : Yy BK": -ii

;;S;̂ S::S::B;U:;̂ :;i;S:':-î :S:;K;:xSiS5s.
Sample Data

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: %*

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: %/f

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: y^A

iiiiiiiHiiiiiiii

Wafer
;:Tejrnp;;:

4}. -ft

^lc

fst
•illlPli

Ililili

Sample
Depths

0^

O'Cl
0-5v

^(IptHt*

:|:;:::;x::::>::>;:::::;:-::::::::;::;:::
:;:;:•:-;-:•:::;:•:•:•:•:.:.:•:-:.:::::•:•:•:
:•;-:•;-:.;.:•:•:-:•>:-:-:::::-:.:>::-:•::

ciA/c»c
Sample

/V

'bof>

Inspect
Sample

illllllllt

•jjjiiiim

Ilil!:1^

Bakers Falls: Lt^f^^ov^ c/«^
"

Level: ^100

/

to
H
IO
H
H

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature: ^
Wind: f"
Precipitation:

Sampled by:

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/40dk>g2)

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



(A)
to
H
V£>
h1

to

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

:̂:;';;;|;̂
HRMia'tiilSjfiiSS
(County ftttiff BndJEJeî s-̂ ^ :
•- • •- •-•- • . - . : . - . . • '--:'•. • •- -•- • •• - :•• •• -• - •- --.-:•:• -:-j v.-.-.-.-.v.-.v.

(Rt.:197'BrrdlIlPill|l
East and Main Channel)

(Thompson Island Dam)
Equipment blank:
HRM /0£<f

giisillHI
Additional Notes:

:Time

oT^0

ĵ -jii-

\&<

)b\?$

tf&l-

SliilH
Type: Composite
Kemmerer: f\^

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^i>A^

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: —

'-:-:-:-x-:-:-x-:-x-:-:-:->;v.v;:;:-:->:-:-;-:-:-r;":>::: :-,-:•:•:•:•:•:;:;.;••• ••:-.-:'X-x-:-:-:-: x-X;X;.: ;.:: : •:-:-:;.;.;. ; ;.. •_.-. .;:..;•.;.:

.:yv::"::'L:::;';:;:::::"'L';'::x'>.-.v:'::.:. ':';X; ;::::.':;:;:-:o:-:-'X:

•; -;-x-::::x:::x---x-:::-x::-:-'-:-:"x::-::; :-:-:-x-:vr: .-;';'. ::->:-;-. .-:•.-. . .•.-.-.-.•.•.-.•.-.•. -.;.•.-.-.•-•.-. •.-.•.•.•-•-•-;. .;.; -.-. •.; ;.;.;.;.

]:Wate.|:

#\&

H-

f«l?
KjiiiSsKfSSixS-

:H:SH;SSBSS:SS:

llllll?!

Sample
Depths

6^«

V-t;

W/x*
-:':'X-:-:-x-:-'-:':-x-x-: :•;-;-:•.---.•:• x\ •:•.-: -'-:-:-:•: •:•-•: ; - : ; . ;•x ;:>;.-"•:•:-:•••:•:•:;:;: x -: :•::•;;

•:-:;::Sx-x;-:i::::"x:':x-::.:x::

:-:;.;X;::X:';,X::;XX;X:X;X

QA/QC
Sample

. _ .

jfY>4

PI-'P

iî islSSS

Inspect
Sample

|||ll;li:||

1̂

Bakers Falls: l^^yujje^ji^ e\,*j famtdfa*?
r* f

Level: 1^,^

]

Sampled by:

Novembers, 1996
(:612204/40kSog2)

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE

.;^^-^^^^-^-^^^-^^^^^

;.£:::;:::::S':£::C::£:£
;!-:::::::̂ -:'::::̂ ::::;:::i:;:;:::::::::£

::::::;:-::>^:-:^-::':::':-;':':-:<-:'S:'::;-: : 7x : x xVx-:':' :::::::::Sx::-:::-::::S:-;:-:-̂ ;-:>^

•:HRM'-'i9l̂ ":0 :̂:^:^

}ii§^ifjgjl^
East and Main Channel)

Equipment blank:
HRM /fV- 2-

ili8)iiiii&;;il;:;:iiii!;;i|[|

in
,^
IS
/l^tl

of^o

ilMl'iPf̂ ^P Îl

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^Jf

Type: Composite
Kemmerer: ^{.A-

Type: Grab

Type: Grab
Kemmerer: %/v

jHlj
r>
f.-rc

i.rt

Sample
Depths

6V

D-i'^

5u««

|;(5Apf:

^
•Pup

^~

Ifippectl

x

"

fc/

iP:1ISiiŜ

'••^m?tf:f::S:tm^tm^^^^mf:siiSKmiyKs^

|:ll-;I:ll::;;lf;:Sli/; H ; : - ?

i?::;S:is'S::S-:-:'i''sS:'-::::Sy?Ss:^;;;::l;l?i;;f-:;i.::;:::;:;;t:;:;?ŝ ^

Bakers Falls: J î ̂ vMv/y/^^ <^v ^^

Level: :22 .T^

Additional Notes:

to
Weather Data
Description:
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

Sampled by:
<J

December 28, 1996
(:6i2204/4/lldlog2)

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.



Field logs
Hydroelectric facility monitoring

September 4,1996

321914



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE. V

Type: Composite
Kemmerer. Bakers Falls;''• dfatfM. 61

(West Shore
Type: Grab

East and Main Channel)

Type: Composite
Kemmerer:

HRM.18I
i.i..;:"*'-*-:i::;:#(Thompspn

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Type: Grab
Kemmeren

Additional Notes:

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

321915
March 8, f 996

Sampled by: Nftkh



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Project 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE.

Wl

m Ipl«
Type: Composite
Kemmeren Bakers Falls; *>
Type: Grab

East arid Main Chah1|el)

Type: Composite
Kemmeren 0'$

BaWMMHM(Thompson Island Dam
Type: Grab

J
Equipment blank:
HRM IKCO Type: Grab

Kemmeren

Additional Notes:

, x
'

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Precipitation:

321916
March 8, f 996

Sampled by:

O'flrfflP Pnnfrtonw >n/-



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
1996 POST-CONSTRUCTION REMNANT DEPOSIT MONITORING PROGRAM

(Protect 612.204)

FIELD LOG

SAMPLING DATE Ml 6

8ami

. ^ ^ ; W

(County Rt. 27 Bridge
Type: Composite
Kemmeran $£ o-V Bakers Falls:

„„
(West Shore)

Type: Grab

(Rt197 Bridges
East and

Type: Composite
KemmereR ̂ /̂ -

HRM 188.5
ijs_ •::.:>:>>->-:-i; •:•:>•:>

Type: Grab

Equipment blank:
HRM

Additional Notes:

Type: Grab
KemmereR^1

j%*-l>*f ?/f

Weather Data
Temperature:
Wind:
Predp/faflbn:

321917
March 8.1996

Sampled by:

O'firfen A Gene Engineers. Inc.



../•-*"

JField logs
FED transect sampling

September 17,1996

321918



GENERAL ELKCTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVEK PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
HRM 194.2W Field Log

FILE: 612.205

•%-;.W(%ff.. :..;..:•¥:.•.:;:.
PCB«llq6ot Water Deth ' C •

IW
/!>'<#>

HRM 194;2W-3lill

HRM 194:2W-4

HRM 194.2W-5'ili:I

MHM

ft! 3d

Ifito

Water temperature:
Weather data:

Air temperature _
I Wind:_____
\ PndptoBon: __

•3/0 Notes:

321919

Sampled bvf
Team Leader: A/

Crew #1:
Crew #2:

O'Brien A Gere Engineers
(WAA:djV52:612.20S)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
HRM194.2E Field Log

FILE: 612.205

Station PCBiiliqUdi
Apfiroxinnlate
Water Deth

:.. ...

Water VelocHy
"

HRM194.2E-1 :

HRM P'.vf
HRM

HRM

HRM 194.2E-4_dU|» COC:dupHR-2

HRM /(:&>

HRM

,

HRM194.2EEQBL

Water temperature:
Afeather data:
Air temperature
Wink

4-

Predptfafton;

Notes:

321920

Sampled bjj,
Team Leader: _

Crow #2:
O'Brien & Gere Engineers

(WAA:<JJhf52-612205)



GENERAL Et̂ Tkic COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
HRM 197.0 Field Log

FILE: 612.205

• • • - . - . .

Station U& '. t;;: ; Water Deth

, . : :wX'K'M*!-.' >;•>:•:•••:•:•-•>>;••'>•• •: • • •:••••; . :-.•:• <• •• ••

WaterVolocKy
'

HRM
CFZzr ttas

HRM 1 87.0 l:

0-6

fill*

Mo

Vater temperature:
Veather data:
Air temperature
Wind:
Precipitation:

Notes:

321921

Sampled
Team Leader Jl/L

Crew 91:__
Crew 92: __

O'Brien & Gem Engineers
f2. (98)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT - RIVER MONITORING TEST

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
Transect FED Field Log: Round 1

FILE: 612.205

(near west shore)
: /nto 135'

10:3*
ZL.Z*
/,?£ TT

Id St. . o-eo
103!

(near east »ribfa
-'

i > n 1 ' COC:HRdup1

ater temperature:
eather data:
Itr temperature _
Vfnd:_

1 T,

Notes:

LTtoitl 321922

Sampled by:
Taam Leader: *"#*'

Crew 1H:
Cnw#2:

O'Brien A Gere Engineers



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Round!

FILE: 612.207

Station J.D Water:Deith

(near west *lw?i: /'.of

T// \.6T~
11 H

A'T

FED6-2; s
- v x

FEDiiiuillt COG: HRdupl

II

i.i-i

321923
/ater temperature: ____
feather data: -j i\ *f
Mr temperature /o

/Wnd:

Sampled byt
r Cft<

-f
/ T . .! <*/*<-

Team Leader CM&
Grew ni: _
Crew 92: _

O'Brfen A Gere



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Round 3

FILE: 612.205

StatiSnlll i Approximate
Water Deth -

. '30

;. /3

. 4 t. COG: HRdup!

321924

later temperature:
feather data:
Mr temperature
Vfnd: U...

tt 6sl- /&£ fie**
«- /•«•' /»•r /-'. v*

O'Brfen & Gere Engineers
(WM:WS&12.19B}



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Round 4

FILE: 612.205

. - : - ; : i

Station i.bff

1/nlte
A

/**/

1.1 1>

'3^3 1. 90 *» . COG: HRdupl

mt^m

321925jiiz.

tfater temperature:
leather data:
Air temperature _
Wnd:_____

£-•;?$ « Sampled I
Team Leader C/M/S

Cratvff: J) ic* HMottfcl

MjK-- ^#-
: « • • > /

ii /. *
O'Brien A Gore Engineers

(WM:4jt>SS2:ei2.198)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
Transect FED Field log: Rounds

FiLE; £12.205

- :• •- •-. •:•:•:•: s:«-:-:.:-x̂ x-:

FED1>5MSiii

i . i • ,' • i Vtf" I'.t . J.".«• ' , " * • •.f : •••' ' *••! •, • ' i.

Vater temperature:
leather data:
Air temperature

U>
to
M
VO
10

Sampled by: •
Team Leader; filfttt

Cnw #Z-

Precipitation:
O'firfen £ Gere Engineers

(WM:tVb#2:61Zt98)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Round 6

FILE: 612.205

Stsiion
(near west »hOfe>;?

<?.. 77

15 <^r
1537

FEDî llllllll

COC: HRdupl

321927
Vater temperature:
Veatherdata:
Air temperature __
Wind: _____

Notes:
i

I

Sampled
Team Leader CI\tW

Crew It 1:

O'Brfen & Gen Engineers



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
Transect FED Field Log: Round?

FILE: 612.205

Station'D

o.

a.
0.3

A <S.<T' 0-. -d 3
**w. ™ COC: HRdupl

. . - ..-.|- » r T - • i''-'a-'y'''''-

1 •:! Ortf/iV"
3 c .

321928

ater temperature:
eather data:
ir temperature _
Wnd; _____
'rec/pffaf/on: ='"? • / '-r

Notes:
!

Sampled by:
Team Leader; C.'

Crew#1:
Crew #2;

BJ&ifiskl

O'Brien & Gere Engtneen



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Round 8.

FILE: 612.205 \

0-18

/•73V .. 37
J, 3*

FED5I

COG: HRdupl

r i f s s *

•.i >•**•:• ,••-"•

ater temperature:
eatherdata:
[ir temperature __
Wnd: _____

321929

-
•• "'V' ••""• >V>~'^;"S*C •*'':'* '<••WJ .,--' ... .; •;<£&$„...•./• •• • .-..
.̂̂ •:, />,.^-V-3f! 'r-'-':;-:. •*"

O'Brfen A Gere Engineers



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT - RIVER MONITORING TEST

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
Transect FED Field Log: Round 1

FILE: 612.205

Station (:![)/ POP aliquot ; Water beth Comments
(near west shore) :-"

10 •

10 •A

FED5-1 /OS"?
(near east shore) n

// 0 3 COG: HRdupl

Water temperature:
Weather data:
Air temperature
Wind:

Notes:

Precipitation: L.T, ItfT ^ L T

321930

Sampled by:
Team Leader: ^W

Crew#1: i
Crew #2:

O'Brien & Gere Engineers
(WAA:djb/S2:612.198)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
FILE: 612.205

Transect FED Held Log: Round 2

Station i.Ci; PCB jiifQMot y Water Deth
iiWaterVe
•* (ftVsecl

(near west shore) w-
- : ' ' :

FED1-2MS:: 1130

1-33
FED3-2 .

II
Z.oo

(near east is joreji;

FED6-
I/

COC: HRdup!

}'*. \\

321931
/ater temperature:
leather data:
A/r temperature ___
Wind: -&* Lf.
Precipitation:

Notes:

i .1
'' *>'''>'

Sampled by:
Team Leader:

Crew#1:_
Crew #2:

O'Brien & Gere Engineers
(WAA:djb/52:612.198)



; 'm
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

HUDSON RIVER PROJECT
1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Round 3

FILE: 612.205

Station I.D>
(near west shore) %:..

FED1-3li/1slll
'':'-'\XXM

FED2-3 -V:: ::•?;•;:;:;*;:;:::•:

FED3-3

FED4-3;-|Iiil

FED5̂ 3liII
(near east shore)

FED6-3^u'ptll

• ; -•; \ ;:':i;:;-;' r;ss::m;x;::-

.". ' ' •;• ' ;.: :1&;Sisi:s?;i;s;.

^WSii
• '-_..'' ':- . _;v-:::|:::|.j:j;jx::;:':-f|:v::.

: ;:- :::::":':':::::::::::::;:-::-:::-.::

. , .;_ : :j:y. . :-.;.•.• .;:-;.:;:::;-.:;--

•'•: -:;;". • ' • - : ; :.:'̂ -̂::/;;;:':':':j:;::-;:i:;?:'"

321932

Water temperature
Weather data:

Air temperature . - ,

:" >:': -! .'•:-:- :*-~-: •:'."•-• •.•'•-•:•.•:•:•:•!;. .-.-
-' :::- • : . '.:•:•*•:•:• :••• :• •'. • • • • : - : - • •

H I II f£^.

'

/
Y

r
r 2 M3

ti tl ^ il ^

.::-.̂ ;;::::::1::-:::::-;: -X:';:o:-::;:r::;:::::-. ,

lî ilil
/£. ' ^>O

1 2 ,' 3o

/ Z. / S ̂

tZ 3&
/2 YJ5
I'Z-HB

i Z^3
/Z ^5<

'-2.3Z.

f2 '/b

5;
V X

l/1/fnrf: L-f • bf£6££ f NfcJ
Precipitation: Urf fJM H

SS^a^pl̂ TypLl

f*C^ aliquot K.::

^- -

^ __

<-" <-̂

^

^

^ ^

-•
- .

i

i

:
.

i
«

Notes: [
wC

;-'x :-:.:i: S&immM
1 Water Depth

^•^

/' ^
Z,^ -2.

y. 7^r
a. /^>
~^ , i_2
*.(0
2. , /^ '

2 - 1 ^

.3(3

J far /2fic/$£
A/ '
/o^r ,0.^7-i

yf(> ' *.&•$*. •

3i::Wa'iterMioxcirty:;:::>

/.*?T

/.^s-
2.-S-S

2. /3

' /. 9z
/- 7^"

*'ie
/. 4<£

2. 3^3 •

/ " ^ ?

f •/>... ^-. /.?,-/
^c f ' , ; ^ ^ - .

J 9 "•'• •' / •'' ' '

• i'ss-jy: ':'S:-:K:J: ;' '. : Comments

COC: HRdup!

1; L> 1 • a

Sampled by: o
Team Leader: CflW P4B*-1*)

Crew#1: &'(Je BJtQiA**-!
Crew #2:

O'Brien & Gere Engineers
(WAA:dibrt2:612.198)



Station I.D,

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Lag: Round 4

FILE: 612.205

.
PCS aliquot Water Debth f t 'ec :

(near west shore) /.
FED1-4MS: 1330 A
FED2-4' \ 3

13 3

c. ?
(near east shore) 1352

FED6-4 dup /. /' COC: HRdupl

cl .
u>
to
Mvou>
to

A/ater temperature:
A/eather data:
Air temperature _
Wind: _____
Precipitation:

Notes:

/</. '-

Sampled by:
Team Leader:

Crew#1: fr"*
Crew #2:__

- / O'Brien & Gere Engineers
(WAA:djb/52:612.198)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY
FILE: 6/2.205

Transect FED Field Log: Round 5

Staton I.Di PCS aliquot
; Approximate
Water Deth

. •1 Water Velocity
(ftVseci

(near west shore)

FEDI-SMS A .5
;i

. 1 - 3

(near east «ho«):

FED6-5dupj COC: HRdupl

wto
H
VD

Vater temperature:
Veatherdata:
Air temperature __
Wind: _____
Preclpffaffon:

Notes: Sampled by:
Team Leader; Cflft'S

Crew #f :
Crew #2:

O'Br/en & Gere Engineers
(WAA:<ijMS261l198)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

FILE: 612.205

Transect FED Field Log: Round 6

Station ilDi: :; Water Deth fft2/secV
(near west shore) 3

' ifr/n ;.
FED1-6Ms 0.77

/5

I.7S
FED5r6l I-

(near east shore)

COG: HRdupl

f -z-
•: . '/ S

321935

Water temperature:
Weather data:
Air temperature __
Wind: ______
Precipitation:

Notes: Sampled by:
Team Leader:

Crew#1:
Crew #2:

O'Brien & Gere Engineers



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

11
FILE: 612.205

Transect FED Field Log: Round 7

Station I.D.
.

PCB aliquot
. ; Approxjinrtate

Water Deoth fft2/sec)
(near west shore) :
FED1-7 : ::;:::.:J
FED1,7MS

o•JiL
<C

FED4-7-: 0 . ?,

(near east shore) '•••.
' ' : : '

COC: HRdup!

321936
Wafer temperature:
Weather data:
Air temperature _
Wind: _____
Precipitation:

Notes: Sampled by:
Team Leader:

Crew#1:
Crew #2:

O'Brien & Gere Engineers
(WAA:djb/52:612.198)



GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY
HUDSON RIVER PROJECT

1996 WATER COLUMN MONITORING STUDY

Transect FED Field Log: Rounds

FILE: 612.205

«WaterDeth ' '

ih'fa 90

FEd
1-7 5V
/737

. 37
\. h ->/

COC: HRdupl

|?:JZ .30
1 . 00 1 Civ

1, 6
to
H
vo

Water temperature:
Weather data:
Air temperature _

- Wind: _____
Precipitation: _

Notes: U/€5f
. /

Sampled by:
Team Leader: 1//A/-S

Crew#1: hifcfc
Crew #2:

O'Brien & Gere Engineers



APPENDIX E

Data validation
W\ technical memorandum

If (not included with this copy of the report)

Pt

321938



APPENDIX F

PCB data summary packages

and

APPENDIX G

Total suspended solids
data summary packages

m
(not included in this copy of the report)

321939



APPENDIX H

Comparison of laboratory reported
Method NEA608-CAP PCB data and

bias-adjusted PCB data

a

32194Q



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix H

Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias(1)

Date Sampling Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
01/19/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

01/24/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

01/31/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

02/07/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

(ng/l);
Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)

Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta
197.0 . <11! - - - - . -

revised <11; - - - - - - -
1 9 7 B D <11J _ _ _ _ _ _ _

revised <11j — — — — ' — — —
196.8 <11J - -

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

1885.

188.5

197.0

196.8

196.8

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

188.5

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
Arch

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised •

revised

revised
BD

revised

<11 !
22!
23!
24 !
30 !

<11j
<11 !
23!
24!
29!
29!

229!
232!
22!
25!
22!
27!

<11 !
<11 1
<n!
<11 !
<11 1
<11 1
<11 1
11!
22!
26!

<11 j
<11 !
<11 !
<11 !
11!
11!
12!

.. 13!
12!
13!

—
0.0
0.0

13.6
11.0

—
— .

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
1.3
1.4
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
13.2
11.8

_
—
_
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

13
16
25
37

6
5
4
2

16
14
21
26
23
34

18,
19.
26

13,
8.

—
.8
.3
.8
.8
—
—
.4
.4
.7
.9
.6
.0
.5
.3
.4
.2
—
—
—
—
—
—
—
,6
.1
.6

_
—
_
_
.1
,6

22.2
23,
24,
25,

.8
2
2

—
32.2
32.3
32.2
28.0

—
—

29.6
31.6
28.6
29.7
41.1
44.9
39.5
38.2
36.2
31.3

-
-
—
—
—
—
—

29.3
28.8
29.4

_
—
—
—

28.8
30.4
35.5
34.7
34.1
34.2

—
36.0
31.4
20.1
15.4

—
—

50.4
46.8
41.4
38.9
32.9
30.5
28.9
24.8
31.0
25.2

—
—
—
—
—
—
_

25.3
33.6
26.5

_
—
_
_

38.0
37.1
27.2
24.8
27.1
24.3

—
15.1
16.8
6.7
6.3

—
—

11.4
13.6
18.4
21.8

6.3
7.4
8.2
8.7
7.5
7.6

—
—
—
—
—
—
—

20.5
5.0
5.5

_
—
_
_

15.8
19.1
11.9
13.2
11.4
12.8

—
3.0
3.2
1.6
1.5

—
—

2.3
2.6
6.9
6.7
1.9
1.8
2.1
2.1
1.9
1.8

—
—
—
—
—
—
_

6.2
0.2
0.3

_
—
_
_

4.4
4.8
3.3
3.5
3.3
3.5

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0

_

. — .
_
_

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)

Page 1 of 14 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

321941



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix H

Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias(1)

Date Sampling Total PCBsj Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Collected Program (2) Location (3)

02/14/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0
revised

HRM 196.8
revised

HRM 194.2
revised

HRM 194.2BD
revised

HRM 188.5
revised

02/21/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0
revised

HRM 1 97.0 BD
revised

HRM 196.8
revised

HRM 194.2
revised

HRM 188.5
revised

02/28/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0
revised

HRM 196.8
revised

HRM 1 96.8 BD
revised

HRM 194.2
rew'sed

HRM 188.5
revised

03/06/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0
revised

HRM 196.8
rev/sed

HRM 194.2
rew'sed

HRM 1 94.2 BD
revised

HRM 188.5
revised

(ng/l) : Mono

<ni
<n !
<n i

• <11 ! -
<11!
<11 j -
<11J
<11 ; -

15! 6.8
17! 6.3

<11i
<11 !
<11| -
<11 ; -
<11 i -
<11 !
<11 j
<11 1

29 j 8.2
34 j 7.2

<11 ! -
<11 1 -
<11|
<11 i -
<11j
<11 1 -
<11 i -
<11 1 -

20 j 0.0
24l 0.0

<n !
<11 1 -
<11 1 -
<11 i -
<ii!
<n I -
<n i -
<n I -
124| 6.2
143 i 5.6

Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

_ _ — . _ _ _
_ _ _ _ • _ ' _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ • _ _

26.5 32.6 23.6 8.2 2.3 0.0
29.6 31.5 20.9 9.4 2.3 0.0

_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _

17.3 38.0 26.3 8.6 1.7 0.0
24.2 35.9 22.2 8.7 1.8 0.0

_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _

19.9 30.3 31.7 12.1 6.0 0.0
27.6 28.4 26.6 11.7 5.7 0.0

_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _
_ _ _ _ _ _

17.7 35.0 30.9 8.0 2.2 0.0
24.9 33.2 26.0 8.4 1.9 0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)

Page 2 of 14 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

321942



GE - Hudson River -1996 PCRDMP Appendix H

Table H-1. Hudson River water column
for analytical bias(1)

Date Sampling
Collected Program (2) Location
03/13/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

03/21/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

03/28/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

04/03/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197

PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected

Total PCBs i Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
(3)
.0

197.0
revised

BD
revised

(ng/l) ! Mono
<11;
<11 !
<11 1
<11 1

Di
-
—
—
—

Tri
—
—
•_
—

Tetra
-
_
—
—

Penta
—
—
—
_

Hexa
—
_
_
_

Hepta
—
—
_
_

196.8 <11| _ _ _ _ _ _ _
revised <11! — _ — — — —

194.2 <n! _ _
revised

188.5
revised

<11 1
16 i 20.3
19! 18.1

11
17

—
.2
.5

—
36.3
34.4

—
20.4
17.7

—
9.0
9.7

_
2.9
2.7

—
0.0
0.0

1Q70 <11: _ _ _ _ _1 & 1 ,\J ^ 1 1 ; ~~ """

revised <11 ; - — — — — — —
196.8 <11|

196.8
revised

BD
revised

<11 ! -
<n !
<11 !

_
—
—

—
—
—

—
—
—

—
—
~

_
—
—

—
_
—

1Q/1 O <1 1 '• — — _1 C7*r.A. ^ l l : *~~

revised
188.5

197.0
revised

revised

<11 ! -
14! 0.0
18! 0.0

<11j
<n !

20
31

—
.7
.4
—
—

—
37.8
33.2
-
-

—
26.8
21.4
-
-

—
12.8
12.2

—
—

_
1.9
1.9

—
—

—

0.0
0.0

_
—

•IQfi R <1 1 '• — — _| JJU.O ^» | | ; ™* ™* ~ ~ ™" •••" ••— •"•

194.

194.

188.

197.

196.

194.

188.

188.

2

2

5

0

8

2

5

5

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

<n ! -
<11 1 -

11 1 0.0
<n i -

121 0.0
23! 0.0
29! 0.0

<11 j
<n ! -
<11 1 -
<11 1 -
<n i -
<11 ! -

15; 0.0
17! 0.0
15! 0.0
171 0.0

25.

22,

—
—
,9
—
.9

24.2
35.

21.
26.
22.
27.

.6
—
—
—
—
—
_
,5
9
2
4

—
—

29.6
—

27.3
34.0
30.2
-
-
—
—
—
—

40.8
38.9
37.4
36.0

—
_

23.7
—

25.9
30.5
23.2

_
-
—
_
_
—

27.0
23.0
30.6
26.2

—
—

16.2
—

19.1
9.7
9.5
-
_
—
—
_
—

9.2
9.5
8.4
8.8

—
—

4.6
— .

4.9
1.6
1.4

—
—
—
_
_
—

1.5
1.7
1.5
1.6

—
—

0.0
_

0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
_

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
0:52\0612225\5_\tipjid\appen(ftotdnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCS monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
04/10/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

' HRM

HRM

HRM

04/17/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

04/24/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

05/01/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197.0

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

196.8

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

194.2

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

188.5

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
(ng/l) I Mono

<11i
<11!
<11!
<11!
<11!
<11!

13:
13!
53 1
60 1

<11i
<11i
<11|
<11;
<11!
<n!

13!
13!
54!
62!

<11!
<11!
<11!
<n!
17!
17!
17!
18:

102j
115:
<11!
<11!
<11!
<11!

13!
14!
47!
56!
47!
56:

0
0
1
1

-

—
.0
.0
.9
.8
—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0
8
7

0
0
0
0
8.
7.

0.
0.
7.
6.
7.
6.

.0

.1

.4
—
—
—
-
,0
.0
.0
.0
2
,6
—
—
—
—
0
0
2
3
3
3

Di

-

—
11.1
5.8

13.7
18.9

—
—
—
—
—
—

9.6
5.6

15.1
22.5

—
—
—
-

7.9
4.9
8.6
5.0

10.5
17.6

—
—
—
—

15.7
19.4
18.9
27.9
17.9
27.1

Tri

-

—
23.2
24.7
36.1
35.6

—
—
—
—
—
—

38.5
41.8
35.8
33.8

—
—
—
-

38.6
40.9
38.1
40.4
39.0
36.0

—
—
—
—

35.1
35.3
36.9
34.1
36.6
33.9

Tetra

-

—
45.1
44.8
35.6
30.7

—
—
—
—
—
—

34.9
31.7
31.2
26.0

—
—
—
-

40.5
38.3
39.8
38.2
36.1
32.3

—
—
—
—

33.7
28.8
28.2
22.8
28.9
23.3

Penta

-

—
17.7
21.4

9.6
10.0

—
—
—
_
—
_

14.1
17.4
8.7
9.2

—
—
—
~

11.0
13.6
11.3
13.8
5.0
5.5

—
~
~
—

13.3
14.2
7.2
7.5
7.7
7.9

Hexa Hepta

-

_
2.9
3.4
3.2
3.0

—
_
—
_
—
—

3.1
3.5
1.1
1.1

—
—
_
-

2.0
2.3
2.2
2.5
1.2
1.1

—
—
—
~

2.3
2.4
1.5
1.5
1.6
1.5

—

_
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

o.o
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
-

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling . Total PCBs I
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
05/08/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

05/15/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

05/22/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

05/29/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197.0

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

196.8

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

194.2

194.2

188.5

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

188.5

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

(ng/l) I
<11|
<11|
<ii!
<11 1
<11!
<n!
<nl
<iii
37!
46!

<11|
<11|
<11!
<11!
<11J
<11J

16;
17J
19;
21!

<11!
<11!
<n!
<n!
<11|
11!

<11!
<11!
53!
67!

<11!
<11;
<11!
<11|

13!
14!

103!
132!
102!
129!

results corrected

Homolog Distribution (weight pe
Mono

-

—
10.6
8.7

—
_
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—

0.0
—
—

14.3
11.8

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0

17.0
14.0
17.4
14.4

Di

-

—
22.3
34.7

—
—
—
—
—
—

11.8
13.3
7.9

10.1
—
—
—
—
—

18.8
—
-

24.2
36.2

—
—
—
—

12.9
15.0
23.0
35.9
22.7
34.9

Tri

-

—
34.1
29.6

—
—
_
—
—
—

39.2
40.4
41.3
41.2

—
—
—
—
—

35.1
—
—

33.3
29.2

—
—
—
—

33.1
32.9
32.0
27.6
31.4
27.4

Tetra

-.

—
25.2
19.2

—
—
—
—
—

. —
35.5
31.3
39.7
35.7

—
—
—
—
—

28.5
—
—

21.7
16.6

—
—
—
—

40.6
37.3
21.7
16.7
22.1
17.2

Penta

-

—
6.5
6.3

—
—
—
—
—
—

10.9
12.2
9.5

11.4
—
—
—
—
—

13.8
—
—

5.6
5.4

—
—
—
—

10.4
11.7
5.0
4.9
5.2
5.0

rcent) (4)
Hexa Hepta

1
1

2

-

—
.4
.4
—
_
_
_
—
_
.8

2.8
1
1

3

1
0

3.
3.
1.
1.
1.
1.

.6

.6
—
—
—
—
—
.8
—
—
.0
.8
— •
—
—
—
,0
.1
3
,0
4
.1

-

_
0.0
0.0

—
_
_
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—

0.0
—
—

0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling

PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected

Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location
06/05/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

06/12/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

06/19/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

06/26/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197

197

196

194

(3)
.0

.0

.8

.2

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised
188.5

197

196

196

194

188

.0

.8

.8

.2

.5

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

(ng/l);

:;j
<n i

17!
19!

212!
271 !
<11;
<11 ;
<11 1
<11 i
<11 1
<11 !

15!
17;

108!
131 !

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Mono

-

—
0.0
0.0

18.7
15.3

—
—
—
—
—
_

0.0
0.0

16.2
14.0

Di

-

—
15.6
17.7
22.1
34.6

—
—
—
—
—
—

15.4
18.7
22.9
31.7

Tri

-

—
30.5
30.4
32.1
27.9

—
—
—
—
—
—

33.0
32.1
33.9
30.9

Tetra

-

—
36.4
32.1
20.2
15.8

—
—
—
—
—
_

33.2
28.9
19.8
16.3

Penta

-

—
14.1
16.2
5.6
5.4

~
— •
—
—
—
—

15.6
17.3
5.3
5.4

Hexa

—

—
3.4
3.6
1.3
1.0

—
—
—
—
_
•_

2.8
3.0
1.8
1.7

Hepta

-

_
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
• —

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

197.0 <11j

196.

194.

194.

188.

197.

196.

194.

188.

188.

.8

2

2

.5

.0

8

2

5

5

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

<11 !
<11 i
<11 !
18;
21!
17!
20!

128!
163!
<11 1
<11 |
<n i
11!
29!
31 I

187!
232!
181!
223!

—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

18.8
15.4

—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0

17.2
14.5
17.2
14.6

—
—
~

20.5
22.2
21.1
22.6
20.8
32.9

—
—
—

21.7
14.5
12.8
18.2
29.1
18.2
28.8

—
—
—

38.8
39.9
39.8
41.7
33.5
29.8

—
—
—

41.0
43.2
47.0
34.8
31.4
33.7
30.6

—
—
~

28.1
24.0
28.3
23.8
20.0
15.4

_
—
—

21.1
32.1
28.3
22.3
17.8
23.0
18.5

~
—
—

10.6
11.8
8.7
9.8
5.3
5.1

_
—
—

12.0
8.7

10.0
6.0
5.9
6.2
6.2

—
—
—

2.0
2.1
2.1
2.2
1.6
1.3

_
— .
—

4.1
1.6
1.8
1.5
1.2
1.7
1.3

_
—
—

12.0
10.4
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)
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m

Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling Total PCBs I
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
07/01/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

07/10/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5
,

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

RB 960710

07/17/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 196.8

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

RB 96071 7

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised
BDArch

revised

revised

revised •

revised

revised

(ng/l):
. <11!

<11i
<11!
<1l|
<11|
<n|
13|
15|
86 1

112!
<11i
<11|
<11J
<1l|

12;
12:

132J
172|
127 j
164 1
65i

65 !
71!
66 i

<11J
<11!
<11J
<11;
318!
321 !
<11|
<n!

19!
20 i
92 i

118!
867!
878;

79 1
. 73!

corrected

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Mono

-

—
0.0
0.0

15.4
12.2

—
— .
—
—

0.0
0.0

17.9
14.3
17.7
14.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

_
— '
—
—

1.0
1.1

—
—

0.0
0.0

22.3
18.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Di

-

—
11.9
13.9
22.5
36.5

—
—
—
—

6.5
4.0

22.9
36.5
22.8
36.1
24.9
19.1
34.8
24.0

• _
-
~
—

8.9
6.8

—
—

17.9
17.6
23.2
35.9
15.0
11.0
36.6
26.0

Tri

36

—

—
.1

36.0
33
28

35
37
34
29
34

.6

.9
—
—
—
—
.3
.6
.8
.5
.3

29.3
46.5
52
42
51.

43.
46

.1

.7

.6

_
—
—
—
.3
.6
—
_

34.7
35.
30.
26.
49.
54.
41.
49,

.5

.5
3
3
2
0
8

Tetra

—

—
38.3
34.1
23.0
17.3

—
—
—
—

43.2
40.8
19.0
14.6
19.9
15.4
23.2
22.3
17.7
18.3

_
-
—
—

40.1
37.6

—
—

34.4
31.8
18.4
14.5
31.9
30.3
16.3
16.7

Penta

11

-

—
.3

13.2
4
4

12
14
4
4
4
4
4
5

.7

.6
—
—
—
—
.5
.6
.5
.4
.4
.2
.9
.9

4.1
5

5.
6

11.
13.
4
4.
3.
4.
4.
5.

.4

_
—
_
—
.7
.9
_
—
,0
o
4
2
.3
.0
0
3

Hexa Hepta

-

—
2.6
2.8
0.8
0.7

—
—
—
—

2.6
3.0
0.9
0.7
1.0
0.8
0.6
0.6
0.7
0.8

_
—
_
—

1.0
1.0

—
—

1.9
2.0
1.3
1.0
0.5
0.5
2.2
2.2

—

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

_

—
—
—

0.0
0.0

—
—

0.0
0.0 .
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\Qldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling

results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected

Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
07/24/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

RB 960724

07/31/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

08/07/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
HRM 188.5 BD

Plunge Pool
revised

revised

(ng/l);

1
<11 !

15!
17!
18!
21!
56!
73!
44!
46!
39!
36 1

<11 i
<11 !
<11|

<ii!
<11 !
55!
56!
55 |
77!

1417;
1450!
<11 i
<n i
336!
341 !

21 1
25!
96!

129!
92!

118!
85!
88!

Homolog Distribution
Mono

-

-
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

11.6
9.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
-

_

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

15.1
11.7
16.7
13.5
0.0
0.0

Di

-

-
14.3
20.5
12.1
17.1

23.6
37.4
14.4
12.1
30.2
20.5

—
—
-

_
—

4.1
3.0

28.4
44.1

8.1
6.9

—
' —

12.1
9.2

18.1
24.1
25.6
39.7
23.1
35.5
10.2
10.6

Tri

-

—
30.3
29.4
28.2
27.5

36.0
30.2
32.9
35.7
42.7
50.5

—
—
-

_
—

41.4
44.0
39.2
31.3
43.7
46.8

—
—

45.9
50.0
34.8
33.4
35.2
29.8
35.6
31.3
44.2
46.2

(weight percent) (4)
Tetra

42
36
44
39

22
17
37
34
22
22

-

—
.5
.1
.9
.5

.3

.0

.5

.8

.1

.3
—
—
-

_
—

43.9
41.0
23.
16.
39.
36.

35.
32.

.0

.7
1
0
—
—
.0
8

29.4
24.5
19.
14.
20.
15.

7
7
3
7

37.8
34.3

Penta

-

—
10.5
11.6
12.0
13.1

5.6
5.4

12.0
14.2
4.2
5.7

—
—
-

_
—

8.7
10.2
7.4
6.5
7.3
8.6

—
_

5.8
6.9

13.4
13.7
3.6
3.3
3.4
3.3
6.3
7.3

Hexa Hepta

-

• —
2.3
2.5
2.8
2.8

0.9
0.8
3.2
3.1
0.8
1.0

—
—
_

_
—

2.0
1.9
1.9
1.4
1.7
1.7

_
_

1.2
1.2
4.3
4.3
0.9
0.8
0.9
0.8
1.5
1.5

0
0
0
0

0
0.
0
0
0
0,

0.
0.

-

—
.0
.0
.0
.0

.0

.0

.0

.0

.0

.0
—
—
-

_

—
0
o

0.0
0.
0.
0.

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.

0
1
1
—
—

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0.0
0.
0.

0
0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5Jtip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results <
for analytical bias(1)

Date Sampling Total RGBs |
Collected Program (2) Location (3) (ng/l) i
08/14/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197.0

196.8

194.2

194.2

188.5

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised
Plunge Pool

08/20/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197.0

197.0

196.8

194.2

188.5

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised
Plunge Pool

08/28/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

197.0

196.8

196.8

194.2

188.5

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised
Plunge Pool

revised

<1ll

<11 !
23!
26|
22;
24!
63!
85;
97!

103!
<11 1
<11 !
<n!
<11 !
<11!
<11 1
17!
19!

111!
150!
33!
36!

<11!
<11 !
<11 !
<11 i
<11 !
<11 1

13!
14!
86!

113!
12!
12!

corrected

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Mono

-

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

14.7
11.4
0.0
0.0

—
-
-
-
—
—

0.0
0.0

16.4
12.7
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0

18.7
14.8
0.0
0.0

Di

-

—
15.7
19.9
16.0
19.9
24.0
38.8
7.6
8.3

—
—
—
—
—
—

12.7
17.2
23.5
38.9
14.5
17.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

19.9
21.8
21.7
35.7
16.1
14.8

Tri

-

—
39.7
39.1
41.7
41.0
36.1
30.6
49.4
51.6

—
—
-
—
—
—

38.8
37.5
36.0
29.7
41.2
41.2

—
—
—
—
—
—

32.6
32.3
36.4
30.5
39.8
41.9

Tetra

-

_
32.3
27.8
32.5
28.2
21.1
15.4
37.2
33.6

—
—
—
—
—
—

35.1
30.5
18.0
13.5
31.8
28.2

—
—
—
_
_
—

32.0
28.7
18.1
14.1
30.6
27.5

Penta

-

_
9.8

10.4
8.7
9.7
3.4
3.1
4.9
5.4

—
—
—
—
—
—

11.0
12.3
4.3
3.9

10.2
11.2

—
—
—
_
—
_

12.3
13.8
4.4
4.2
9.8

11.4

Hexa Hepta

2

-

_
.6

2.8
1
1
0
0
1
1

2
2
1

.2

.3

.8

.7

.0

.1
_
—
—
—
—
—
.4
.5
.9

1.3
2.4
2.5

—
—
_ .
_
_
_

3.2
3.4
0.7
0.6
3.8
4.4

-

_
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5JSp_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling Total PC Bs!
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
09/04/96 HydroMon HRM 188.5

HRM 188.5

' HRM 188.5

PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

09/10/96 PCRDMP 'HRM 197.0

HRM 197.0

HRM 196.8

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

09/17/96 TRANSECTS Plunge Pool

09/18/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Round 1
revised

Round 2
revised

Round 3
rev/sec/

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

(ng/l) I
42:
51!
86 j

114J
90 1

118!
<11!
<11!
<11!

13 1
23!
23!
80 !

104!
78|

102J
24!
26!

<11i
<11i
<11J
<11J
<11|
<iii
16j
171
43!
55!

1424:
1453!

37;
38 i

<11 j
<11!
<11!
<11j
<11!
<11!
49!
65!

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Mono

0.0
0.0

12.7
10.0
14.0
11.1

—
—
-

0.0
0.0
0.0
9.2
7.5

10.9
8.8
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
-
—

0.0
0.0
8.3
6.8
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

13.5
10.6

Di
16.1
24.3
23.9
37.9
24.1
37.3

—
—
-

27.9
18.3
17.6
22.1
34.9
22.7
36.7
16.4
16.6

—
—
—
—
-
—

12.7
12.2
23.4
35.5
8.0
6.4

13.6
11.6

~
—
—
~
—
—

26.5
40.3

Tri
45.9
42
37

• 31
36

.0

.5

.2

.8
31.1

33
38
39
35
30
36
30
39
41

37.
39.
37,
32.
45.
49.
36.
37.

36.
30.

—
—
-
.0
.1
.4
.1
.1
.7
.9
.9
.1
—
—
—
—
-
—
.2
.0
.6
.8
.9
.4
.1
2
—
—
—
~
—
—
8
.5

Tetra
28.6
23.9
19.6
15.1
19.2
15.0

~
—
-

20.6
33.3
31.3
22.9
17.7
23.3
17.9
31.2
28.7

—
—
—
—
-
—

39.1
35.7
22.0
17.0
39.3
36.3
31.8
29.3

—
—
—
—
—
—

18.3
14.2

Penta
8
8
5
5

.1

.5

.5

.1
5.0
4

14
7
8
8
7
5
5
9

10

.7
—
—
-
.0
.5
.9
.3
.8
.2
.0
.2
.5
—
—
—
—
-
~

7.8
9..5
7.1
6.6
5.7
6.8

14.3
17.1

—
_
—
—
~
—

4.1
3..9

Hexa Hepta
1.4
1.4
0.9
0.8
0.9
0.7

—
—
—

4.5
2.9
2.9
2.4
2.1
1.1
0.8
3.3
3.2

—
—
—
—
—
—

3.2
3.6
1.6
1.4
1.1
1.1
4.3
4.8

—
—
—
—
~
~

0.7
0.6

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tidteppencfloldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: compan'son of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias (1 )

Date Sampling Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
09/24/96 TIP SURVEY HRM 197.0

09/25/96 PCRDMP HRM 197:0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

10/02/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

10/09/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

10/16/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD •

revised

revised

(ng/l)!

<]ii

:'i
<11 !

37J
53!
34!
34!

<11 !
<11 !
<11!
<11 1
35!
58 j
35!
55:
14!
15!

<11 i
<11 !
<11 !
<11 !
<n i
<11 1

38 !
54 j

<1l|
12!

<11 1
<11 1
<11 1
<11 !
56!
75!
58!

' 79!
' 27;

27!

Homolog Distribution
Mono

—

-

-
16.1
11.7
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
_

24.4
17.8
-

0.0
—
—
—
—

39.8
30.7
40.7
31.1
0.0
0.0

Di
—

-

-
31.5
48.5
15.9
11.8

—
-
-
—

50.8
67.7
46.9
63.2
45.1
43.1

—
—
—
—
—
—

35.5
51.9

-
37.6

~
—
—
—

26.8
42.1
27.3
43.5
27.5
22.5

Tri

28

—

-

—
.6

22.4
45
49

28
19
31
22
30
33

22
17.

38

19,
16,
18.
14
36,
41,

.2

.4
—
—
—
—
.9
.3
.8
.4
.7
.2
—
—
—
—
—
—
.1
.0
-
.7
—
_
_
—
.9
.4
.0
4
6
,0

(weight percent) (4)
Tetra

18
13
32
30

—

-

—
.9
.0
.1
.5
—
—
—
—

15.7
9

15
10
18
17

.7

.8

.2

.4

.3
—
—
—
—
—
_

14.7
10.5

-
15.1

—
—
—
—

9.3
7.0
9.3
7.0

25.1
24.5

Penta
—

. -

—
4.3
3.7
5.7
7.1

—
—
—
—

3.6
2.7
4.5
3.5
4.1
4.4

—
—
—
—
—
_

2.8
2.4-

—
7.6

—
—
_
—

3.4
3.2
3.9
3.4
9.3

10.3

Hexa Hepta
—

—

—
0.8
0.6
1.2
1.3

_
—
—
—

1.0
0.7
1.0
0.8
1.7
2.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.4
0.4

—
1.0

—
~
_
—

0.7
0.6
0.7
0.6
1.5
1.8

—

-

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

_
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

_
—
—
—
~
_

0.0
0.0

—
0.0

~
—
~
~

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_\tip_tid\append\oldnew.wb2)
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m
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias (1)

Date Sampling Total PCBs!
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
10/23/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

10/29/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

11/06/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM188.5

Plunge Pool

11/14/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

(ng/D!
<11 1
<11 1

12!
13!
12;
13;
62!
82!
17!
18!

<11 1
<11!
<11 1
<11 !
93;

123!
94|

125J
18!
19!

<11;
<11 j
<11 !
<11 !
<11 1
<11 !
46!
62!
18!

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Mono

0
0
0
0

39
31

—
—
.0
.0
.0
.0
.8
.2

0.0
0

26
21

.0
—
—
-
_
.9
.3

25.5
20.1
0
0

.0

.0
—
—
—
—
—
—

39.0
30.1

0.0
18j 0.0

<11 j
<11 i

14!
14:
14!
14;
33!
43!
18!
18!

—
—

0.0
0..0
0.0
0.0

20.1
16.1
0.0
0.0

Di
—
—

29.2
27.5
33.3
32.9
26.1
40.6
17.1
16.5

—
—
-
—

23.4
38.2
26.3
40.8
15.8
15.4

—
—
—
—
—
—

26.5
42.0
20.2
16.8

—
—

16.0
8.8

14.2
7.8

23.0
35.3
13.6
7.8

Tri
—
—

27.0
28.0
29.4
30.1
18.7
15.8
44.0
45.6

—
—
-
—

27.0
22.4
25.6
21.3
35.8
36.8

—
—
—
—
—
—

19.2
15.4
37.4
39.9

—
—

35.6
39.2
34.8
37.9
29.4
25.8
35.4
37.7

Tetra
—
—

29.6
28.0
19.7
18.3
10.3
7.9

29.3
27.8

—
—
-
—

16.4
12.4
16.3
12.2
31.3
28.4

—
—
—
—
—
—

9.7
7.4

26.1
25.1

~
—

32.2
32.0
32.4
32.3
17.3
13.8
26.9
26.9

Penta
_
—

'10.6
12.3
14.4
15.2
4.3
3.8
8.0
8.4

—
— .
-
—

5.6
5.1
5.5
5.0

14.6
15.7

—
—
—
—
—
—

5.1
4.7

14.0
15.6

—
—

13.6
16.9
15.0
18.1
8.9
7.9

21.2
24.1

Hexa Hepta

3
4
3
3
0

_
_
.7
.1
.2
.5
.8

0.7
1
1

0
0
0
0,
2

.6

.7
—
—
—
—
.8
:6
.8
.7
.5

3.8

0.

—
—
—
—
—
~
,5

0.5
2.3
2.6

2.
3.
3.
4.
1.

—
—
6
1
6
0
2

1.1
2.9
3.6

_
_

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
• —

—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

~
~

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias (1 )

Date Sampling Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location (3)
11/20/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

11/27/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

Plunge Pool

12/04/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

12/11/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0

HRM 194.2

HRM 188.5

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
BD

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
HRM 1 88.5 BD

Plunge Pool
revised

revised
Boat Launch

revised

(ng/l) !

' <1ll
<11 1

12!
20!
26!
19!
25!
17J
18!

<11!
<11 1
<11 i
<11 !
<11!
<11 1
36|
44!
12!
13!

<11;
<11 !

14!
14!

<11 !
<11 1

19!
23!

<11 !
<11 !
<11 !
<11 !
16!
22!
16!
22!
14!
13;

118!
121!

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
Mono

0
0
0
0
0

—

—
.0
.0
.0
.0
.0

0.0
0

18
15
0
0

0
0.

0.
0.

.0
—
— .
—
-
-
-
.1
.3
.0
.0
—
—
.0
.0
—
—
.0
0
-
-
-
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.

0
0
0
0
0

Di
—

—
20.5
32.6
43.7
33.5
44.8
19.5
14.7

—
—
—
-
—
—

24.3
33.7
26.5
25.1

-
—

8.8
4.6

—
—

17.9
25.4

—
—
—
—

32.6
45.6
32.4
45.2
19.8
11.3
21.7
18.0

Tri

30
29
24
28
23
39
43

29
26
36
38

39

—

—
.2
.2
.2
.1
.3
.6
.3
—
—
—
~
—
—
.6
.5
.3
.2
—
—
.1

41=0
—
—

43.2
40.2

—
—
—
—

33.6
27.6
32.0
26.3
34.2
38.7
43.0
47.3

Tetra
—

—
22.9
19.2
15.5
20.0
15.7
26.3
25.2

—
—
—
—
—
—

18.6
15.6
21.2
19.5

—
—

38.4
38.7

—
—

23.0
19.1

—
—
—
—

20.3
15.5
19.9
15.1
26.9
27.9
29.9
28.6

Penta
—

—
23.4
15.7
13.8
15.9
14.1
12.1
14.1

—
—
—
—
—
—

7.7
7.5

12.6
13.5

—
—

12.0
13.8

_
_

13.3
12.9

—
—
—
—

11.4
9.6

13.2
11.3
16.2
18.6
4.6
5.4

Hexa Hepta
—

—
3.0

. 3.3
2.9
2.5
2.2
2.5
2.7

—
—
_
—
—
—

1.7
1.5
3.3
3.8

—
—

1.7
2.0

_
_

2.7
2.4

—
—
~
—

2.2
1.8
2.5
2.1
3.0

•3.6
0.8
0.8

—

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
~

0.0
0.0

—
—

0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—

0.0
0.0
0.0'
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5Jfip_ttd\append\oldnew.wb2)
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Table H-1. Hudson River water column PCB monitoring results: comparison of laboratory data and results corrected
for analytical bias (1 )

Date Sampling Total PCBs !
Collected Program (2) Location (3)

Homolog Distribution (weight percent) (4)
(ng/l) I Mono Di Tri Tetra Penta Hexa Hepta

12/18/96 PCRDMP HRM 197.0 <11 1
revised <1 1 1 — - - - - - -

HRM 194.2 <11J - - - . -
revised <1 1 ; — — — — ~ — —

HRM 194.2 BD ' <11J

HRM

Boat

12/23/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

Boat

12/30/96 PCRDMP HRM

HRM

HRM

HRM

Boat

188.5

Launch

197.0

194.2

188.5

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised

revised
188.5BD

Launch

197.0

194.2

revised

revised

revised

revised

<11 !
16!
20!
17;
18!

<11 i
<11 1
<11 !
<11 !
16!
15!
15;
15;
26!
25!

<n;
<11 !
<n !
<11 i

0
0

— •
.0
.0

0.0
0

0
0

.0
—
—
-
—
.0
.0

0.0
0
0

.0
,0

0.0
—
—
-
—

—
30.9
41.7
17.7
10.5

—
—
-
—

45.5
38.2
42.4
34.6
29.6
19.6

—
—
-
—

—
29.6
24.9
48.1
53.4
. —

—
—
—

24.2
27.7
25.1
28.5
39.2
46.2

—
—
—
—

_
22.5
17.9
27.3
28.1

—
—
—
—

17.7
17.8
20.0
20.4
22.0
22.7

—
—
—
_

—
14.6
13.3
6.8
8.0

—
—
—
—

9.7
12.7
9.9

13.1
7.8
9.6

—
—
—
—

_
2.5
2.2
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
—

2.9
3.7
2.7
3.3
1.5
1.9

—
—
—

.—

_
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
—
_

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

—
—
-
—

194.2 BD <11J -

188.5

Launch

revised

revised

revised

<11 !
13!
16!
35!
35!

-
0.0
0.
0,
0.

0
0
0

-
30.8
41.1
15.7
9.0

—
31.8
27.4
39.2
44.2

—
25.4
19.7
36.6
37.0

—
9.5
9.4
7.2
8.5

—
2.6
2.4
1.3
1.4

—
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Notes:
(1) Samples analyzed by capillary column using NEA Method 608CAP. "Revised" indicates NEA Method 60SCAP data has been

corrected for analytical bias, as described in the report Correction of Analytical Biases in the 1991-1997 GE Hudson River PCB
Database (O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc., September 1997). Unrevised data has been validated.

(2) Sampling programs: PCRDMP = Post-Construction Remnant Deposit Monitoring Program; HydroMon = Hydrofacility Monitoring.
TRANSECTS = Transect Sampling program; TIP SURVEY = Time of travel survey in Thompson Island Pool.

(3) HRM = Approximate Hudson River mile; HRM 0.0 is located at the Battery in New York City. Samples from location HRM
194.2 are a composite of west and east channels; Plunge Pool and Boat Launch samples were collected at the base of
Bakers Falls (approximate HRM 196.9).

(4) Homolog groups octa-, nona- and deca-chlorinated biphenyls were hot detected greater than 0.02%. Homolog distributions for
samples with total PCB concentrations less than the method detection limit (<11 ng/l) are not presented.

Key:
BD = Blind Duplicate - a field PCB duplicate sample submitted to the laboratory without identification of sampling location.
Arch = archive sample analyzed to verify results of original or duplicate sample.

Source: O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc._______________ ________________ ____ __

Final: 24-Mar-98
(i:52\0612225\5_Wp_tid\appenctoldnew.wb2)

Page 14 of 14 O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.

321954



•ff 1'

Vegetation Density
0 Low
• Medium
• High

Local road
Primary road

—— Railroad *
ED Wetland *
I I Open water

Traps natgns habitat as
Identified by Law Environmental

Sources:
United States Geological Survey
Attachment A

Figure 9. Observed distribution of
Vallisneria americana—
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