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SEDIMENT SITE CHARACTERIZATION 
EVALUATION OF BELLINGHAM BAY CREOSOTE PILING AND STRUCTURE 
REMOVAL, CORNWALL AVENUE LANDFILL MAPPING, BOULEVARD PARK 
OVERWATER WALKWAY FEASIBILITY, AND DIOXIN BACKGROUND 
SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS 
BELLINGHAM, WASHINGTON 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Bellingham Bay is undergoing cleanup and environmental restoration as part of 
the Bellingham Bay Demonstration Pilot - a collaborative effort by 
representatives from local, state, federal and tribal governments to cleanup 
Bellingham Bay, control pollution sources, and restore habitat.  Part of the 
cleanup work includes removal of creosote-treated pilings and structures to 
reduce sources of potential pollution to the bay and biota.  The R.G. Haley and 
Bellingham Bay Piling Study areas were sampled and analyzed to assess 
conditions associated with creosote-treated structures.  Sediment investigations 
were conducted at the Cornwall Avenue Landfill site to assess the extent of 
municipal refuse and wood debris, and bay-wide sampling and analysis were 
performed to evaluate bay-wide background surface sediment dioxin conditions 
in Bellingham Bay. 

Bellingham Bay background dioxin concentrations are comparable to those 
reported in the Bellingham Bay dredged material disposal site and higher than 
unimpacted Puget Sound background locations.  Overall, surface sediment 
dioxin concentrations in Bellingham Bay have decreased by a factor of about 10 
or more compared to concentrations reported in 2000.  This decrease in surface 
sediment concentrations is most likely due to high rates of sediment deposition 
of cleaner material from the Nooksack River, which has mixed with and buried 
contaminated surface sediment. 

R.G. Haley sediment chemical concentrations were below screening criteria for 
surface sediment samples, but there were exceedances in subsurface sediment 
samples.  The sediments adjacent to a derelict pier structure showed 
exceedances of criteria for semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs) at most 
locations sampled.  Sediment larval bioassay testing results indicated biological 
impacts in surface sediment even though chemical concentrations were less than 
screening criteria.  Sediment chemical concentrations at the R.G. Haley site 
generally tend to increase with depth suggesting that sediment deposition may 
be burying historical contaminated sediment or degradation or 
redistribution/mixing of sediments may be occurring in this area.  Diesel- and 
heavy oil-range hydrocarbons, pentachlorophenol, polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons (PAHs), and dioxins detected in surface sediment samples at the 
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R.G. Haley site may be a result of migration from the upland or seepage upward 
through the sediment. 

Sediment profiling imaging (SPI) and plan view images collected at the Cornwall 
Avenue Landfill site did not identify significant amounts of municipal refuse or 
wood waste (sawdust/woodchips) on the surface.  Core samples generally 
identified less than 5 percent of municipal refuse at depths varying from 1 to 5 
feet below the surface.  Wood waste, in the form of sawdust, woodchips, or 
pieces of bark, was observed in layers at depths varying from the surface to the 
bottom of the cores.  Sedimentation rates near the landfill appear to be relatively 
high based on the presence of greater than 1 foot of clean overlying sediment in 
more than half of the core samples. 

Chemical concentrations in surface sediment samples collected from the Pilings 
Area between Boulevard Park and the Cornwall Avenue Landfill were below 
applicable screening criteria while subsurface sediment samples had only minor 
exceedances of screening criteria.  Surface sediment passed both chronic and 
acute biological toxicity tests.  Due to the gravelly substrate, sample locations 
had to be moved 10 to 25 feet offshore from the pilings and, therefore, results 
may not accurately reflect sediment conditions adjacent to the pilings. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of several sediment investigations performed for 
the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) in Bellingham Bay, 
Washington (Figure 1).  Bellingham Bay is undergoing cleanup and 
environmental restoration as part of the Bellingham Bay Demonstration Pilot - a 
collaborative effort by representatives from local, state, federal, and tribal 
governments to cleanup Bellingham Bay, control pollution sources, and restore 
habitat.  Part of the cleanup work includes removal of creosote-treated pilings 
and structures to reduce sources of potential pollution to the bay and biota.  The 
R.G. Haley and Bellingham Bay Piling Study areas were sampled and analyzed as 
part of the current sediment investigation to assess conditions associated with 
creosote-treated structures.  Additional sediment investigations were conducted 
at the Cornwall Avenue Landfill site, along the alignment of a proposed 
overwater walkway between Boulevard Park and Cornwall Avenue Landfill, and 
an evaluation of bay-wide background dioxin conditions in Bellingham Bay.  
These areas are shown on Figure 2, except the bay-wide sample locations, which 
are shown on Figures 3 and 4.  

The shoreline area between Boulevard Park and the Cornwall Avenue Landfill 
site connects two known listed sites under the Model Toxics Control Act 
(MTCA; Chapter 173-340 WAC).  The City is currently conducting a feasibility 
study at the Boulevard Park site to evaluate shoreline redevelopment and a 
proposed overwater walkway from Boulevard Park to the Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill. Boulevard Park was also the location of a coal gasification plant from 
1900 to 1950.  Ecology is currently negotiating an Agreed Order with the City of 
Bellingham (City) to conduct a remedial investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS) to 
evaluate potential environmental effects  from the historical plant and to 
evaluate potential cleanup alternatives.  Draft RI/FSs have been completed  at 
the Cornwall Avenue Landfill (Landau 2007) and R.G Haley (GeoEngineers 
2007) sites.  These documents are currently under Ecology review prior to 
finalization for public review. . 

The specific objectives of this multiple site study were to: 

 Characterize the sediment quality near creosote-treated pilings and derelict 
dock structures at the R.G. Haley site; 

 Characterize the sediment quality near creosote-treated pilings between 
Boulevard Park and the Cornwall Avenue Landfill (Bellingham Bay Piling 
Study area); 
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 Map the extent and depth of municipal refuse in sediments at the Cornwall 
Avenue Landfill site; and 

 Collect and analyze sediment samples for a dioxin background study in 
Bellingham Bay. 

Additional tasks requested by Ecology during the course of investigation 
included: 

 Characterize the extent, thickness, and depth of wood waste at the Cornwall 
Avenue Landfill site; 

 Collect and analyze three additional subsurface sediment core samples at 
the R.G. Haley site;  

 Assess the general physical condition and stability of the sheet pile wall at 
the R.G. Haley site. Evaluation of the sheet pile wall was documented under 
separate cover in a letter report submitted to Ecology (Hart Crowser 2009); 
and 

 Collect and analyze sediment samples along the proposed overwater 
walkway between Boulevard Park and Cornwall Avenue Landfill.  Ecology 
through a cost-sharing agreement with the City collected and tested 
sediment samples for this study.  Sediment sample testing results are 
presented under separate cover (Herrenkohl 2009).. 

Data collected from these investigations provide information to evaluate  
potential removal of creosote-treated structures, and adds to existing data for 
individual cleanup sites as well as the bay at large.   

The sediment characterization program was performed in accordance with the 
Ecology-approved Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) prepared for this project 
(Hart Crowser 2008).  Sediment sampling, handling, and analysis were 
conducted in general accordance with the protocols established by the Puget 
Sound Estuary Program (PSEP 1997a, 1997b, and 1997c), and Ecology’s 
Sediment Sampling and Analysis Plan Appendix (SAPA; Ecology 2008). 

Sample analytical results were compared to Ecology Sediment Management 
Standards (SMS; Chapter 173-204 WAC) criteria for both chemistry and 
biological toxicity testing analyses. 

Following summary discussions of sediment collection, analysis, and data quality, 
results for each of the four study areas are presented in subsequent sections of 
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this report.  The additional tasks regarding wood waste at the Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill and additional sediment cores for the R. G. Haley site are included in this 
report. 

2.0 SEDIMENT ASSESSMENT 

Sediment sampling, collection, handling, and analysis were performed in general 
accordance with the Ecology-approved SAP.  With the exception of several 
vibracore samples discussed below, samples met acceptance criteria.  The 
samples collected were acceptable for chemical, physical, and bioassay analyses. 

The number and type of samples collected from each area are summarized in 
Table 1. 

Vessel support for sediment coring, surface sediment grab sampling, and 
sediment profile imaging (SPI) were performed by Gravity Environmental and 
BioMarine Enterprises under subcontract to Hart Crowser. 

2.1 Deviations from SAP 

Deviations from the Ecology-approved SAP are summarized below and are 
discussed in more detail in the applicable report sections. 

R.G. Haley Investigation 

 Vibracore recovery for location RGH-SC-07 was below the SAP criteria of 75 
percent despite multiple coring attempts. 

 Due to low grab sampler recovery, multiple sediment surface grabs were 
collected at each location to provide sufficient sediment volume from the 0- 
to 12-cm-depth interval for chemistry analysis and bioassays. 

Cornwall Avenue Landfill Investigation 

 Several proposed sample locations along multiple transects could not be 
accessed due to shallow water. 

 Little municipal refuse was identified in the SPI and plan view photos of 
surface sediment so vibracore locations were selected by following the outer 
boundary of surface refuse based on a draft RI/FS prepared by Landau rather 
than selecting locations based on SPI images. 
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Bellingham Bay Pilings Study Area 

 Sample locations were shifted 10 to 25 feet bayward due to gravelly 
substrate, large rocks, and eelgrass adjacent to the pilings, which prevented 
adequate sample recovery and, therefore, results may not accurately reflect 
sediment conditions adjacent to the pilings. 

 Due to low recovery, sediment cores BBP-SC-01 and BBP-SC-02 were not 
sectioned into 2-foot-depth intervals as planned.  Rather, each core was 
composited and homogenized over its entire length for chemical analysis 
and, therefore, chemical concentration changes with depth cannot be 
evaluated. 

 No sample was collected at coring location BBP-SC-03, due to refusal and 
poor recovery after each of the four sampling attempts at this location. 

 Due to low grab sampler recovery, multiple sediment surface grabs were 
collected at each location to provide sufficient sediment volume from the 0- 
to 12-cm-depth interval for chemistry analysis and bioassays. 

2.2 Sample and Survey Location Control 

A differential global positioning system (DGPS) was used onboard the sampling 
vessels in conjunction with visual triangulation methods for location positioning.  
The DGPS receiver was placed on the sampling device deployment boom or A-
frame to accurately record the sampling location position within 1 to 2 meters.  
Once the sampler was deployed, the actual position was recorded when the 
sampler was on the bottom and the deployment cable was in a vertical position.  
State Plane (Northing and Easting) coordinates for sampling locations are 
presented in Table A-1 (Appendix A). 

2.3 Sediment Core Samples 

Sediment core samples were collected using a vibracore sampling device.  The 
vibracore device uses a vibration source to drive a core tube or sample barrel 
into unconsolidated water-saturated sediments.  The core tube was constructed 
of 4-inch-diameter Lexan (clear polycarbonate) in which the sediment sample 
was recovered.  A Lexan core catcher attached to the end of the barrel was used 
to hold the undisturbed sediment inside the barrel when withdrawn from the 
seafloor sediments. 

During sampling, a core tube was driven below the sediment surface with the 
vibracore device until the desired penetration was achieved.  Upon retrieval of 
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the core, the acceptability was assessed relative to the criteria established in the 
SAP.  Vibracore samples could not be collected at several proposed locations 
due to refusal (e.g., gravel, wood bark). In general, core locations were moved 
slightly and repeated attempts were made until recovery was achieved.  In 
addition, a number of vibracore samples did not meet core recovery acceptance 
criteria.  In these cases, core locations were moved slightly and repeated 
attempts were made until recovery was achieved.  In a few instances, recovery 
was still below acceptance criteria, primarily due to the presence of gravel and 
cobbles, wood debris (e.g., wood chips, dust, bark), and very soft sediments. 

After sample collection, the outside surface of the core tube was cleaned with 
saltwater and visually examined.  Cores collected from the Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill were photographed and examined to determine the depth and thickness 
of refuse and wood debris.  Cores collected from the R.G. Haley site and 
Bellingham Bay Piling Study areas were divided into 2-foot sections for possible 
sediment testing.  Each sediment section was visually examined in general 
accordance with ASTM Standard Practice D 2488, the Standard Practice for the 
Classification of Soils (Visual-Manual Procedure).  A photograph was also taken 
of each section.  Selected, representative photographs are presented in 
Appendix F.  Sample descriptions were documented on core logs (Appendix A).  
Selected depth interval sections were then homogenized, placed in designated 
containers, and submitted for chemical analyses. 

2.4 Surface Sediment Grab Samples 

Sediment surface samples were collected using either a 0.1 m2 power grab or a 
double 0.1 m2 van Veen grab sampler.  Upon retrieval of the surface sediment 
grab samples, the acceptability of each grab was assessed relative to the criteria 
established in the SAP.  Samples from each surface grab location were collected 
from the 0- to 12-cm-depth interval and homogenized and submitted for 
chemical and bioassay laboratory testing.  The 0- to 12-cm depth represents the 
assumed biologically active zone of the sediments in Bellingham Bay based on 
previous work for the Whatcom Waterway site (Anchor and Hart Crowser 
2000).  Descriptions for sediment grab samples are presented in Table A-2 
(Appendix A). 

Wet sieving was performed in the field for surface grab samples using a 63-
micron (No. 230) sieve and a graduated cylinder to estimate the fine and coarse 
fraction of the sediments following PSEP protocols.  Wet sieving was completed 
to obtain equivalent grain size distribution between Bellingham Bay site samples 
and Samish Bay reference sediment samples for bioassay testing. 
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A Samish By reference sample (Samish Bay Ref 1) was collected using a double 
0.1 m2 van Veen grab sampler by BioMarine Enterprises after site samples were 
collected and field wet sieving was performed. Reference sample coordinates 
and description are presented in Tables A-1 and A-2 (Appendix A). 

3.0 SEDIMENT ANALYSES AND DATA QUALITY 

3.1 Chemical Analysis 

Samples for analysis of conventional parameters and SMS chemicals were 
submitted to Analytical Resources, Inc. (ARI) of Tukwila, WA.  Samples were 
analyzed for semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs) following EPA Method 
8270D.  Analyses for conventional chemicals included total organic carbon 
(TOC) following Plumb (1981), ammonia by EPA Method 350.1 modified, sulfide 
by EPA Method 376.2, and total solids and total preserved solids by EPA 
Method 160.3 modified.  Selected samples for mercury were prepared and 
analyzed by EPA Method 7471A, while samples for other SMS metals were 
analyzed following EPA Method 6010B.  Diesel- and motor oil-range petroleum 
hydrocarbons were analyzed following the Northwest diesel- and heavy oil-range 
petroleum hydrocarbon method (NWTPH-Dx).  Polychlorinated biphenyls 
(PCBs) were analyzed following EPA Method 8082.  Samples for dioxin/furan 
analysis were subcontracted to TestAmerica – Sacramento, CA for analysis 
following EPA Method 1613.  Sample analyses are summarized in Table 2. 

Sediment results for non-ionizable SVOCs and PCBs were organic carbon-
normalized when TOC concentrations were between 0.5 to 3.5 percent per 
current Ecology guidance (personal communication with Dr. Pete Adolphson of 
Ecology dated January 20, 2009).  Results of the sediment chemical analysis of 
organic carbon-normalized data were compared to SMS marine criteria, 
including sediment quality standards (SQS) and cleanup screening levels (CSL) as 
described in WAC 173-204-320.  Samples with TOC concentrations outside the 
0.5 to 3.5 percent range were compared to Apparent Effects Threshold (AET) 
values including Lowest Apparent Effects Threshold (LAET) and Second Lowest 
Apparent Effects Threshold (2LAET) in accordance with SMS protocols.  
Laboratory method detection limits (MDLs) and practical quantitation limits 
(PQLs) are compared to sediment screening criteria in Table 3. 

The marine SQS and LAET numerical chemical concentration criteria define the 
degree of sediment quality that is expected to cause no adverse effects to 
biological resources in Puget Sound marine sediments.  The CSL and 2LAET 
represent concentrations above which adverse biological effects are considered 
to be significant. 
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In addition to chemical analysis, laboratory physical parameter testing (grain size 
and specific gravity) were performed for selected samples collected from R.G. 
Haley site and the Bellingham Bay Pilings Study area. 

Overall, the Data Quality Objectives (DQOs), as set forth in the SAP, were 
achieved, and the data for this project are acceptable for use, as qualified.  No 
results were rejected as a result of the QA/QC review; therefore, data for this 
project are 100 percent complete.  Results for several analytes were qualified as 
estimated concentrations based on minor exceedances of quality control criteria.  
A detailed chemical data quality review and chemical laboratory certificates of 
analysis are presented in Appendix B. 

Analytical results for samples collected from each site within Bellingham Bay are 
described separately in subsequent sections of this report. 

3.2 Bioassay Testing 

Surface grab samples for bioassay toxicity testing were submitted to 
Northwestern Aquatic Sciences of Newport, OR.  Both chronic and acute 
bioassay tests were performed as described in the SAP.  The tests conducted 
were the 10-day amphipod survival test using Eohaustorius estuarius, the 20-day 
polychaete growth test using Neanthes arenaceodentata, and the 10-day larval 
sediment test using Mytilus galloprovincialis. 

Three reference samples with grain size spanning the range for samples from 
Bellingham Bay were collected from Samish Bay for statistical comparison of 
bioassay test results.  Sample locations are shown on Figure 5.,  Due to the 
similar percent fines of sediment samples submitted for bioassay analysis, only 
one reference, Samish Bay Ref 1, was used for statistical comparison.  iological 
endpoint data for each test were compared against those in the reference and 
control sediment.  Data interpretation was conducted based on guidelines in 
Ecology’s SAPA (Ecology 2008).  These criteria are based on both statistical 
significance (a statistical comparison) and the degree of biological response (a 
numerical comparison).  The SMS criteria are derived from Chapter 173-204 
WAC and the Ecology SAPA.  Two numerical comparisons are made under 
SMS—the SQS and the CSL.  The SQS is more stringent than the CSL, allowing 
for a smaller biological response in the test treatments. 

Reference and control sediment results were acceptable.  Reference toxicant 
results were within control limits for the three test species.  Control charts for the 
reference toxicants are included in laboratory reports presented in Attachment 
C-1.  Overall, the DQOs were met, and the data are acceptable for use.  No 
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results were rejected as a result of the QA/QC review; therefore, data for this 
project are 100 percent complete. 

Bioassay test results are described separately for each site within Bellingham Bay 
in subsequent sections of this report.  Bioassay laboratory reports are presented 
in Appendix C. 

Amphipod Test Criteria 

Under the SMS program, a test treatment fails SQS if the mean mortality is 
statistically significantly higher than that of the reference treatment, and the 
mean mortality in the test sediment is greater than 25 percent.  Tests fail the CSL 
if the test treatment mortality is both statistically significantly higher and 30 
percent greater than the reference sediment. 

Juvenile Polychaete Test Criteria 

Suitability determinations for the juvenile polychaete test are based on mean 
individual growth (MIG) rates.  A test fails SQS if the MIG is statistically different 
in the test sediment than in the reference and the MIG in the test sediment is 
less than 70 percent of the reference.  The treatments fail CSL if MIG is 
statistically different from the reference sediment and is less than 50 percent of 
the reference. 

Larval Test Criteria 

For the larval test, sediment fails SQS if the number of normal larvae in the test 
treatment is significantly less than that of the reference, and is less than 85 
percent of the reference sediment.  Tests fail CSL if the number of normal larvae 
is significantly less than the reference sediment, and is less than 70 percent of 
the reference sediment. 

3.3 Sediment Profile Imaging (SPI) Testing 

SPI testing was performed at 141 locations at the Cornwall Avenue Landfill by 
Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC) of Bothell, WA under a 
subcontract to Hart Crowser.  Three SPI images up to 20 cm (~8 inches) depth 
were collected at each location.  In addition, plan view (surface) photographic 
images were collected at each location.  Images from each location were 
evaluated for the presence of municipal refuse and wood waste (sawdust/ 
woodchips).  The SPI results are discussed in Section 6.0, and the subcontractor 
report and SPI/plan view data are provided in Appendix D. 
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4.0 BELLINGHAM BAY-WIDE DIOXIN BACKGROUND INVESTIGATION 

Historical dioxin sampling and analyses in Bellingham Bay have focused on 
specific potential point sources and sufficient data have not been available to 
compare results to bay-wide background concentrations.  Recently the Puget 
Sound Dredged Material Management Program (DMMP) agencies collected 70 
surface sediment samples at locations throughout Puget Sound to provide 
information on dioxin and furan congener concentrations (USACE 2008).  
However, the DMMP agencies study was designed to obtain background 
concentrations that have not been impacted by potential known or likely 
sources of dioxins and furans and, therefore, they did not collect samples from 
Bellingham Bay. 

Surface sediment samples were collected and analyzed for dioxins/furans as part 
of this Ecology study to determine overall background concentrations in 
Bellingham Bay.  

4.1 Sample Locations 

Six surface sediment grab samples were collected from subtidal locations in 
Bellingham Bay (Figure 3).  Sample locations were selected to be: 

 Collocated with one location (BBDx-SS-04; Georgia-Pacific wastewater 
treatment outfall) with previously reported (Anchor and Hart Crowser 2000) 
dioxin results to evaluate temporal trends; 

 Locations where other contractors plan to obtain complete SMS chemical 
analyses (BBDx-SS-01 and BBDx-SS-02); and 

 General, bay-wide background locations (BBDx-SS-03, BBDx-SS-05, and 
BBDx-SS-06). 

The surface sediment samples were collected from 0 to 12 cm for chemical 
analysis of dioxins/furans.  State Plane coordinates for the sampling locations are 
presented in Table A-1.  Sediment descriptions are presented in Table A-2. 

4.2 Analytical Results 

Analytical results for dioxins/furans expressed as 2,3,7,8-TCDD toxic equivalents 
(TEQs) are presented in Table 5 and on Figure 3.  TEQs were calculated using 
the World Health Organization (WHO) 2005 toxic equivalency factors (TEFs) for 
mammals.  Non-detected results were assigned a concentration of one-half the 
laboratory reporting limit. 
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Analytical results are also compared to previously acquired dioxin/furan data 
from part of the Whatcom Waterway preremedial design investigation (Anchor 
2009) on Figure 3.  Historical dioxin/furan data from Bellingham Bay (Anchor 
and Hart Crowser 2000; SAIC 2008) are shown on Figure 4. 

TEQ concentrations ranged from 1.5 to 14.3 ng/kg, with an average of 8.52 
ng/kg.  The highest TEQ concentration was detected at location BBDx-SS-03 
located offshore of the Cornwall Avenue Landfill and R.G. Haley sites. 

Sample BBDx-SS-04, located near the former Georgia-Pacific wastewater 
treatment outfall, had a dioxin TEQ concentration of 12.7 ng/kg, much lower 
than reported historical concentrations of 136.9 and 127.9 ng/kg. 

Sample BBDx-SS-02, located outside the I & J Waterway by the former Georgia-
Pacific wastewater treatment plant, had a dioxin TEQ concentration of 3.2 ng/kg, 
lower than reported historical concentrations of 22 to 32.8 ng/kg. 

Dioxin TEQ concentrations for the samples collected from the six background 
locations are within the range reported (mean of 6.9 ng/kg and maximum of 
12.2 ng/kg) by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Dredged Material 
Management Office (DMMO) for the Bellingham Bay dredged material disposal 
site. 

TEQ concentrations are greater than reported in the DMMP’s 2008 Puget Sound 
Background Study.  TEQ concentrations in the Puget Sound study ranged from 
0.24 to 11.63 ng/kg with a lognormal mean of 1.35 and a median of 1.0 ng/kg.  
The relative congener ratios in samples collected from Bellingham Bay were 
similar to those presented in the DMMP study (Figure 6).  The 
octachlorodibenzodioxin (OCDD) relative ratio is excluded from Figure 4 
because the OCDD congener is typically present at much higher concentrations 
than other congeners, regardless of dioxin source, and dominates the relative 
fraction. 

4.3 Summary and Conclusions 

Based on results discussed above, while dioxin TEQ concentrations are greater 
than unimpacted Puget Sound background, concentrations are comparable to 
those reported in the Bellingham Bay dredged material disposal site. 

Overall, surface sediment dioxin concentrations in Bellingham Bay have 
decreased by a factor of about 10 or more compared to previously reported 
concentrations (Anchor and Hart Crowser 2000).  This decrease in surface 
sediment concentrations is most likely due to high rates of sediment deposition 
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of cleaner material from the Nooksack River, which has mixed with and buried 
contaminated surface sediment. 

5.0 R.G. HALEY SITE SEDIMENT INVESTIGATION 

This investigation was performed to evaluate surface and subsurface sediment 
quality adjacent to creosote-treated pilings and structures near the R.G. Haley 
site and to add to the site data set.  As part of source control and habitat 
restoration efforts in Bellingham Bay, the Washington State Department of 
Natural Resources plans to remove creosote-treated pilings and structures near 
the R.G. Haley site.  Results of this investigation will provide baseline sediment 
conditions and provide information on potential sediment impacts from structure 
and piling removal.  In addition, the investigation provides information on the 
extent of surface and subsurface sediment impacts from the R.G. Haley site. 

The R.G. Haley site is located at 500 Cornwall Avenue and borders Bellingham 
Bay.  Previous activities on the upland area of the site included wood treatment 
processes until 1985.  The property was purchased by Douglas Management 
Co. in 1990.  The site reportedly has been inactive since 1985. 

In 2001, an oil seep was observed discharging into Bellingham Bay from the 
shoreline, and investigations revealed that portions of the site were 
contaminated with wood treatment chemicals at concentrations exceeding state 
regulatory cleanup levels.  A draft RI/FS has been completed and is currently 
under review by Ecology prior to issuance for public review. 

5.1 Sample Locations  

Six vibracore samples (RGH-SC-01 through RGH-SC-06) and three sediment grab 
samples (RGH-SS-01 through RGH-SS-03) were collected from subtidal locations 
adjacent to a derelict wood structure offshore from the R.G. Haley site.  Three 
additional vibracore samples (RGH-SC-07 through RGH-SC-09) were collected 
between the structure and Cornwall Avenue Landfill site (Figure 7).  Sample 
location numbers and coordinates are presented in Table A-1 (Appendix A). 

5.2 Sediment Sampling and Observations 

Vibracore Samples 

Sediment cores were collected to a depth of up to 6 feet below the sediment-
water interface.  Sediment from cores RGH-SC-01 through RGH-SC-06 were 
extruded and processed on the vessel.  Cores RGH-SC-07 through RGH-SC-09 
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were transported to a nearby warehouse operated by the Port where the 
sediment was extruded and processed.  Sediment cores were sectioned into 
2-foot-depth intervals (0 to 2, 2 to 4, and 4 to 6 feet) and each section was 
homogenized for chemical analysis.  Selected sediment samples from the nine 
cores were submitted for chemical analysis. 

Sediment Grab Samples 

Surface sediment samples (0 to 12 cm) were collected from locations RGH-SS-
01, RGH-SS-02, and RGH-SS-03 (Figure 7).  Multiple grabs were collected at 
each location to provide sufficient sediment volume for chemical analysis and 
bioassays.  Sample descriptions are presented in Table A-2 (Appendix A).  
Sediment from the three surface samples was submitted for chemical analysis. 

5.3 Sediment Physical Characteristics 

Visual sample descriptions of sediment cores and surface sediment grabs are 
presented in Appendix A.  Surface grab samples (RGH-SS-01, RGH-SS-02, and 
RGH-SS-03) collected adjacent to the wooden structure closest to shore 
contained abundant fine refuse, primarily glass and brick fragments.  There is 
little evidence for recent sedimentation in these samples since the surface layer 
contains cobbles and gravel (Table 4).  The upper 3 to 6 inches of core samples 
collected from these locations also contain cobbles and gravel. 

Core samples typically contained large amounts of wood debris, primarily 
sawdust and wood chips.  Cores collected further offshore (RGH-SC-04, 
RGH-SC-5, and RGH-SC-06) and closer to the Cornwall Avenue landfill 
(RGH-SC-07, RGH-SC-08, and RGH-SC-09) generally contained silt or sand in the 
upper 3 to 12 inches though, in most cases, wood debris was mixed throughout 
this layer.  An oily sheen was observed at the surface of cores collected from 
locations RGH-SC-04 and RGH-SC-05. 

5.4 Chemical Analysis 

Analytical results for the R.G. Haley sediment samples as compared to the AET 
dry-weight sediment quality criteria are presented in Table 6.  Analytical results 
compared to the SMS sediment quality criteria are presented in Table 7.  
Compounds exceeding applicable SMS or AET screening criteria are shown on 
Figure 7.  Analytical results for dioxins/furans expressed as 2,3,7,8-TCDD TEQs 
are presented in Table 8 and on Figure 8.   
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Conventional Sediment Analyses 

TOC concentrations ranged from 1.47 to 38.6 percent for all samples collected 
and analyzed from the R.G. Haley site.  TOC concentrations in the three 
sediment surface samples ranged from 2.2 to 4.13 percent.  TOC concentrations 
in the nine vibracore samples ranged from 1.47 to 38.6 percent.  The maximum 
TOC concentration was reported in sample RGH-SC-07-2-4’.  The highest TOC 
concentrations were present in the 2- to 4- and 4- to 6-foot-depth intervals and 
are likely associated with large amounts of wood debris observed (refer to 
Appendix A) in the core samples. 

Total solids concentrations ranged from 29.3 to 84.7 percent in the vibracore 
samples.  Total solids concentrations ranged from 67.4 to 81.5 percent in the 
surface sediment samples. 

Total sulfide concentrations in the three surface sediment samples were 
relatively high, ranging from 503 to 1,420 mg/kg with the highest concentration 
detected in sample RGH-SS-01.  Sulfide is indicative of organic-rich, anaerobic 
sediment and may be associated with low oxygen due to degradation of wood 
waste observed in these samples. 

Ammonia concentrations in the three surface sediment samples ranged from 
3.39 to 6.34 mg/kg with the highest concentration detected in RGH-SS-03. 

Diesel- and Motor Oil-Range Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

Diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons concentrations ranged from 8.8 U to 670 
mg/kg, with the highest detection in sample RGH-SC-08-4-5.5’.  Heavy oil-range 
petroleum hydrocarbons concentrations ranged from 18 U to 950 mg/kg, with 
the highest detection in sample RGH-SC-09-4-5.5’. 

The depth of maximum TPH concentration varies by location.  The maximum 
TPH concentrations for locations RGH-SC-02, RGH-SC-04, and RGH-SC-05 were 
detected in the uppermost (0- to 2-foot-depth) interval.  As noted earlier, 
petroleum sheen was observed in the samples RGH-SC-04-0-2’ and RGH-SC-05-
0-2’.  For locations RGH-SC-01, RGH-SC-06, and RGH-SC-07, the maximum TPH 
concentration was detected in the deepest interval sampled (about 4 to 6 feet 
deep).  The highest TPH concentrations span a wider depth range for locations 
RGH-SC-03, RGH-SC-08, and RGH-SC-09 with similar concentrations in both the 
2- to 4- and 4- to 6-foot-depth intervals.  Overall, the maximum TPH 
concentrations (greater than 800 mg/kg) were detected in subsurface samples  
at locations RGH-07, RGH-08, and RGH-09, located in the southern portion of 
the site nearer the Cornwall Avenue Landfill. 
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No sediment criteria have been established for TPH though Ecology has 
determined that impacts may occur at concentrations greater than 200 mg/kg 
(personal communication with Dr. Pete Adolpson, Ecology, on June 2, 2009); 
Total TPH concentrations are below the MTCA Method A screening criterion of 
2,000 mg/kg for upland soil. 

Mercury 

Mercury was detected at concentrations above CSL at core locations RGH-03, 
RGH-06, RGH-08, and RGH-09 (Figure 7) with the highest concentration (11.3 
mg/kg) in sample RGH-SC-08-4-5.5’.  None of the surface (0 to 12 cm) sediment 
samples tested (locations RGH-SS-01, RGH-SS-02, and RGH-SS-03) exceeded 
SQS.  Mercury concentrations increase with depth with highest concentrations 
in the 4- to 6-foot-depth interval suggesting a historical source that is being 
attenuated with more recent sediment deposition. 

Non-Polar Semivolatile Organic Compounds 

Except for six samples collected from the R.G. Haley site, the samples contained 
greater than 3.5 percent organic carbon likely due to petroleum hydrocarbons 
and wood debris in the samples and, therefore, sample results for most non-
polar organics were compared to AET criteria rather than the organic carbon-
normalized SMS. 

TOC in the following samples was within the 0.5 to 3.5 percent range for 
organic carbon normalization and results for these samples were compared to 
SMS: RGH-SS-02; RGH-SS-03; RGH-SC-01–0-2’; RGH-SC-02–2-4’; RGH-SC-04–
4-6’; and RGH-SC-05–2-4’.  Non-polar organic compound results for other 
samples were compared to AET criteria. 

PAHs 

PAHs were the most prevalent compounds detected that exceeded sediment 
screening criteria (Figure 7).  PAHs are usually associated with creosote, coal tar, 
oil, and incomplete combustion of organic matter.  PAHs are a component of 
creosote, a wood preservative, and are likely associated with former creosote 
wood treating at the R.G. Haley facility or treated pilings and structures along 
the shoreline. 

The depth of maximum PAH concentration varies by location.   The highest total 
PAH concentrations and the greatest number of LAET and 2LAET exceedances 
were detected in the 2- to 4-foot-depth interval at location RGH-03 and the 4- to 
6-foot-depth interval at location RGH-06.  These sample locations are at the 
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western end of the derelict wooden structure immediately offshore of the R.G. 
Haley site (Figure 7) and may reflect either an upland source or historical in-
water disposal of creosote.  Locations RGH-08 and RGH-09, located between 
the derelict structure and the Cornwall Avenue Landfill, also had maximum total 
PAH concentrations in the deepest interval sampled (4 to 5.5 feet) though only 
fluoranthene in sample RGH-08-4-5.5’ exceeded the LAET. 

For locations RGH-02, RGH-04, and RGH-05, the highest total PAH 
concentrations were detected in the 0- to 2-foot-depth interval though there 
were exceedances of AET criteria only in sample RGH-04–0-2’.  Phenanthrene 
and fluoranthene exceeded their respective LAET in sample RGH-04–0-2’.  For 
samples RGH-SC-04-0-2’ and RGH-SC-05-0-2’, PAHs are likely associated with 
the petroleum sheen that was observed in the cores. 

None of the surface (0 to 12 cm) sediment samples tested (locations RGH-SS-01, 
RGH-SS-02, and RGH-SS-03) exceeded sediment screening criteria. 

Phthalates 

Phthalates are ubiquitous in the environment.  They are used in a wide range of 
products, primarily as plasticizers and coatings, and are also common in 
wastewater and stormwater discharges. 

Dimethylphthalate and butylbenzylphthlate exceeded sediment screening 
criteria in four samples (Figure 7).  Core locations RGH-07 and RGH-08, 
between the derelict wooden structure and the Cornwall Avenue Landfill, 
exceeded AET criteria in the 0- to 2-foot-depth interval possibly suggesting either 
surface water runoff or the Cornwall Avenue Landfill as potential sources.  
Sample RGH-07-0-2’ exceeded the 2LAET for dimethylphthalate while sample 
RGH-08-0-2’ exceeded the LAET for butylbenzylphthlate.  The LAET for 
dimethylphthalate was also exceeded in the 4- to 5.5-foot-depth interval at 
location RGH-08 indicating historical deposition. 

Locations RGH-02 and RGH-03 exceeded the 2LAET for dimethylphthalate and 
LAET for butylbenzylphthalate, respectively, in the 4- to 6-foot-depth interval, 
suggesting older deposition. 

None of the surface (0 to 12 cm) sediment samples tested (locations RGH-SS-01, 
RGH-SS-02, and RGH-SS-03) exceeded sediment screening criteria. 
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Phenols 

The compound 2,4-dimethylphenol, often associated with wood waste as well as 
creosote and coal tar, exceeded the sediment CSL in the 2- to 4-foot-depth 
interval sample collected from RGH-SC-07.  However, this compound was only 
detected in one other sample, the 2- to 4-foot-depth interval from location 
RGH-SC-06 but below SQS.  Other phenols (e.g., phenol, 2-methylphenol, 
4-methylphenol), also often associated with wood waste, creosote, and coal tar, 
were detected in a number of samples but the concentrations were below their 
respective SQS. 

Pentachlorophenol is the only other polar compound detected that exceeded 
SQS and CSL.  Pentachlorophenol is a wood preservative and is likely associated 
with former wood treating activities at the R.G. Haley facility. 

With the exception of locations RGH-05, RGH-06, and RGH-07, 
pentachlorophenol was detected in the other surface samples and core samples 
collected and analyzed though most concentrations were less than the SQS.  
The highest pentachlorophenol concentrations do not appear to be associated 
with locations of highest PAH concentrations. 

The highest pentachlorophenol concentrations were typically in the intermediate 
(2- to 4-foot-depth) and deepest (4- to 6-foot-depth) core samples though 
pentachlorophenol was also detected in surface samples and shallow cores (0- 
to 2-foot) with the exception of the three locations listed earlier.  
Pentachlorophenol concentrations increase with depth in cores collected from 
locations RGH-08 and RGH-09, located between the derelict wooden structure 
and the Cornwall Avenue Landfill.  Pentachlorophenol concentrations at RGH-08 
in the 0- to 2-, 2- to 4-, and 4- to 5.5-foot-depth intervals are 150, 450, and 4,100 
μg/kg, respectively, compared to its SQS and CSL of 360 and 690 μg/kg, 
respectively.  Pentachlorophenol concentrations at RGH-09 in the 0- to 2-, 2- to 
4-, and 4- to 5.5-foot-depth intervals are 91, 260, and 420 μg/kg, respectively. 

Pentachlorophenol concentrations in samples collected from RGH-01 exceed its 
SQS in the 0- to 2- and 4- to 6-foot-depth intervals with the highest concentration 
in the deepest sample.  The only other pentachlorophenol exceedance was in 
RGH-03-2-4’ (720 μg/kg)., which exceeded its CSL of 690 μg/kg. 

In two locations, RGH-02 and RGH-04, the highest pentachlorophenol 
concentrations were detected in the 0- to 2-foot-depth interval though 
concentrations were below the SQS.  The presence of highest 
pentachlorophenol concentrations vary by location in shallow and deep 
sediment samples suggests both historical and potential on-going releases. 
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Dioxins/Furans 

Dioxin in the vicinity of the R.G. Haley site is likely associated with 
pentachlorophenol use and/or releases.  Dioxin is known to be contaminant 
produced in the manufacturing of pentachlorophenol and dioxins are also 
formed during combustion of pentachlorophenol or pentachlorophenol-treated 
wood.  Dioxins are also produced during chlorine bleaching of wood pulp. 

Samples from six locations (Figure 8) were submitted for dioxin analysis.  The 
total TEQ concentrations, based on the non-detects equaling one half the 
reporting limit, range from 1.55 to 557 ng/kg (Table 8), with the highest 
concentration reported in sample RGH-SC-03-0-2’.  Sample concentrations are 
within the range or somewhat higher than the range of 52 to 200.8 ng/kg 
(Figure 4) previously reported (Anchor and Hart Crowser 2000). 

TEQ concentrations in three surface (0 to 12 cm) sediment samples (RGH-01, 
RGH-02, and RGH-03) collected adjacent to the derelict structure closest to 
shore range from 80.9 to 167 ng/kg.  These concentrations are significantly 
higher than the average Bellingham Bay background concentration of 8.52 ng/kg 
(See Section 4.0), the Puget Sound average background concentration of 1.35 
ng/kg, and the range reported (mean of 6.9 ng/kg and maximum of 12.2 ng/kg) 
by the DMMO for the Bellingham Bay dredged material disposal site. 

Samples from multiple depth intervals were analyzed for dioxin at only three 
locations (RGH-01, RGH-02, and RGH-06).  Dioxin concentrations generally 
increase with depth and tend to be correlated with pentachlorophenol but too 
few core samples were analyzed to establish a trend.  Additional dioxin analysis 
of core samples would be required to definitively determine whether dioxins are 
associated with pentachlorophenol. 

5.5 Sediment Bioassay Testing Results 

Bioassay testing was performed on two surface sediment samples and one 
reference sample (Samish Bay Ref 1).  Sample RGH-SS-02 was not submitted for 
bioassay testing, as insufficient volume was collected for both chemistry and 
bioassay testing after eight sediment grab attempts.  The reference location was 
selected to match the grain size distribution of the sediment samples. 

Suitability determinations are based on a comparison of responses observed in 
the test treatments versus those in the reference treatment.  Based on similarity 
in grain size, sample Samish Bay Ref 1 was used for comparison of test 
treatments RGH-SS-01 and RGH-SS-03. 
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The laboratory results and sediment bioassay summary are presented in 
Appendix C.  Bioassay results are present graphically on Figure 9. 

Amphipod Test Results 

No significant differences were observed for samples RGH-SS-01 or RGH-SS-03 
relative to the Samish Bay reference sediment.  Both sediment samples also met 
the SQS and CSL; thus passing overall. 

Juvenile Polychaete Test Results 

There were no significant decreases in MIG in any of the test treatments relative 
to the reference sediment (Appendix C).  In addition, there was adequate growth 
in each of the test treatments to meet both the SQS and CSL. 

Larval Test Results 

Statistically significant decreases in normal survivors were observed in samples 
RGH-SS-01 and RGH-SS-03, relative to the Samish Bay reference.  The number of 
normal larvae in test sediment RGH-SS-01 was 68.9 percent compared to the 
reference sediment.  Test sediment RGH-SS-01 failed the SQS of 85 percent, and 
also failed the CSL of 70 percent.  The number of normal larvae in test sediment 
RGH-SS-03 was 77.6 percent compared to the reference sediment.  Test 
sediment RGH-SS-03 failed the SQS, but passed the CSL (Appendix C). 

5.6 Summary and Conclusions 

Chemical concentrations, and most SQS and AET exceedances, generally, 
though not definitively, tend to increase with depth suggesting natural 
attenuation due to sediment deposition may be occurring.  The maximum TPH 
concentrations were detected in subsurface samples collected from the southern 
portion of the site nearer the Cornwall Avenue Landfill. 

Sediment analytical data for the R.H. Haley site show that the concentrations of 
SMS chemicals of concern were below their respective SQS for the three surface 
sediment samples collected from 0 to 12 cm but there were exceedances of 
SMS or AET criteria for subsurface sediment samples.  Sulfide concentrations in 
the three surface sediment samples were high,  indicating organic-rich, anaerobic 
sediment, possibly due to degradation of wood waste observed in these 
samples. 

The sediments adjacent to the derelict structure showed exceedances for the 
SMS and AET criteria for SVOCs at most locations sampled (RGH-01, RGH-02, 
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RGH-03, RGH-04, and RGH-06).  The largest number and highest concentrations 
of chemicals detected offshore from the R.G. Haley site were detected at 
locations RGH-03 and RGH-06, located closest to the site.  There were no 
exceedances of sediment criteria in samples collected from RGH-05. 

Sediment larval testing results indicated biological impacts to sediment at 
locations RGH-01 and RGH-03 even though chemical concentrations were less 
than SMS and AET criteria.  RGH-SS-01 failed both the SQS and the CSL for 
normal larval development.  RGH-SS-03 also failed the SQS for the larval 
development bioassay.  Biological impacts may be due to high concentrations of 
sulfide in the samples. 

6.0 CORNWALL AVENUE LANDFILL SITE  

The Cornwall Avenue Landfill site is located at the south end of Cornwall 
Avenue, south of R.G. Haley, and adjacent to Bellingham Bay.  Most of the site 
was originally tideflats and sub-tidal areas.  From 1888 to 1946, the site was used 
for sawmill operations, including log storage and wood disposal.  The site was 
used for municipal waste disposal from approximately 1953 until 1965.  The site 
is owned by the City, the Port  and the State of Washington.  A draft RI/FS has 
been completed and is currently under review by Ecology prior to issuance for 
public review. 

6.1 Sample Locations 

SPI/Plan View Images Sample Locations 

SPI data were collected from 141 subtidal locations offshore of the Cornwall 
Avenue Landfill (Figure 10).  Samples were collected along multiple transects.  
Several proposed locations could not be accessed due to shallow water or 
locations which plotted on land.  State Plane coordinates for the sampling 
locations are presented in Appendix D. 

The SPI report and SPI data are provided in Appendix D, and the Cornwall 
Avenue Landfill sediment vibracore locations, descriptions, and vibracore logs 
are provided in Appendix E. 

Sediment Coring Sample Locations 

Vibracore samples were collected from 44 subtidal locations adjacent to 
Cornwall Avenue Landfill site.  SPI data were to be used to determine 
subsequent sediment core sampling locations.  However, as so little municipal 
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refuse was identified in the SPI and plan view photos of surface sediment, 
apparently due to high sedimentation rates, vibracore locations were selected by 
following the outer boundary of surface refuse based on a draft RI/FS prepared 
by Landau (2007).  Core locations were selected on each side of the refuse 
boundary line (Figure 10).  Additional core locations were selected both inside 
and outside the refuse boundary line to provide additional information on the 
extent of refuse and wood debris.  Two locations (CW-139 and CW-136) were 
not collocated with a SPI site.  Additionally, two coring locations (BLVD-09 and 
RGH-07) sampled in conjunction with neighboring investigations, were located 
within the Cornwall Avenue Landfill site and are also included on Figure 10.  
State Plane coordinates for the core sampling locations are presented in Table 
E-1. 

Sediment cores were collected to a depth of up to 8.5 feet (penetration) below 
the sediment-water interface.  Sediment was extruded aboard the vessel into a 
wooden trough where it was visually examined to determine the presence of 
municipal refuse and wood waste (sawdust/woodchips).  Representative 
photographs are presented in Appendix E.  Since the objective was to map the 
extent and depth of refuse and wood debris, no samples were collected for 
chemistry or bioassay analyses. 

6.2 Distribution of Municipal Refuse and Wood Waste 

A summary of the SPI observations and interpretation relative to the presence of 
municipal refuse and wood waste is presented in SAIC’S SPI Survey Report in 
Appendix D.  Identification of sawdust and woodchips in SPI images is based on 
visual interpretation of photographs and is subjective. 

Images and cores from each location were evaluated for the presence of 
municipal refuse and wood debris (sawdust/woodchips).  A summary of the core 
observations and interpretation relative to the presence of municipal refuse and 
wood waste is presented in Table E-2. 

Locations with Discernable Wood Waste or Municipal Refuse 

Locations with any discernable amount of municipal refuse or wood debris 
(sawdust/woodchips) on the sediment surface or within the sediment core is 
presented on Figure 11.  Only municipal refuse was identified in 16 of the 141 
subtidal locations (approximately 11 percent) while only wood waste (sawdust 
and/or woodchips) was identified in 21 of the 141 subtidal locations 
(approximately 15 percent).  Both municipal refuse and wood waste are present 
in 26 locations (approximately 18 percent).  In many cases, sawdust is present 
only on the surface in small amounts and identification is subjective.  In cases 
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where small amounts of apparent sawdust were observed in SPI images, it was 
generally present as very thin layers (typically less than 0.5 cm) on the surface. 

As shown on Figure 11, no discrete areas of municipal refuse were evident 
though general trends were observed.  The outer boundary of municipal refuse 
(both surface and core samples) corresponds with the outer boundary of surface 
refuse determined in the draft Cornwall Avenue Landfill RI/FS (Landau 2007).  
The draft RI/FS also established a boundary of significant municipal refuse 
(greater than 50 percent surface refuse) closer to shore (Figure 11).  Significant 
areas of surface municipal refuse were not identified in SPI and plan view images 
or in sediment cores during the current investigation.  Most samples in this 
investigation contained less than 5 percent municipal refuse and, in many cases, 
only one piece of refuse was present.  In addition, it is unknown whether surface 
refuse observed in SPI and plan view images is of recent origin or is from 
historical landfill operations.  The lack of refuse observed in surface sediments 
during this investigation is likely a result of recent sediment deposition over 
materials observed during the previous surveys in 1996 and 2002 (Landau 
2007). 

There is also no clear pattern for the distribution of wood waste though there is 
a small cluster of locations on the southwestern edge of the Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill, outside the municipal refuse boundary, where only wood waste was 
observed (Figure 11). 

In general, both wood waste and municipal refuse were identified along the 
entire length of the former landfill though observable municipal refuse 
concentrations were lower than those reported in the draft Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill RI/FS. 

Locations with Wood Waste and/or Municipal Refuse and Less 
than 1 foot of Recent Sedimentation 

Figure 12 shows locations with greater than 1 foot of accumulated wood waste 
containing greater than 50 percent sawdust and/or woodchips or any 
discernable municipal refuse with less than 1 foot of recent overlying sediment.  
Figure 12 incorporates information from both SPI and plan view images 
(Appendix D) and sediment core samples (Table E-1 and Figure 10). 

Locations with greater than 1 foot of accumulated wood containing greater than 
50 percent sawdust and/or woodchips with less than 1 foot of recent overlying 
sediment are primarily in the southernmost portion of the landfill (CW-02, 
CW-03, CW-108, and CW-120). 
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Samples with any discernable municipal refuse and less than 1 foot of recent 
overlying sediment are primarily located in the southwestern portion of the 
landfill within the significant municipal refuse boundary as presented in the draft 
Cornwall Avenue Landfill RI/FS.  There are also a small number of locations with 
municipal refuse in the northern part of the landfill that are covered with less 
than 1 foot of overlying sediment. 

The only location that contained both wood waste and municipal refuse is 
CW-53, located near the middle of the landfill area. 

6.3 Summary and Conclusions 

SPI and plan view images did not identify significant amounts of municipal refuse 
or wood waste (sawdust/woodchips) on the surface of the Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill site.  Core samples indicated minimal amounts (generally less than 5 
percent) of municipal refuse, primarily degraded plastic, at depths varying from 1 
to 5 feet below the surface.  Wood waste, in the form of sawdust, woodchips, or 
pieces of bark, was observed in layers at depths varying from the surface to the 
bottom of the cores. 

Surface refuse was only observed in four of the SPI and surface plan view 
images, likely due to burial of refuse by surface sediment deposition.  A surface 
sediment layer of greater than 1 foot was observed at approximately 55 percent 
of the coring locations.  The average thickness of this overlying sediment layer 
was approximately 1.4 feet. 

Locations with discernable municipal refuse or significant sawdust and/or 
woodchips with less than 1 foot of overlying sediment were primarily in the 
south and southwest areas of the landfill. 

Sedimentation rates near the landfill appear to be relatively high based on the 
presence of greater than 1 foot of clean overlying sediment in more than half of 
the core samples (Figures 10 and 12). 

7.0 BELLINGHAM BAY PILING STUDY AREA 

The Bellingham Piling Study area is located between Boulevard Park and the 
Cornwall Avenue Landfill site and includes numerous derelict pilings that were 
once part of a historical railroad trestle adjacent to the existing shoreline.  
Surface sediment grab samples and cores were collected to evaluate sediment 
quality adjacent to the pilings before removal by the Department of Natural 
Resources. 
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7.1 Sample Locations 

Two vibracore samples (BBP-SC-01 and BBP-SC-02) and three surface sediment 
grab samples (BBP-SS-01 through BBP-SS-03) were collected from subtidal 
locations adjacent to three sets of derelict pilings between the Cornwall Avenue 
Landfill site and Boulevard Park (Figure 13).  Attempts were made to collect 
samples at the proposed coordinates, but due to gravelly substrate, large rocks, 
and eelgrass, sample locations were shifted progressively bayward 
(approximately 10 to 25 feet) until sediment samples could be collected.  As a 
result of this shifting, sample results may not be indicative of the sediment 
quality close to the pilings.  In addition, chemical concentration changes with 
depth could not be determined since the entire core lengths were homogenized 
and composited due to poor recovery in multiple coring attempts.  No sample 
was collected at coring location BBP-SC-03, due to refusal and poor recovery 
after each of four sampling attempts at this location. 

7.2 Sediment Sampling and Observations 

Vibracore Samples 

Sediment cores were collected at two (BBP-SC-01 and BBP-SC-02) of the three 
proposed coring locations.  The two successful cores were driven to a depth of 
4 to 5 feet below the sediment-water interface before refusal due to coarse-
grained sediments.  Recovery of the two cores was below the SAP criteria of 75 
percent.  However, after multiple attempts and subsequent shifting of the core 
locations, it was decided to collect sediments for chemical analysis from the 
cores with the highest recoveries even if acceptance criteria were not met.  This 
field decision was made based on the concept that although moving further 
away from the pilings would provide better recovery, the chemical results would 
be less representative of sediment adjacent to the pilings. 

Sediment from each core was extruded and processed on the vessel.  The 
sediment cores were photographed and visual observations and sediment 
descriptions were documented on core logs (Appendix A).  Due to the low 
recovery, the sediment cores were not sectioned into 2-foot-depth intervals as 
planned.  Rather, each core was composited and homogenized over its entire 
length for chemical analysis and, therefore, chemical concentration changes with 
depth cannot be evaluated. 

Sediment Grab Samples 

Sediment surface samples (BBP-SS-01 through BBP-SS-03) were collected using a 
power grab sampler at three locations (Figure 13).  The original proposed sample 
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locations were shifted due to the presence of eelgrass, cobbles, and wood waste 
preventing closure of the grab sampler.  Multiple sediment surface grabs were 
collected at each location to provide sufficient sediment volume from the 0- to 
12-cm-depth interval for chemistry and bioassays (Table 2). 

7.3 Sediment Physical Characteristics 

Surface sediment samples and sediment cores were photographed and visual 
observations and sediment descriptions were documented on core logs 
presented in Appendix A.  Visual sample descriptions of surface sediment grabs 
are presented in Table A-2. 

Physical parameters were determined only on samples BBP-SS-01 and BBP-SS-02.  
Samples consisted primarily of sandy gravel.  Grain size results are summarized 
in Table 4.  The surface sediment grab samples were additionally analyzed for 
Atterberg limits and specific gravity.  Laboratory analysis results are presented in 
Appendix B. 

7.4 Chemical Analysis 

Chemical analysis was conducted on the five sediment samples (two composite 
core samples and three surface sediment samples).  The sediments were 
analyzed for total metals (arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, 
nickel, silver, and zinc), SVOCs, TOC, total solids, ammonia, total sulfides, and 
NWTPH-Dx.  Three surface sediment grab samples and core sample BBP-SC-01 
were analyzed for dioxins/furans.  Analytical results for the Bellingham Bay Piling 
Study area sediment samples compared to the AET dry-weight sediment quality 
criteria are presented in Table 9.  Analytical results compared to the SMS criteria 
are presented in Table 10.  Analytical results for dioxins/furans with TCDD TEQs 
are presented in Table 11. 

Conventional Sediment Analyses 

TOC concentrations ranged from 2.4 to 86.5 percent.  TOC concentrations in 
the three surface sediment samples ranged from 2.4 to 86.5 percent with the 
maximum TOC concentration reported in the sample BBP-SS-03 located directly 
north of Boulevard Park.  The high TOC concentration is associated with the 
extensive wood debris and slight oily sheen observed in sample BBP-SS-03 
(Table A-2).  TOC concentrations for the coring locations were 9.49 percent for 
BBP-SC-01 and 10.1 percent for BBP-SC-02. 

Total solids concentrations ranged from 20.4 to 67 percent.  Preserved total 
solids concentrations ranged from 18.8 to 69.5 percent. 
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Total sulfide concentrations in the three surface sediment samples and two core 
samples ranged from 212 to 393 mg/kg with the highest concentration detected 
in core sample BBP-SC-02. 

Ammonia concentrations in the three surface sediment samples and two 
vibracore samples ranged from 2.82 to 10.4 mg/kg with the highest 
concentration detected in sample BBP-SS-01. 

Diesel- and Motor Oil-Range Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

Diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons concentrations ranged from 10 to 61 
mg/kg, with the highest detection in sample BBP-SS-03 located directly north of 
Boulevard Park (Figure 13).  Heavy oil-range petroleum hydrocarbons 
concentrations ranged from 15 to 180 mg/kg, with the highest detection in 
sample BBP-SS-03.  An oily sheen was observed in samples BBP-SS-01 and BBP-
SS-03. 

Metals 

Arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, and zinc were 
detected in one or more of the sediment samples analyzed; however, at 
concentrations below SQS.  Silver was not detected in any of the samples 
analyzed. 

Non-Polar Semivolatile Organic Compounds 

Only sample BBP-SS-01 had a TOC concentration within the 0.5 to 3.5 percent 
range for organic carbon normalization of results.  Therefore, only sample BBP-
SS-01 was compared to SMS criteria for non-polar organic compounds.  Results 
for other samples were compared to AET dry-weight criteria. 

PAHs were detected in all samples collected from the pilings area.  However, 
concentrations for individual PAHs as well as total low molecular weight PAHs 
(LPAHs) and total high molecular weight PAHs (HPAHs) were below their 
applicable SMS and AET criteria, with the following exceptions. 

 Phenanthrene and fluoranthene in surface (0 to 12 cm) sample BBP-SS-02 
exceeded the LAET, but were below the 2LAET (Figure 13). 

Phthalates were detected at all sample locations but only butylbenzylphthalate 
exceeded LAET in sample BBP-SC-02. 
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Phenols 

Phenol and/or 4-methylphenol were detected in all samples but concentrations 
were below their respective SQS. 

Dioxins/Furans 

The total TEQ concentrations ranged from 1.11 to 16.1 ng/kg, with the highest 
detection in sample BBP-SS-03 (Figure 14).  Dioxin TEQs are lower than 
concentrations at the R.G. Haley site and are comparable to those detected in 
the bay-wide study (Section 4.0 and Figure 3). 

7.5 Sediment Bioassay Testing Results 

Bioassay testing was performed on two surface sediment samples (BBP-SS-01 
and BBP-SS-02) and one reference sample (Samish Bay Ref 1).  The same 
reference sample (Samish Bay Ref 1) was used for the Bellingham Bay Piling 
Study area samples and the R.G. Haley site samples based on grain size 
distribution.  The laboratory results and sediment bioassay summary are 
presented in Appendix C.  Bioassay results are present graphically on Figure 9. 

 

Amphipod Test Results 

Relative to the Samish Bay reference, no significant differences were observed 
for BBP-SS-01 or BBP-SS-02.  Both sediment samples also met the SQS and CSL; 
thus passing overall. 

Juvenile Polychaete Test Results 

There were no significant decreases in MIG in any of the test treatments, relative 
to the reference treatment (Appendix C).  In addition, there was adequate 
growth in each of the test treatments to meet both the SQS and CSL. 

Larval Test Results 

There was no significant decrease in normal development for samples BBP-SS-01 
or BBP-SS-02 compared to the Samish Bay reference sample.  Normal 
development in each of the test treatments met the numeric threshold for both 
SQS and CSL (Appendix C); thus passing overall. 
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7.6 Summary and Conclusions 

Analytical data show that the concentrations of SMS chemicals of concern were 
below the corresponding SQS for surface sediment sample BBP-SS-01.  Surface 
samples BBP-SS-02 and BBP-SS-03 had TOC concentrations outside the range for 
normalization, and were compared to AET criteria.  The concentrations of the 
chemicals of concern were below the corresponding AETs with the following 
exceptions.  Phenanthrene and fluoranthene in BBP-SS-02 exceeded the LAET, 
but were less than the 2LAET. 

The core samples were also compared to the AET criteria due to high organic 
content.  The concentrations of chemicals of concern were below corresponding 
AETs with the exception of butylbenzylphthalate in BBP-SC-02, which was above 
the LAET but below the 2LAET. 

Sediment bioassay results indicate acceptable organism growth and survival in 
the surface sediment tested from the Bellingham Bay Piling Study area. 
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Table 1 - Sediment Sample Collection Data

Site
Vibracore 
Locations

Vibracore 
Sediment 
Samples

Surface Sediment 
Samples SPI

R.G. Haley Site 9 27 3 0

Cornwall Avenue Landfill Site 44 0 0 141

Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area 3 2(a) 3 0

Bay-Wide Dioxin Background Study 0 0 6 0

Boulevard Park Study 9 62 9 0

Samish Bay Reference 0 0 3 0

(a) Vibracore sediment sample could not be collected at one location.
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Table 2 - Sediment Sample Testing Summary
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Boulevard Park Study
Surface Sediment Samples

BLVD-SS-01
NQ36, 
NV31 x x x x x x x x

BLVD-SS-02 NQ36 x x x x x
BLVD-SS-03 NQ36 x x x x x
BLVD-SS-04 NQ36 x x x x x
BLVD-SS-05 NQ36 x x x x x
BLVD-SS-06 NQ36 x x x x x x
BLVD-SS-07 NQ36 x x x x x x x
BLVD-SS-08 NQ36 x x x x x x
BLVD-SS-09 NQ36 x x x x x x x x

Sediment Core Samples

BLVD-SC-01-0-2'
NR34, 
NV30 x x x x

BLVD-SC-01-2-4'
NR34, 
NV30 x x x x

BLVD-SC-01-4-6'
NR34, 
NV30 x x x x

BLVD-SC-02-2-4'
NR34, 
OI72 x x x x

BLVD-SC-02-6-8'
NR34, 
OI72 x x x x

BLVD-SC-03-4-6' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-03-6-8' NR34 x x

BLVD-SC-04-0-2'
NR34, 
NV30 x x x x

BLVD-SC-04-2-4'
NR34, 
OI72 x x

BLVD-SC-04-4-6'
NR34, 
OI72 x x

BLVD-SC-04-8-10' NR34 x x x x x x
BLVD-SC-04-10-10.5' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-05-6-8' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-05-8-9.5' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-05-9.5-10' NR34 x x x x
BLVD-SC-05-10-10.5' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-05-10.5-12' NR34 x x x x x x
BLVD-SC-05-13.5-14' NR34 x
BLVD-SC-06-0-2' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-06-2-4' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-06-4-6' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-06-6-8' NR34 x x x x
BLVD-SC-06-8-9' NR34 x x
BLVD-SC-06-12-14' NR33 x x x x
BLVD-SC-06-14-14.5' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-07-0-4' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-08-0-2' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-08-2-2.5' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-08-2.5-4' NR33 x x x x x x
BLVD-SC-08-4-6' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-08-8-8.5' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-08-8.5-10' NR33 x x x x
BLVD-SC-08-14-14.5' NR33 x x
BLVD-SC-09-0-2' NR33 x x x

BLVD-SC-09-2-3'
NR33, 
NV29 x x x x x

BLVD-SC-09-3-4'
NR33, 
NV29 x x x x x

BLVD-SC-09-4-6'

NR33, 
NV29, 
OG54 x x x x x

BLVD-SC-09-6-8'

NR33, 
NV29, 
OG54 x x x x x

BLVD-SC-09-8-8.5' NR33 x x

BLVD-SC-09-8.5-9.7'
NR33, 
NV66 x x x x x
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Table 2 - Sediment Sample Testing Summary
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R.G. Haley Site
Surface Sediment Samples
RGH-SS-01 NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x x x x x
RGH-SS-02 NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x x x x
RGH-SS-03 NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x x x x x

Sediment Core Samples
RGH-SC-01-0-2' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-01-2-4' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-01-4-6' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-02-0-2' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-02-2-4' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-02-4-6' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-03-0-2' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-03-2-4' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-03-4-6' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-04-0-2' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-04-2-4' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-04-4-6' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-05-0-2' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-05-2-4' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-05-4-6' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-06-0-2' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-06-2-4' NM56 G8I030194 x x x x x
RGH-SC-06-4-6' NM56 x x x x
RGH-SC-07-0-2' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-07-2-4' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-07-4-6.8' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-08-0-2' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-08-2-4' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-08-4-5.5' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-09-0-2' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-09-2-4' NR16 x x x x
RGH-SC-09-4-5.5' NR16 x x x x

Bellingham Bay Piling Study
Surface Sediment Samples
BBP-SS-01 NM66 G8I030305 x x x x x x x x x x x x
BBP-SS-02 NM66 G8I030305 x x x x x x x x x x x x
BBP-SS-03 NM66 G8I030305 x x x x x x x

Sediment Core Samples
BBP-SC-01 NM66 G8I030305 x x x x x x x
BBP-SC-02 NM66 x x x x x x

Bay-Wide Dioxin Background Study
Surface Sediment Samples
BBDx-SS-01 NQ49 G8I240290 x
BBDx-SS-02 NQ49 G8I240290 x
BBDx-SS-03 NQ49 G8I240290 x
BBDx-SS-04 NQ49 G8I240290 x
BBDx-SS-05 NQ49 G8I240290 x
BBDx-SS-06 NQ49 G8I240290 x
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Table 2 - Sediment Sample Testing Summary

Sample Number
ARI Job 
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Samish Bay Reference
Surface Sediment Samples
Samish Bay Ref 1 x x x x x
Samish Bay Ref 2 x x x x x
Samish Bay Ref 3 x x x x x

1 Metals analysis will include the SMS Metals:  arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, and zinc.
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Table 3 - Sediment Quality Criteria Compared to Laboratory Detection and Quantitation Limits Sheet 1 of 2

Sample ID MDL PQL
Sampling Date SQS CSL LAET 2LAET

Metals in mg/kg
Arsenic 57 93 57 93 0.52 5
Cadmium 5.1 6.7 5.1 6.7 0.02 0.2
Chromium 260 270 260 270 0.28 0.5
Copper 390 390 390 390 0.04 0.2
Lead 450 530 450 530 0.2 2
Mercury 0.41 0.59 0.41 0.59 0.005 0.05
Nickel 140 140 0.31 1
Silver 6.1 6.1 6.1 6.1 0.11 0.3
Zinc 410 960 410 960 0.28 1

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 99000 170000 2100 2400 8.7 20
Acenaphthylene 66000 66000 1300 1300 8.7 20
Acenaphthene 16000 57000 500 730 8.2 20
Fluorene 23000 79000 540 1000 9 20
Phenanthrene 100000 480000 1500 5400 8.4 20
Anthracene 220000 1200000 960 4400 7.7 20
2-Methylnaphthalene 38000 64000 670 1400 8.2 20
1-Methylnaphthalene 7.2 20
Total LPAHs 370000 780000 5200 13000
Fluoranthene 160000 1200000 1700 2500 7.9 20
Pyrene 1000000 1400000 2600 3300 7.8 20
Benzo(a)anthracene 110000 270000 1300 1600 5.9 20
Chrysene 110000 460000 1400 2800 6.6 20
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 9.5 20
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 9.3 20
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230000 450000 3200 3600
Benzo(a)pyrene 99000 210000 1600 3000 8.2 20
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34000 88000 600 690 8.6 20
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12000 33000 230 540 8.6 20
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31000 78000 670 720 6.8 20
Total HPAHs 960000 5300000 12000 17000

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2300 2300 35 50 7.9 20
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170 7.4 20
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3100 9000 110 120 7.4 20
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 810 1800 31 51 9.1 20
Hexachlorobenzene 380 2300 22 70 8 20

AETs (dry wt)SMS (OC normalized for non-ionizable organics)

Hart Crowser
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Table 3 - Sediment Quality Criteria Compared to Laboratory Detection and Quantitation Limits Sheet 2 of 2

Sample ID MDL PQL
Sampling Date SQS CSL LAET 2LAET

AETs (dry wt)SMS (OC normalized for non-ionizable organics)

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 53000 53000 71 160 7.8 20
Diethylphthalate 61000 110000 200 200 16 20
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220000 1700000 1400 1400 12 20
Butylbenzylphthalate 4900 64000 63 900 11 20
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47000 78000 1300 1900 11 200
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58000 4500000 6200 6200 8.3 20

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 15000 58000 540 700 7.6 20
Hexachlorobutadiene 3900 6200 11 120 8.1 20
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11000 11000 28 40 8.7 20
Hexachloroethane 7.2 20

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200 420 1200 14 20
2-Methylphenol 63 63 63 63 14 20
4-Methylphenol 670 670 670 670 13 20
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29 29 29 15 20
Pentachlorophenol 360 690 360 690 48 100
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73 57 73 14 20
Benzoic Acid 650 650 650 650 120 200

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon 0.02
Preserved Total Solids 0.01
Total Solids 0.01

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia 0.1
Sulfide 1

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons 0.5 5
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons 3.3 10

Note:  MDL and PQL will vary based on initial sample weight, dry weight corrections, and dilution factors.  These limits are the laboratory reported limits.
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Table 4 - Grain Size and Conventional Parameter Results for Sediment Samples

Sample ID SAMISH BAY REF 1 BBP-SS-01 BBP-SS-02 RGH-SS-01 RGH-SS-02 RGH-SS-03
Sampling Date 08/29/08 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08

Grain Size in %
Gravel 0.1 11.6 9.1 55.2 56 19.5
Very Coarse Sand 1.5 5.3 8.2 11.8 9.2 7.3
Coarse Sand 17.3 5.4 6.9 9.5 11.5 9.9
Medium Sand 60.2 16 19.7 13.7 16.5 19.5
Fine Sand 11.2 34.7 30.6 7.6 5 20.2
Very Fine Sand 1.4 12.9 9.2 2 0.8 12.4
Coarse Silt 3.0 4.3 1.7 1.3
Medium Silt 0.2 4.9 3.8 1.3
Fine Silt 1.1 1.1 2.6 2
Very Fine Silt 1.0 0.5 1.5 1.2
8-9 Phi Clay 0.7 0.5 1.5 1.3
9-10 Phi Clay 0.9 0.9 1.7 1.3
> 10 Phi Clay 1.3 1.9 3.5 2.7
Total Fines 8.3 14.1 16.2 0.2 1.1 11.1

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon 1.16
Preserved Total Solids 70.40
Total Solids 81.00

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia 8.69
Sulfide 8.42

Blank indicates sample not analyzed for specific analyte or screen size.
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Table 5 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for Bay-Wide Sediment Samples Sheet 1 of 2

Sample ID TEF BBDX-SS-01 TEQ BBDX-SS-02 TEQ BBDX-SS-03 TEQ
Sampling Date 9/19/2008 ND=1/2 RL 9/19/2008  ND=1/2 RL 9/19/2008 ND=1/2 RL
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm

Percent Moisture 59.1 49 61.4

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD 1 0.32 U 0.16 0 0.31 U 0.155 0 0.62 U 0.31 0
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 1 0.61 U 0.305 0 0.92 U 0.46 0 3.2 U 1.6 0
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 2.1 U 0.105 0 2.3 T 0.23 0.23 16 1.6 1.6
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 1.5 U 0.075 0 4.8 T 0.48 0.48 22 2.2 2.2
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 0.1 1.2 T 0.12 0.12 3 U 0.15 0 16 1.6 1.6
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 0.01 33 0.33 0.33 90 0.9 0.9 290 2.9 2.9
OCDD 0.0003 280 0.084 0.084 630 0.189 0.189 1300 0.39 0.39
2,3,7,8-TCDF 0.1 0.98 T 0.098 0.098 2.6 U C 0.13 0 23 J 2.3 2.3
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 0.03 0.34 U 0.0051 0 0.35 U 0.00525 0 1.2 U 0.018 0
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 0.3 0.37 U 0.0555 0 0.57 T 0.171 0.171 1.9 U 0.285 0
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 0.59 T 0.059 0.059 1.4 T 0.14 0.14 4.2 T 0.42 0.42
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF 0.1 0.24 U 0.012 0 0.35 T 0.035 0.035 0.67 U 0.0335 0
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 0.32 U 0.016 0 0.37 U 0.0185 0 1.1 T 0.11 0.11
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 0.34 U 0.017 0 0.45 U 0.0225 0 1.7 T 0.17 0.17
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 0.01 4.7 T 0.047 0.047 11 J 0.11 0.11 27 J 0.27 0.27
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 0.01 0.39 U 0.00195 0 0.69 U 0.00345 0 2.7 T 0.027 0.027
OCDF 0.0003 16 T 0.0048 0.0048 41 0.0123 0.0123 110 0.033 0.033
Total TCDD 4.7 56 640
Total PeCDD 6.3 64 780
Total HxCDD 19 120 1200
Total HpCDD 68 190 540
Total TCDF 0.98 4.2 74
Total PeCDF 0.76 2.1 11
Total HxCDF 3.8 18 30
Total HpCDF 17 50 130
Total TEQ 1.50 0.743 3.21 2.27 14.3 12.0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 5 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for Bay-Wide Sediment Samples Sheet 2 of 2

Sample ID TEF
Sampling Date
Depth Interval

Percent Moisture

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD 1
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 1
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 0.1
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD 0.1
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 0.1
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 0.01
OCDD 0.0003
2,3,7,8-TCDF 0.1
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 0.03
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 0.3
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF 0.1
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF 0.1
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 0.01
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 0.01
OCDF 0.0003
Total TCDD
Total PeCDD
Total HxCDD
Total HpCDD
Total TCDF
Total PeCDF
Total HxCDF
Total HpCDF
Total TEQ

BBDX-SS-04 TEQ BBDX-SS-05 TEQ BBDX-SS-06 TEQ
9/19/2008 ND=1/2 RL 9/18/2008  ND=1/2 RL 9/18/2008 ND=1/2 RL
0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm

62.4 70.4 51.6

1.5 U 0.75 0 2.5 T 2.5 2.5 1.5 T 1.5 1.5
3.4 U 1.7 0 3 T 3 3 1.6 U 0.8 0
14 1.4 1.4 8 T 0.8 0.8 5.1 U 0.255 0
18 1.8 1.8 11 U 0.55 0 8.6 T 0.86 0.86
13 T 1.3 1.3 8.8 T 0.88 0.88 8 T 0.8 0.8

220 2.2 2.2 140 1.4 1.4 120 1.2 1.2
630 0.189 0.189 540 0.162 0.162 590 0.177 0.177
26 CON 2.6 2.6 18 CON 1.8 1.8 12 CON 1.2 1.2
1.8 T 0.054 0.054 0.85 U 0.01275 0 0.85 U 0.01275 0
1.8 U 0.27 0 1.6 T 0.48 0.48 1.2 U 0.18 0
2.6 U 0.13 0 2.2 T 0.22 0.22 1.7 U 0.085 0
0.4 U 0.02 0 0.44 U 0.022 0 0.43 U 0.0215 0

0.85 U 0.0425 0 0.74 U 0.037 0 0.56 U 0.028 0
0.53 U 0.0265 0 0.88 U 0.044 0 1.1 T 0.11 0.11

16 J 0.16 0.16 10 U 0.05 0 14 J 0.14 0.14
1.3 T 0.013 0.013 0.74 U 0.0037 0 0.87 U 0.00435 0
47 0.0141 0.0141 31 T 0.0093 0.0093 42 0.0126 0.0126

490 350 220
660 430 280

1200 610 430
390 260 260
70 49 24
8.1 7 1.2 U
9.8 20 14
62 32 55

12.7 9.73 12.0 11.3 7.39 6.00

U = Not detected at the reporting limit (RL) indicated.
CON = Confirmation analysis. J = Estimated value.
ND = Not detected.
TEF = Toxicity Equivalence Factor. Blank indicates not applicable.
T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
E = Estimated result. Result concentration exceeds the calibration range.

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 1 of 12

Sample ID RGH-SS-01 RGH-SS-02 RGH-SS-03 RGH-SC-01-0-2' RGH-SC-01-2-4' RGH-SC-01-4-6'
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59 0.10 0.05 0.13 0.13 0.27 0.16

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400 15 T 19 U 25 20 82 37
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300 9.9 T 19 U 21 21 26 13 T
Acenaphthene 500 730 10 T 10 T 17 T 14 T 110 89
Fluorene 540 1000 19 U 12 T 23 16 T 160 120
Phenanthrene 1500 5400 100 120 190 200 1100 680
Anthracene 960 4400 23 22 47 53 310 290
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400 15 T 28 25 26 95 130
1-Methylnaphthalene 15 T 26 25 22 84 140
Total LPAHs 5200 13000 158 164 323 324 1788 1229
Fluoranthene 1700 2500 180 150 350 530 1600 720
Pyrene 2600 3300 160 130 300 510 1400 700
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600 55 57 140 150 480 160
Chrysene 1400 2800 86 75 210 270 660 230
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 68 69 200 200 600 160
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 62 67 150 220 430 160
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600 130 136 350 420 1030 320
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000 63 79 180 210 610 130
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690 28 24 45 49 130 56 T
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540 19 U 19 U 10 T 19 T 61 59 U
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720 33 26 51 45 130 71
Total HPAHs 12000 17000 735 677 1636 2203 6101 2387

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 11 T
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 14 T 20 U
Diethylphthalate 200 200 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900 140 25 86 170 130 190
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

AETs
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 2 of 12

Sample ID RGH-SS-01 RGH-SS-02 RGH-SS-03 RGH-SC-01-0-2' RGH-SC-01-2-4' RGH-SC-01-4-6'
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

AETs

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700 19 U 19 U 14 T 16 T 84 31
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 120 U
Hexachloroethane 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200 30 32 19 U 41 20 U 20 U
2-Methylphenol 63 63 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
4-Methylphenol 670 670 19 U 19 U 29 19 U 20 U 16 T
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Pentachlorophenol 360 690 83 T 51 T 180 380 270 530
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Benzoic Acid 650 650 190 U 190 U 190 U 190 U 200 U 200 U

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon 4.13 2.38 2.2 2.87 4.24 8.12
Preserved Total Solids 79.3 80.3 64.5
Total Solids 75.6 81.5 67.4 73.9 75.4 74.2

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia 3.39 5.01 6.34
Sulfide 1420 1190 503

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons 19 12 17 37 43 220
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons 69 42 63 110 120 450
Total TPH 200 a 88 54 80 147 163 670
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 3 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300
Acenaphthene 500 730
Fluorene 540 1000
Phenanthrene 1500 5400
Anthracene 960 4400
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 5200 13000
Fluoranthene 1700 2500
Pyrene 2600 3300
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600
Chrysene 1400 2800
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720
Total HPAHs 12000 17000

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160
Diethylphthalate 200 200
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200

AETs RGH-SC-02-0-2' RGH-SC-02-2-4' RGH-SC-02-4-6' RGH-SC-03-0-2' RGH-SC-03-2-4'
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

0.08 0.07 0.08 0.48 0.70

48 31 14 T 23 40
20 U 19 U 19 U 25 68
48 19 U 19 U 24 37
68 19 U 19 U 31 60

490 22 39 350 670
120 19 U 11 T 70 260

63 19 U 16 T 29 33
60 19 U 12 T 30 24

774 53 64 523 1135
550 27 98 520 4000
550 59 120 550 4000
250 19 U 28 160 340
270 19 U 46 340 1500
280 19 U 52 210 740
230 19 U 52 290 830
510 19 U 104 500 1570
270 19 U 47 220 490

56 19 U 9.7 T 48 170
17 T 19 U 19 U 20 U 59 U
56 19 U 14 T 44 170

2529 86 466.7 2382 12240

20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

17 T 19 U 590 20 U 19 T
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
19 T 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

390 19 U 270 190 640
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 4 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

AETs

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-02-0-2' RGH-SC-02-2-4' RGH-SC-02-4-6' RGH-SC-03-0-2' RGH-SC-03-2-4'
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

42 19 U 19 U 21 25
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 18 T
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 26
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

230 96 U 170 220 720
20 U 19 U 18 T 20 U 20 U

200 U 190 U 250 200 U 200 U

5.01 1.47 6.86 4.32 7.94

73.2 84.7 80 47.8 39.8

32 18 25 46 180
100 100 92 140 510
132 118 117 186 690
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 5 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300
Acenaphthene 500 730
Fluorene 540 1000
Phenanthrene 1500 5400
Anthracene 960 4400
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 5200 13000
Fluoranthene 1700 2500
Pyrene 2600 3300
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600
Chrysene 1400 2800
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720
Total HPAHs 12000 17000

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160
Diethylphthalate 200 200
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200

AETs RGH-SC-03-4-6' RGH-SC-04-0-2' RGH-SC-04-2-4' RGH-SC-04-4-6' RGH-SC-05-0-2'
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet

1.59 0.23 0.11 0.09 0.30

120 U 130 27 14 T 50
120 U 95 20 U 20 U 37
120 U 110 20 U 20 U 43
120 U 180 20 U 20 U 43
230 2700 34 28 480

79 T 370 10 T 20 U 150
120 U 54 20 U 20 U 14 T
120 U 55 20 U 20 U 12 T
309 3585 71 42 803
550 J 2300 53 31 730
630 2500 48 26 640
260 J 140 13 T 20 U 280
370 1200 20 11 T 340
320 750 18 T 14 T 340
210 570 21 20 U 360
530 1320 39 14 T 700
230 550 18 T 11 T 380

72 T 190 20 U 20 U 81
120 U 31 T 20 U 20 U 32

86 T 190 20 U 20 U 80
2728 8421 230 107 3263

120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

69 JT 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
470 J 59 20 U 20 U 11 T
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 6 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

AETs

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-03-4-6' RGH-SC-04-0-2' RGH-SC-04-2-4' RGH-SC-04-4-6' RGH-SC-05-0-2'
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet

120 U 160 20 U 20 U 21
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

120 U 22 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
120 U 46 20 U 20 U 19 T
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
590 U 130 99 U 98 U 99 U
120 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

1200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

10.1 10.6 4.22 1.64 4.8

39.3 59.9 50.5 56.1 44.7

110 28 13 8.8 U 120
240 75 28 18 U 200
350 103 41 18 U 320
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 7 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300
Acenaphthene 500 730
Fluorene 540 1000
Phenanthrene 1500 5400
Anthracene 960 4400
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 5200 13000
Fluoranthene 1700 2500
Pyrene 2600 3300
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600
Chrysene 1400 2800
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720
Total HPAHs 12000 17000

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160
Diethylphthalate 200 200
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200

AETs RGH-SC-05-2-4' RGH-SC-05-4-6' RGH-SC-06-0-2' RGH-SC-06-2-4' RGH-SC-06-4-6'
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

0.09 0.29 0.20 0.74 0.83 J

20 U 29 38 120 480
20 U 16 T 20 U 16 T 440
20 U 20 U 20 U 15 T 110
20 U 20 11 T 17 T 440
12 T 470 130 140 3300
20 U 110 30 28 1100
20 U 20 U 20 U 94 200
20 U 20 U 20 U 64 170
20 U 645 209 336 5870
17 T 680 180 120 4200
19 T 610 180 140 5100
20 U 160 52 54 2100
20 U 250 77 77 2300
20 U 120 40 52 2100
20 U 150 58 50 1200
20 U 270 98 102 3300
20 U 170 61 72 2400
20 U 92 35 38 1300
20 U 18 T 20 U 20 U 460
20 U 110 42 48 1400
20 U 2360 725 651 22560

20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U

20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 14 T 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 8 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

AETs

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-05-2-4' RGH-SC-05-4-6' RGH-SC-06-0-2' RGH-SC-06-2-4' RGH-SC-06-4-6'
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

20 U 11 T 20 U 32 180
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U

20 U 21 20 U 15 T 56 T
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 23 22 89 230
20 U 20 U 20 U 15 T 59 U
98 U 98 U 98 U 98 U 300 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U

200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 590 U

2.38 6.39 4.08 3.89 8.08

45 44.1 44.3 48.4 44.3

12 41 61 50 110
21 U 72 99 64 190
12 113 160 114 300

Hart Crowser
   1733017\Bellingham Bay Investigation Report Chem Results Tables - Table 6



Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 9 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300
Acenaphthene 500 730
Fluorene 540 1000
Phenanthrene 1500 5400
Anthracene 960 4400
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 5200 13000
Fluoranthene 1700 2500
Pyrene 2600 3300
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600
Chrysene 1400 2800
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720
Total HPAHs 12000 17000

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160
Diethylphthalate 200 200
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200

AETs RGH-SC-07-0-2' RGH-SC-07-2-4' RGH-SC-07-4-6.8' RGH-SC-08-0-2' RGH-SC-08-2-4'
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6.8 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

0.2 0.2 U 0.09 U 1.0 0.9

670 5900 840 13 T 27
36 110 33 17 T 26
47 90 17 T 11 T 17 T
63 170 32 13 T 19 T

580 840 180 120 180
110 97 26 34 41

38 210 35 20 U 32
38 230 34 20 U 27

1506 7207 1128 208 310
760 490 130 210 330
600 250 89 150 250
210 24 20 U 110 190
390 J 27 20 U 130 220
220 35 22 110 220
190 35 20 100 170
410 70 42 210 390
310 42 27 120 240

95 19 T 11 T 34 70
39 20 U 20 U 14 T 20 U

120 36 15 T 38 68
2934 958 314 1016 1758

20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

180 20 U 20 U 30 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 18 T 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 110 20 U

100 20 U 20 U 84 250
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 60 U
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 10 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

AETs

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-07-0-2' RGH-SC-07-2-4' RGH-SC-07-4-6.8' RGH-SC-08-0-2' RGH-SC-08-2-4'
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6.8 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

38 160 32 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

18 T 40 31 20 U 15 T
20 U 32 20 U 20 U 20 U
34 44 13 J 18 T 21
20 U 42 20 U 20 U 20 U
98 U 99 U 97 U 150 450
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

11.3 38.6 22.6 14.9 27.3

53.8 29.7 35.6 38.4 33.8

63 210 330 210 320
170 190 650 670 800
233 400 980 880 1120
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 11 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300
Acenaphthene 500 730
Fluorene 540 1000
Phenanthrene 1500 5400
Anthracene 960 4400
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 5200 13000
Fluoranthene 1700 2500
Pyrene 2600 3300
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600
Chrysene 1400 2800
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720
Total HPAHs 12000 17000

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160
Diethylphthalate 200 200
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200

AETs RGH-SC-08-4-5.5' RGH-SC-09-0-2' RGH-SC-09-2-4' RGH-SC-09-4-5.5'
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
4 to 5.5 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 5.5 feet

11.3 0.56 1.5 1.9

84 15 T 32 68
37 T 14 T 19 T 88

140 20 U 14 T 59
110 12 T 24 71
780 96 120 680
450 33 83 200
180 12 T 26 70
120 10 T 25 58

1601 170 292 1166
2000 170 400 1200
1100 130 250 710

490 97 190 310
620 160 230 520
330 80 120 440
270 77 110 410
600 157 230 850
340 78 110 480

66 23 34 140
60 U 20 U 20 U 47

100 25 34 150
5316 840 1478 4407

60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

110 20 U 20 U 12 T
60 U 20 U 18 T 20 U

190 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

940 120 180 200
200 U 20 U 59 U 59 U
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Table 6 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria Sheet 12 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET
Depth Interval

AETs

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-08-4-5.5' RGH-SC-09-0-2' RGH-SC-09-2-4' RGH-SC-09-4-5.5'
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
4 to 5.5 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 5.5 feet

110 20 U 15 T 42
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

60 U 20 U 260 22
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
48 T 20 U 76 27
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

4100 91 T 260 420
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

600 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

18.9 3.69 7.41 5.32

29.3 43.4 42.1 41.3

670 300 130 360
690 500 300 950

1360 800 430 1310

U = Not detected at the reporting limit indicated.
T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
Italic = Reporting limit is greater than screening criteria. If the analyte was present,
the laboratory reported estimated concentrations between the MDL and the PQL.
The MDL was below screening criteria for all analytes.
Bold = Concentration is greater than LAET.
Bold/Box = Concentration is greater that 2LAET.
Blank indicates sample not analyzed for specific analyte or no criteria available.
a = Proposed TPH screening value (Pete Adolphson, Ecology, personal communication)
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 1 of 12

Sample ID RGH-SS-01 (a) RGH-SS-02 RGH-SS-03 RGH-SC-01-0-2' RGH-SC-01-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-01-4-6' (a)
Sampling Date SQS CSL 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59 0.10 0.05 0.13 0.13 0.27 0.16

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170 0.36 T 0.80 U 1.14 0.70 1.93 0.46
Acenaphthylene 66 66 0.24 T 0.80 U 0.95 0.73 0.61 0.16 T
Acenaphthene 16 57 0.24 T 0.42 T 0.77 T 0.49 T 2.59 1.10
Fluorene 23 79 0.46 U 0.50 T 1.05 0.56 T 3.77 1.48
Phenanthrene 100 480 2.42 5.04 8.64 6.97 25.94 8.37
Anthracene 220 1200 0.56 0.92 2.14 1.85 7.31 3.57
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64 0.36 T 1.18 1.14 0.91 2.24 1.60
1-Methylnaphthalene 0.36 T 1.09 1.14 0.77 1.98 1.72
Total LPAHs 370 780 3.82 6.89 14.68 11.29 42.17 15.14
Fluoranthene 160 1200 4.36 6.30 15.91 18.47 37.74 8.87
Pyrene 1000 1400 3.87 5.46 13.64 17.77 33.02 8.62
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270 1.33 2.39 6.36 5.23 11.32 1.97
Chrysene 110 460 2.08 3.15 9.55 9.41 15.57 2.83
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1.65 2.90 9.09 6.97 14.15 1.97
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 1.50 2.82 6.82 7.67 10.14 1.97
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450 3.15 5.71 15.91 14.63 24.29 3.94
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210 1.53 3.32 8.18 7.32 14.39 1.60
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88 0.68 1.01 2.05 1.71 3.07 0.69 T
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.45 T 0.66 T 1.44 0.73 U
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78 0.80 1.09 2.32 1.57 3.07 0.87
Total HPAHs 960 5300 17.80 28.45 74.36 76.76 143.89 29.40

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.14 T
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.33 T 0.25 U
Diethylphthalate 61 110 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78 3.39 1.05 3.91 5.92 3.07 2.34
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U

SMS
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 2 of 12

Sample ID RGH-SS-01 (a) RGH-SS-02 RGH-SS-03 RGH-SC-01-0-2' RGH-SC-01-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-01-4-6' (a)
Sampling Date SQS CSL 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

SMS

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.64 T 0.56 T 1.98 0.38
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 1.48 U
Hexachloroethane 0.46 U 0.80 U 0.86 U 0.66 U 0.47 U 0.25 U

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200 30 32 19 U 41 20 U 20 U
2-Methylphenol 63 63 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
4-Methylphenol 670 670 19 U 19 U 29 19 U 20 U 16 T
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Pentachlorophenol 360 690 83 T 51 T 180 380 270 530
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73 19 U 19 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
Benzoic Acid 650 650 190 U 190 U 190 U 190 U 200 U 200 U

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon 4.13 2.38 2.2 2.87 4.24 8.12
Preserved Total Solids 79.3 80.3 64.5
Total Solids 75.6 81.5 67.4 73.9 75.4 74.2

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia 3.39 5.01 6.34
Sulfide 1420 1190 503

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons 19 12 17 37 43 220
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons 69 42 63 110 120 450
Total TPH 200 a 88 54 80 147 163 670
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 3 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170
Acenaphthylene 66 66
Acenaphthene 16 57
Fluorene 23 79
Phenanthrene 100 480
Anthracene 220 1200
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 370 780
Fluoranthene 160 1200
Pyrene 1000 1400
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270
Chrysene 110 460
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78
Total HPAHs 960 5300

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53
Diethylphthalate 61 110
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500

SMS RGH-SC-02-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-02-2-4' RGH-SC-02-4-6' (a) RGH-SC-03-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-03-2-4' (a)
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

0.08 0.07 0.08 0.48 0.70

0.96 2.11 0.20 T 0.53 0.50
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.58 0.86
0.96 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.56 0.47
1.36 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.72 0.76
9.78 1.50 0.57 8.10 8.44
2.40 1.29 U 0.16 T 1.62 3.27
1.26 1.29 U 0.23 T 0.67 0.42
1.20 1.29 U 0.17 T 0.69 0.30

15.45 3.61 0.93 12.11 14.29
10.98 1.84 1.43 12.04 50.38
10.98 4.01 1.75 12.73 50.38

4.99 1.29 U 0.41 3.70 4.28
5.39 1.29 U 0.67 7.87 18.89
5.59 1.29 U 0.76 4.86 9.32
4.59 1.29 U 0.76 6.71 10.45

10.18 1.29 U 1.52 11.57 19.77
5.39 1.29 U 0.69 5.09 6.17
1.12 1.29 U 0.14 T 1.11 2.14
0.34 T 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.74 U
1.12 1.29 U 0.20 T 1.02 2.14

50.48 5.85 6.80 55.14 154.16

0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U

0.34 T 1.29 U 8.60 0.46 U 0.24 T
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.38 T 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
7.78 1.29 U 3.94 4.40 8.06
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 4 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

SMS

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-02-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-02-2-4' RGH-SC-02-4-6' (a) RGH-SC-03-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-03-2-4' (a)
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

0.84 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.49 0.31
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U
0.40 U 1.29 U 0.28 U 0.46 U 0.25 U

20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 18 T
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 26
20 U 19 U 19 U 20 U 20 U

230 96 U 170 220 720
20 U 19 U 18 T 20 U 20 U

200 U 190 U 250 200 U 200 U

5.01 1.47 6.86 4.32 7.94

73.2 84.7 80 47.8 39.8

32 18 25 46 180
100 100 92 140 510
132 118 117 186 690
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 5 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170
Acenaphthylene 66 66
Acenaphthene 16 57
Fluorene 23 79
Phenanthrene 100 480
Anthracene 220 1200
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 370 780
Fluoranthene 160 1200
Pyrene 1000 1400
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270
Chrysene 110 460
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78
Total HPAHs 960 5300

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53
Diethylphthalate 61 110
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500

SMS RGH-SC-03-4-6' (a) RGH-SC-04-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-04-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-04-4-6' RGH-SC-05-0-2' (a)
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet

1.59 0.23 0.11 0.09 0.30

1.19 U 1.23 0.64 0.85 T 1.04
1.19 U 0.90 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.77
1.19 U 1.04 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.90
1.19 U 1.70 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.90
2.28 25.47 0.81 1.71 10.00
0.78 T 3.49 0.24 T 1.22 U 3.13
1.19 U 0.51 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.29 T
1.19 U 0.52 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.25 T
3.06 33.82 1.68 2.56 16.73
5.45 J 21.70 1.26 1.89 15.21
6.24 23.58 1.14 1.59 13.33
2.57 J 1.32 0.31 T 1.22 U 5.83
3.66 11.32 0.47 0.67 T 7.08
3.17 7.08 0.43 T 0.85 T 7.08
2.08 5.38 0.50 1.22 U 7.50
5.25 12.45 0.92 0.85 T 14.58
2.28 5.19 0.43 T 0.67 T 7.92
0.71 T 1.79 0.47 U 1.22 U 1.69
1.19 U 0.29 T 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.67
0.85 T 1.79 0.47 U 1.22 U 1.67

27.01 79.44 5.45 6.52 67.98

1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U

1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
0.68 JT 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
4.65 J 0.56 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.23 T
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 6 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

SMS

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-03-4-6' (a) RGH-SC-04-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-04-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-04-4-6' RGH-SC-05-0-2' (a)
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet

1.19 U 1.51 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.44
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U
1.19 U 0.19 U 0.47 U 1.22 U 0.42 U

20 U 22 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
20 U 46 20 U 20 U 19 T
24 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

210 U 130 99 U 98 U 99 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

10.1 10.6 4.22 1.64 4.8

39.3 59.9 50.5 56.1 44.7

110 28 13 8.8 U 120
240 75 28 18 U 200
350 103 41 18 U 320
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 7 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170
Acenaphthylene 66 66
Acenaphthene 16 57
Fluorene 23 79
Phenanthrene 100 480
Anthracene 220 1200
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 370 780
Fluoranthene 160 1200
Pyrene 1000 1400
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270
Chrysene 110 460
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78
Total HPAHs 960 5300

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53
Diethylphthalate 61 110
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500

SMS RGH-SC-05-2-4' RGH-SC-05-4-6' (a) RGH-SC-06-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-06-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-06-4-6' (a)
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

0.09 0.29 0.20 0.74 0.83 J

0.84 U 0.45 0.93 3.08 5.94
0.84 U 0.25 T 0.49 U 0.41 T 5.45
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.39 T 1.36
0.84 U 0.31 0.27 T 0.44 T 5.45
0.50 T 7.36 3.19 3.60 40.84
0.84 U 1.72 0.74 0.72 13.61
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 2.42 2.48
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 1.65 2.10
0.84 T 10.09 5.12 8.64 72.65
0.71 T 10.64 4.41 3.08 51.98
0.80 T 9.55 4.41 3.60 63.12
0.84 U 2.50 1.27 1.39 25.99
0.84 U 3.91 1.89 1.98 28.47
0.84 U 1.88 0.98 1.34 25.99
0.84 U 2.35 1.42 1.29 14.85
0.84 U 4.23 2.40 2.62 40.84
0.84 U 2.66 1.50 1.85 29.70
0.84 U 1.44 0.86 0.98 16.09
0.84 U 0.28 T 0.49 U 0.51 U 5.69
0.84 U 1.72 1.03 1.23 17.33
1.51 T 36.93 17.77 16.74 279.21

0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U

0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.36 T 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 8 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

SMS

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-05-2-4' RGH-SC-05-4-6' (a) RGH-SC-06-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-06-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-06-4-6' (a)
8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08 8/26/08
2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6 feet

0.84 U 0.17 T 0.49 U 0.82 2.23
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U
0.84 U 0.31 U 0.49 U 0.51 U 0.73 U

20 U 21 20 U 15 T 56 T
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U
20 U 23 22 89 230
20 U 20 U 20 U 15 T 59 U
98 U 98 U 98 U 98 U 300 U
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 59 U

200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 590 U

2.38 6.39 4.08 3.89 8.08

45 44.1 44.3 48.4 44.3

12 41 61 50 110
21 U 72 99 64 190
12 113 160 114 300
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 9 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170
Acenaphthylene 66 66
Acenaphthene 16 57
Fluorene 23 79
Phenanthrene 100 480
Anthracene 220 1200
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 370 780
Fluoranthene 160 1200
Pyrene 1000 1400
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270
Chrysene 110 460
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78
Total HPAHs 960 5300

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53
Diethylphthalate 61 110
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500

SMS RGH-SC-07-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-07-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-07-4-6.8' (a) RGH-SC-08-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-08-2-4' (a)
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6.8 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

0.2 0.2 U 0.09 U 1.0 0.9

5.93 15.28 3.72 0.09 T 0.10
0.32 0.28 0.15 0.11 T 0.10
0.42 0.23 0.08 T 0.07 T 0.06 T
0.56 0.44 0.14 0.09 T 0.07 T
5.13 2.18 0.80 0.81 0.66
0.97 0.25 0.12 0.23 0.15
0.34 0.54 0.15 0.13 U 0.12
0.34 0.60 0.15 0.13 U 0.10

13.33 18.67 4.99 1.40 1.14
6.73 1.27 0.58 1.41 1.21
5.31 0.65 0.39 1.01 0.92
1.86 0.06 0.09 U 0.74 0.70
3.45 J 0.07 0.09 U 0.87 0.81
1.95 0.09 0.10 0.74 0.81
1.68 0.09 0.09 0.67 0.62
3.63 0.18 0.19 1.41 1.43
2.74 0.11 0.12 0.81 0.88
0.84 0.05 T 0.05 T 0.23 0.26
0.35 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.09 T 0.07 U
1.06 0.09 0.07 T 0.26 0.25

25.96 2.48 1.39 6.82 6.44

0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U

1.59 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.20 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.12 T 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.74 0.07 U
0.88 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.56 0.92
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.22 U
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 10 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

SMS

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-07-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-07-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-07-4-6.8' (a) RGH-SC-08-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-08-2-4' (a)
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 6.8 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet

0.34 0.41 0.14 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U
0.18 U 0.05 U 0.09 U 0.13 U 0.07 U

18 T 40 31 20 U 15 T
20 U 32 20 U 20 U 20 U
34 44 13 J 18 T 21
20 U 42 20 U 20 U 20 U
98 U 99 U 97 U 150 450
20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

11.3 38.6 22.6 14.9 27.3

53.8 29.7 35.6 38.4 33.8

63 210 330 210 320
170 190 650 670 800
233 400 980 880 1120
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 11 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

Metals in mg/kg
Mercury 0.41 0.59

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170
Acenaphthylene 66 66
Acenaphthene 16 57
Fluorene 23 79
Phenanthrene 100 480
Anthracene 220 1200
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64
1-Methylnaphthalene
Total LPAHs 370 780
Fluoranthene 160 1200
Pyrene 1000 1400
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270
Chrysene 110 460
Benzo(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78
Total HPAHs 960 5300

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53
Diethylphthalate 61 110
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500

SMS RGH-SC-08-4-5.5' (a) RGH-SC-09-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-09-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-09-4-5.5' (a)
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
4 to 5.5 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 5.5 feet

11.3 0.56 1.5 1.9

0.44 0.41 T 0.43 1.28
0.20 T 0.38 T 0.26 T 1.65
0.74 0.54 U 0.19 T 1.11
0.58 0.33 T 0.32 1.33
4.13 2.60 1.62 12.78
2.38 0.89 1.12 3.76
0.95 0.33 T 0.35 1.32
0.63 0.27 T 0.34 1.09
8.47 4.61 3.94 21.92

10.58 4.61 5.40 22.56
5.82 3.52 3.37 13.35
2.59 2.63 2.56 5.83
3.28 4.34 3.10 9.77
1.75 2.17 1.62 8.27
1.43 2.09 1.48 7.71
3.17 4.25 3.10 15.98
1.80 2.11 1.48 9.02
0.35 0.62 0.46 2.63
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.88
0.53 0.68 0.46 2.82

28.13 22.76 19.95 82.84

0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U

0.58 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.23 T
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.24 T 0.38 U
1.01 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
4.97 3.25 2.43 3.76
1.06 U 0.54 U 0.80 U 1.11 U
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Table 7 - Analytical Results for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 12 of 12

Sample ID
Sampling Date SQS CSL
Depth Interval

SMS

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11
Hexachloroethane

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200
2-Methylphenol 63 63
4-Methylphenol 670 670
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29
Pentachlorophenol 360 690
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73
Benzoic Acid 650 650

Conventionals in %
Total Organic Carbon
Preserved Total Solids
Total Solids

Conventionals in mg/kg
N-Ammonia
Sulfide

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel-Range Hydrocarbons
Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons
Total TPH 200 a

RGH-SC-08-4-5.5' (a) RGH-SC-09-0-2' (a) RGH-SC-09-2-4' (a) RGH-SC-09-4-5.5' (a)
9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08 9/24/08
4 to 5.5 feet 0 to 2 feet 2 to 4 feet 4 to 5.5 feet

0.58 0.54 U 0.20 T 0.79
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U
0.32 U 0.54 U 0.27 U 0.38 U

60 U 20 U 260 22
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
48 T 20 U 76 27
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

4100 91 T 260 420
60 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

600 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

18.9 3.69 7.41 5.32

29.3 43.4 42.1 41.3

670 300 130 360
690 500 300 950

1360 800 430 1310

U = Not detected at the reporting limit indicated.
T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
Italic = Reporting limit is greater than screening criteria. If the analyte was present,
the laboratory reported estimated concentrations between the MDL and the PQL.
The MDL was below screening criteria for all analytes.
Bold = Concentration is greater than SQS.
Bold/Box = Concentration is greater that CSL.
(a) TOC concentration outside of range (00.5 to 3.5%) for OC normalization.
Blank indicates sample not analyzed for specific analyte or no criteria available.
a = Proposed TPH screening value (Pete Adolphson, Ecology, personal communication)
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Table 8 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Sheet 1 of 4

Sample ID TEF RGH-SS-01 TEQ RGH-SS-02 TEQ RGH-SS-03 TEQ
Sampling Date 8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/26/2008  ND=1/2 RL 8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm

Percent Moisture 21.4 20.2 32

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD 1 1.9 1.9 1.9 28 28 28 6 6 6
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 1 8.5 8.5 8.5 42 42 42 22 22 22
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 17 1.7 1.7 230 23 23 74 7.4 7.4
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 120 12 12 85 8.5 8.5 170 17 17
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 0.1 46 4.6 4.6 190 19 19 66 6.6 6.6
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 0.01 2900 E 29 29 3000 E 30 30 4500 E 45 45
OCDD 0.0003 24000 E 7.2 7.2 21000 E 6.3 6.3 39000 E 11.7 11.7
2,3,7,8-TCDF 0.1 3.2 CON 0.32 0.32 3.3 CON 0.33 0.33 3.7 CON 0.37 0.37
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 0.03 6.8 0.204 0.204 8.5 0.255 0.255 8.9 0.267 0.267
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 0.3 7.1 2.13 2.13 5.8 1.74 1.74 10 3 3
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 41 4.1 4.1 35 3.5 3.5 60 6 6
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF 0.1 1.5 0.15 0.15 2.3 T 0.23 0.23 1.7 T 0.17 0.17
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 6.6 0.66 0.66 5 0.5 0.5 11 1.1 1.1
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 11 1.1 1.1 9.1 0.91 0.91 16 1.6 1.6
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 0.01 590 5.9 5.9 390 3.9 3.9 730 7.3 7.3
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 0.01 33 0.33 0.33 23 0.23 0.23 42 0.42 0.42
OCDF 0.0003 2300 0.69 0.69 1400 0.42 0.42 3100 E 0.93 0.93
Total TCDD 41 200 72
Total PeCDD 73 210 170
Total HxCDD 520 990 1100
Total HpCDD 5100 5000 8800
Total TCDF 22 24 25
Total PeCDF 83 51 110
Total HxCDF 780 540 1100
Total HpCDF 2800 1800 3600
Total TEQ 80.5 80.5 169 169 137 137

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 8 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Sheet 2 of 4

Sample ID
Sampling Date
Depth Interval

Percent Moisture

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD
OCDD
2,3,7,8-TCDF
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF
OCDF
Total TCDD
Total PeCDD
Total HxCDD
Total HpCDD
Total TCDF
Total PeCDF
Total HxCDF
Total HpCDF
Total TEQ

RGH-SC-01-0-2' TEQ RGH-SC-01-2-4' TEQ RGH-SC-02-0-2' TEQ
8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/26/2008 ND=1/2 R
0 to 2 ft 2 to 4 ft 0 to 2 ft

33.4 26.5 31.6

4 4 4 3.1 3.1 3.1 39 39 39
17 17 17 25 25 25 34 34 34
68 6.8 6.8 66 6.6 6.6 250 25 25

160 16 16 310 31 31 160 16 16
57 5.7 5.7 100 10 10 110 11 11

4500 45 45 7900 E 79 79 4400 44 44
40000 E 12 12 63000 E 18.9 18.9 36000 E 10.8 10.8

3.1 CON, J 0.31 0.31 9.5 CON 0.95 0.95 5.5 CON 0.55 0.55
10 0.3 0.3 20 0.6 0.6 13 0.39 0.39
10 3 3 19 5.7 5.7 8.6 2.58 2.58
62 6.2 6.2 130 13 13 48 4.8 4.8
4.7 0.47 0.47 8.2 0.82 0.82 5.6 0.56 0.56
10 1 1 22 2.2 2.2 7.5 0.75 0.75
17 1.7 1.7 42 4.2 4.2 12 1.2 1.2

860 8.6 8.6 1500 15 15 710 7.1 7.1
47 0.47 0.47 85 0.85 0.85 40 0.4 0.4

3200 0.96 0.96 5300 1.59 1.59 3200 0.96 0.96
68 68 250

130 200 240
900 1500 1500

8000 13000 7800
33 61 81

130 270 110
1200 2200 990
3800 6100 3300

130 130 219 219 199 199

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 8 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Sheet 3 of 4

Sample ID
Sampling Date
Depth Interval

Percent Moisture

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD
OCDD
2,3,7,8-TCDF
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF
OCDF
Total TCDD
Total PeCDD
Total HxCDD
Total HpCDD
Total TCDF
Total PeCDF
Total HxCDF
Total HpCDF
Total TEQ

RGH-SC-02-2-4' TEQ RGH-SC-03-0-2' TEQ RGH-SC-04-0-2' TEQ
8/26/2008 ND=1/2 R 8/27/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/27/2008 ND=1/2 RL
2 to 4 ft 0 to 2 ft 0 to 2 ft

12.8 58.9 41.9

3.3 3.3 3.3 58 58 58 19 19 19
14 14 14 110 110 110 39 39 39
24 2.4 2.4 260 26 26 68 6.8 6.8
99 9.9 9.9 580 58 58 230 23 23
44 4.4 4.4 150 15 15 72 7.2 7.2

2700 E 27 27 15000 150 150 5500 55 55
23000 E 6.9 6.9 220000 E 66 66 49000 E 14.7 14.7

1.2 CON,J 0.12 0.12 22 CON 2.2 2.2 8.4 CON 0.84 0.84
5.3 0.159 0.159 32 0.96 0.96 14 0.42 0.42
5.8 1.74 1.74 32 9.6 9.6 14 4.2 4.2
38 3.8 3.8 210 21 21 72 7.2 7.2
2.9 0.29 0.29 7.2 0.72 0.72 6.4 0.64 0.64
5.7 0.57 0.57 31 3.1 3.1 13 1.3 1.3
9.3 0.93 0.93 51 5.1 5.1 24 2.4 2.4
480 4.8 4.8 2600 26 26 910 9.1 9.1
26 0.26 0.26 140 J 1.4 1.4 51 0.51 0.51

2200 0.66 0.66 13000 3.9 3.9 3400 1.02 1.02
62 730 260

160 1000 330
730 4100 1300

5000 29000 10000
20 150 79
74 340 180

670 3900 1300
2300 13000 3700

81.2 81.2 557 557 192 192

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 8 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for R.G. Haley Sediment Samples Sheet 4 of 4

Sample ID
Sampling Date
Depth Interval

Percent Moisture

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD
OCDD
2,3,7,8-TCDF
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF
OCDF
Total TCDD
Total PeCDD
Total HxCDD
Total HpCDD
Total TCDF
Total PeCDF
Total HxCDF
Total HpCDF
Total TEQ

RGH-SC-05-0-2' TEQ RGH-SC-06-0-2' TEQ RGH-SC-06-2-4' TEQ
8/27/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/27/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/27/2008 ND=1/2 RL
0 to 2 ft 0 to 2 ft 2 to 4 ft

58.4 55.1 51.4

1.4 1.4 1.4 0.78 T 0.78 0.78 0.23 U 0.115
5.1 T 5.1 5.1 2.7 T 2.7 2.7 0.49 U 0.245
11 1.1 1.1 6.5 0.65 0.65 0.35 U 0.0175
45 4.5 4.5 28 2.8 2.8 1.2 T 0.12 0.12
13 1.3 1.3 9.3 0.93 0.93 1.1 T 0.11 0.11

1500 15 15 990 9.9 9.9 26 0.26 0.26
10000 E 3 3 7500 E 2.25 2.25 250 0.075 0.075

6.4 CON 0.64 0.64 5.1 CON 0.51 0.51 1.4 U CON 0.07
3.9 T 0.117 0.117 2.2 T 0.066 0.066 0.7 T 0.021 0.021
4.1 T 1.23 1.23 2.4 T 0.72 0.72 0.72 U 0.108
12 1.2 1.2 8 0.8 0.8 1.7 T 0.17 0.17
1.3 T 0.13 0.13 2.3 T 0.23 0.23 0.25 T 0.025 0.025
2.6 T 0.26 0.26 1.9 T 0.19 0.19 0.74 T 0.074 0.074
4.2 T 0.42 0.42 2.5 U 0.125 0.64 T 0.064 0.064
130 1.3 1.3 89 0.89 0.89 6.5 0.065 0.065
7.4 0.074 0.074 5.4 T 0.054 0.054 0.43 U 0.00215
570 0.171 0.171 420 0.126 0.126 12 0.0036 0.0036
150 67 15
180 110 14

1000 600 28
6700 3400 73

71 35 15
39 21 2.2

230 140 8.7
610 410 16

36.9 36.9 23.7 23.6 1.55 0.988

U = Not detected at the reporting limit (RL) indicated.
CON = Confirmation analysis. J = Estimated value.
ND = Not detected.
TEF = Toxicity Equivalence Factor. Blank indicates not applicable.
T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
E = Estimated result. Result concentration exceeds the calibration range.

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 9 - Analytical Results for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria
Sheet 1 of 2

Sample ID BBP-SS-01 BBP-SS-02 BBP-SS-03 BBP-SC-01 BBP-SC-02
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/27/2008 8/27/2008
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 4.5 ft 0 to 4 ft

Metals in mg/kg
Arsenic 57 93 7 U 8 U 20 U 7 10 U
Cadmium 5.1 6.7 0.3 0.3 2 0.4 0.4 U
Chromium 260 270 22.9 25.2 15 26.5 28
Copper 390 390 12.7 14.5 32 18.1 18.2
Lead 450 530 5 8 30 7 7
Mercury 0.41 0.59 0.08 0.11 0.2 U 0.11 0.08 U
Nickel 140 140 26 30 19 36 38
Silver 6.1 6.1 0.4 U 0.5 U 1 U 0.4 U 0.6 U
Zinc 410 960 43 46 84 48 57

PAHs in ug/kg
Naphthalene 2100 2400 25 80 170 37 88
Acenaphthylene 1300 1300 42 170 200 120 53
Acenaphthene 500 730 13 T 110 44 14 T 26
Fluorene 540 1000 12 T 380 50 14 T 22
Phenanthrene 1500 5400 130 2000 860 280 210
Anthracene 960 4400 53 430 270 160 200
2-Methylnaphthalene 670 1400 12 T 99 44 21 40
1-Methylnaphthalene 17 T 140 39 20 38
Total LPAHs 5200 13000 275 3170 1594 625 599
Fluoranthene 1700 2500 350 2400 1500 960 1100
Pyrene 2600 3300 390 2000 1500 1000 940
Benzo(a)anthracene 1300 1600 220 1100 1000 720 670
Chrysene 1400 2800 280 1200 1200 820 700
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 180 1100 1300 660 760
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 140 1100 940 660 870
Total Benzofluoranthenes 3200 3600 320 2200 2240 1320 1630
Benzo(a)pyrene 1600 3000 190 1200 1400 740 840
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 600 690 56 400 340 130 160
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 230 540 11 T 76 65 29 32
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 670 720 52 J 360 310 110 J 140 J
Total HPAHs 12000 17000 1869 10936 9555 5829 6212

Chlorinated Benzenes in ug/kg
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 35 50 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 170 170 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 110 120 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 31 51 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Hexachlorobenzene 22 70 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

AETs
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Table 9 - Analytical Results for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area Sediment Samples Compared to AET Dry-Weight Criteria
Sheet 2 of 2

Sample ID BBP-SS-01 BBP-SS-02 BBP-SS-03 BBP-SC-01 BBP-SC-02
Sampling Date LAET 2LAET 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/27/2008 8/27/2008
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 4.5 ft 0 to 4 ft

AETs

Phthalate Esters in ug/kg
Dimethylphthalate 71 160 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Diethylphthalate 200 200 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Di-n-Butylphthalate 1400 1400 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 71
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1900 11 T 35 290 20 U 20 U
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 6200 6200 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

Miscellaneous Compounds in ug/kg
Dibenzofuran 540 700 19 U 93 48 10 T 13 T
Hexachlorobutadiene 11 120 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 28 40 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Hexachloroethane 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200 48 15 T 23 16 T 40
2-Methylphenol 63 63 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
4-Methylphenol 670 670 19 U 20 U 63 27 33
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Pentachlorophenol 360 690 96 U 98 U 99 U 99 U 98 U
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Benzoic Acid 650 650 190 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

Conventionals in %
Moisture Content 48.61 59.92
Preserved Total Solids 69.5 50.9 18.8 64.4 38.4
Total Solids 65.3 62.2 20.4 67 48.1
Total Organic Carbon 2.4 4.1 86.5 9.49 10.1

Conventionals in mg/kg
Ammonia (NH3) as Nitrogen (N) 10.4 6.93 2.82 2.88 3.79
Sulfide 212 265 290 234 393
Specific Gravity 2.66 2.65

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel Range Hydrocarbons 10 15 61 22 41
Motor Oil 15 16 U 180 20 36
Total TPH 200 a 25 15 241 42 77

U = Not detected at the reporting limit indicated. T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
Italic = Reporting limit is greater than screening criteria. If the analyte was present, the laboratory reported estimated concentrations between the MDL
and the PQL. The MDL was below screening criteria for all analytes.
Bold = Concentration is greater than LAET.
Blank indicates sample not analyzed for specific analyte or no criteria available.
a = Proposed TPH screening value (Pete Adolphson, Ecology, personal communication)
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Table 10 - Analytical Results for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 1 of 2

Sample ID BBP-SS-01 BBP-SS-02 (a) BBP-SS-03 (a) BBP-SC-01 (a) BBP-SC-02 (a)
Sampling Date SQS CSL 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/27/2008 8/27/2008
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 4.5 ft 0 to 4 ft

Metals in mg/kg
Arsenic 57 93 7 U 8 U 20 U 7 10 U
Cadmium 5.1 6.7 0.3 0.3 2 0.4 0.4 U
Chromium 260 270 22.9 25.2 15 26.5 28
Copper 390 390 12.7 14.5 32 18.1 18.2
Lead 450 530 5 8 30 7 7
Mercury 0.41 0.59 0.08 0.11 0.2 U 0.11 0.08 U
Nickel 26 30 19 36 38
Silver 6.1 6.1 0.4 U 0.5 U 1 U 0.4 U 0.6 U
Zinc 410 960 43 46 84 48 57

PAHs in mg/kg OC
Naphthalene 99 170 1.04 1.95 0.20 0.39 0.87
Acenaphthylene 66 66 1.75 4.15 0.23 1.26 0.52
Acenaphthene 16 57 0.54 T 2.68 0.05 0.15 T 0.26
Fluorene 23 79 0.50 T 9.27 0.06 0.15 T 0.22
Phenanthrene 100 480 5.42 48.78 0.99 2.95 2.08
Anthracene 220 1200 2.21 10.49 0.31 1.69 1.98
2-Methylnaphthalene 38 64 0.50 T 2.41 0.05 0.22 0.40
1-Methylnaphthalene 0.71 T 3.41 0.05 0.21 0.38
Total LPAHs 370 780 11.46 77.32 1.84 6.59 5.93
Fluoranthene 160 1200 14.58 58.54 1.73 10.12 10.89
Pyrene 1000 1400 16.25 48.78 1.73 10.54 9.31
Benzo(a)anthracene 110 270 9.17 26.83 1.16 7.59 6.63
Chrysene 110 460 11.67 29.27 1.39 8.64 6.93
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 7.50 26.83 1.50 6.95 7.52
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 5.83 26.83 1.09 6.95 8.61
Total Benzofluoranthenes 230 450 13.33 53.66 2.59 13.91 16.14
Benzo(a)pyrene 99 210 7.92 29.27 1.62 7.80 8.32
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 34 88 2.33 9.76 0.39 1.37 1.58
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 12 33 0.46 T 1.85 0.08 0.31 0.32
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 31 78 2.17 J 8.78 0.36 1.16 J 1.39 J
Total HPAHs 960 5300 77.88 266.73 11.05 61.42 61.50

Chlorinated Benzenes in mg/kg OC
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 2.3 2.3 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3.1 9 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.81 1.8 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
Hexachlorobenzene 0.38 2.3 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U

SMS
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Table 10 - Analytical Results for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area Sediment Samples Compared to SMS Criteria Sheet 2 of 2

Sample ID BBP-SS-01 BBP-SS-02 (a) BBP-SS-03 (a) BBP-SC-01 (a) BBP-SC-02 (a)
Sampling Date SQS CSL 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/26/2008 8/27/2008 8/27/2008
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 4.5 ft 0 to 4 ft

SMS

Phthalate Esters in mg/kg OC
Dimethylphthalate 53 53 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
Diethylphthalate 61 110 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
Di-n-Butylphthalate 220 1700 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
Butylbenzylphthalate 4.9 64 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.70
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 47 78 0.46 T 0.85 0.34 0.21 U 0.20 U
Di-n-Octyl phthalate 58 4500 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U

Miscellaneous Compounds in mg/kg OC
Dibenzofuran 15 58 0.79 U 2.27 0.06 0.11 T 0.13 T
Hexachlorobutadiene 3.9 6.2 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 11 11 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U
Hexachloroethane 0.79 U 0.49 U 0.02 U 0.21 U 0.20 U

Ionizable Organic Compounds in ug/kg
Phenol 420 1200 48 15 T 23 16 T 40
2-Methylphenol 63 63 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
4-Methylphenol 670 670 19 U 20 U 63 27 33
2,4-Dimethylphenol 29 29 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Pentachlorophenol 360 690 96 U 98 U 99 U 99 U 98 U
Benzyl Alcohol 57 73 19 U 20 U 20 U 20 U 20 U
Benzoic Acid 650 650 190 U 200 U 200 U 200 U 200 U

Conventionals in %
Moisture Content 48.61 59.92
Preserved Total Solids 69.5 50.9 18.8 64.4 38.4
Total Solids 65.3 62.2 20.4 67 48.1
Total Organic Carbon 2.4 4.1 86.5 9.49 10.1

Conventionals in mg/kg
Ammonia (NH3) as Nitrogen (N) 10.4 6.93 2.82 2.88 3.79
Sulfide 212 265 290 234 393
Specific Gravity 2.66 2.65

TPH in mg/kg
Diesel Range Hydrocarbons 10 15 61 22 41
Motor Oil 15 16 U 180 20 36
Total TPH 200 a 25 15 241 42 77

U = Not detected at the reporting limit indicated. T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
Italic = Reporting limit is greater than screening criteria. If the analyte was present, the laboratory reported estimated concentrations
between the MDL and the PQL. The MDL was below screening criteria for all analytes.
Bold = Concentration is greater than SQS. Bold/Box = Concentration is greater that CSL.
(a) TOC concentration outside of range (0.5 to 3.5%) for OC normalization.
Blank indicates sample not analyzed for specific analyte or no criteria available.
a = Proposed TPH screening value (Pete Adolphson, Ecology, personal communication)
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Table 11 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area Sediment Samples Sheet 1 of 2

Sample ID TEF BBP-SS-01 TEQ BBP-SS-02 TEQ BBP-SS-03 TEQ
Sampling Date 8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL 8/26/2008  ND=1/2 RL 8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL
Depth Interval 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm 0 to 12 cm

Percent Moisture 30.3 36.8 80.1

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD 1 0.093 U 0.0465 0 0.17 U 0.085 0 1.6 J 1.6 1.6
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 1 0.19 U 0.095 0 0.66 J 0.66 0.66 4.6 U 2.3 0
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 0.53 J 0.053 0.053 1.3 J 0.13 0.13 4.6 J 0.46 0.46
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD 0.1 1.5 J 0.15 0.15 3.1 J 0.31 0.31 19 1.9 1.9
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 0.1 1.1 J 0.11 0.11 2.2 J 0.22 0.22 12 J 1.2 1.2
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 0.01 32 0.32 0.32 59 0.59 0.59 410 4.1 4.1
OCDD 0.0003 350 B 0.105 0.105 540 B 0.162 0.162 5800 B 1.74 1.74
2,3,7,8-TCDF 0.1 0.78 CON 0.078 0.078 1.8 CON 0.18 0.18 7 CON 0.7 0.7
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 0.03 0.14 U 0.0021 0 0.32 J 0.0096 0.0096 2.2 U 0.033 0
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 0.3 0.14 U 0.021 0 0.38 J 0.114 0.114 2.2 J 0.66 0.66
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 0.43 J 0.043 0.043 1 J 0.1 0.1 5.1 J 0.51 0.51
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF 0.1 0.079 U 0.00395 0 0.3 J 0.03 0.03 0.81 U 0.0405 0
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 0.23 U 0.0115 0 0.73 J 0.073 0.073 2.3 J 0.23 0.23
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1 0.19 U 0.0095 0 0.51 J 0.051 0.051 2 U 0.1 0
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 0.01 5.1 0.051 0.051 9.5 0.095 0.095 46 0.46 0.46
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 0.01 0.34 J 0.0034 0.0034 0.54 U 0.0027 0 3.3 U 0.0165 0
OCDF 0.0003 19 0.0057 0.0057 31 0.0093 0.0093 220 0.066 0.066
Total TCDD 6.3 20 93
Total PeCDD 10 33 95
Total HxCDD 23 61 190
Total HpCDD 76 140 740
Total TCDF 2.3 9 56
Total PeCDF 1.7 4.4 25
Total HxCDF 6.2 15 73
Total HpCDF 18 33 180
Total TEQ 1.10865 0.9191 2.8216 2.7339 16.116 13.626

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0

TEQ 
ND=0
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Table 11 - Analytical Results and TCDD TEQs for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area Sediment Samples Sheet 2 of 2

Sample ID TEF
Sampling Date
Depth Interval

Percent Moisture

Dioxins in ng/kg
2,3,7,8-TCDD 1
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 1
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 0.1
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD 0.1
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 0.1
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 0.01
OCDD 0.0003
2,3,7,8-TCDF 0.1
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 0.03
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 0.3
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF 0.1
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF 0.1
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF 0.1
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 0.01
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 0.01
OCDF 0.0003
Total TCDD
Total PeCDD
Total HxCDD
Total HpCDD
Total TCDF
Total PeCDF
Total HxCDF
Total HpCDF
Total TEQ

BBP-SC-01 TEQ
8/26/2008 ND=1/2 RL
0 to 4.5 ft

31.7

1.6 1.6 1.6
0.54 J 0.54 0.54
0.88 J 0.088 0.088
2.1 J 0.21 0.21
1.4 J 0.14 0.14
31 0.31 0.31

250 B 0.075 0.075
1.6 CON 0.16 0.16

0.35 J 0.0105 0.0105
0.38 J 0.114 0.114
0.53 U 0.0265 0
0.12 U 0.006 0
0.18 J 0.018 0.018
0.28 J 0.028 0.028
5.4 0.054 0.054

0.29 J 0.0029 0.0029
16 0.0048 0.0048
27
35
45
65
14
4.4
7.5
18

3.3877 3.3552

U = Not detected at the reporting limit (RL) indicated.
CON = Confirmation analysis. J = Estimated value.
ND = Not detected.
TEF = Toxicity Equivalence Factor. Blank indicates not applicable.
T = Value is between the method reporting limit and the method detection limit.
E = Estimated result. Result concentration exceeds the calibration range.

TEQ 
ND=0
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Bellingham Bay Sediment Investigations

Bellingham, Washington

Bellingham Bay-Wide Sediment Dioxin/
Furan Congener Ratios
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Sheet 1 of 2Table A-1 - Sample Location Coordinates

Mudline Elevation 
Location Northing Easting in Feet (MLLW)

RGH-SS-01 639752.23 1240402.80 -11.3
RGH-SS-02 639717.65 1240352.04 -10.1
RGH-SS-03 639695.17 1240299.76 -12.5

RGH-SC-01 639752.23 1240402.80 -8.7
RGH-SC-02 639717.65 1240352.04 -6.2
RGH-SC-03 639695.17 1240299.76 -5.3
RGH-SC-04 639805.12 1240421.34 -2.0
RGH-SC-05 639800.84 1240362.04 -3.3
RGH-SC-06 639777.61 1240293.09 -1.6
RGH-SC-07 639473.31 1239872.88 -3
RGH-SC-08 639591.38 1240010.19 -5.7
RGH-SC-09 639685.89 1240225.03 -12.8

BBP-SS-01 637287.63 1238685.95 0.2
BBP-SS-02 636748.57 1238283.37 -5.6
BBP-SS-03 636590.48 1238170.88 -6.6

BBP-SC-01 637287.63 1238685.95 -15.1
BBP-SC-02 636748.57 1238283.37 -12.4
BBP-SC-03(a) 636590.48 1238170.88 -2.7

BBDx-SS-01 643795.15 1232478.73 -28.6
BBDx-SS-02 642566.99 1237078.74 -18.7
BBDx-SS-03 638732.06 1237644.31 -30.3
BBDx-SS-04 637137.64 1233722.86 -62.1
BBDx-SS-05 636558.88 1229401.50 -74.4
BBDx-SS-06 633754.73 1235086.13 -42.2

Samish Bay Ref1 581839.03 1226227.52 --
Samish Bay Ref2 581861.41 1229858.57 -16.4
Samish Bay Ref3 581599.03 1227888.38 -16.6

BLVD-SS-01 636588.54 1238072.56 -2.9
BLVD-SS-02 636643.64 1237999.73 -4.5
BLVD-SS-03 636733.15 1237967.07 -14.3
BLVD-SS-04 636722.77 1238024.78 -12.5
BLVD-SS-05 636833.66 1238044.08 -20.8
BLVD-SS-06 637140.62 1238164.99 -25.0
BLVD-SS-07 637512.34 1238356.90 -23.3
BLVD-SS-08 637941.27 1238659.87 -22.8
BLVD-SS-09 638280.40 1238980.60 -17.3

Surface Sediment Samples

Bay-Wide Dioxin Background Study
Surface Sediment Samples

Samish Bay Reference

Boulevard Park Study 

Sediment Core Samples

Bellingham Bay Piling Study
Surface Sediment Samples

Sediment Core Samples

Actual
NAD 1983, SPCS, WA. N.

R.G. Haley Site
Surface Sediment Samples

Hart Crowser
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Sheet 2 of 2Table A-1 - Sample Location Coordinates

Mudline Elevation 
Location Northing Easting in Feet (MLLW)

Actual
NAD 1983, SPCS, WA. N.

BLVD-SC-01 636587.32 1238072.94 -3.5
BLVD-SC-02 636647.73 1238035.63 -5.7
BLVD-SC-03 636733.68 1237970.70 -11.2
BLVD-SC-04 636724.58 1238025.62 -13.1
BLVD-SC-05 636835.59 1238039.29 -22.5
BLVD-SC-06 637143.69 1238163.85 -28.4
BLVD-SC-07 637512.36 1238356.10 -24.2
BLVD-SC-08 637941.21 1238662.69 -24.0
BLVD-SC-09 638278.00 1238979.34 -17.1

Coordinates are in Washington State Plane North NAD83
(a) Sample not collected due to refusal.

Sediment Core Samples

Hart Crowser
 1733017/Bellingham Bay Investigation Report Table A-1



Table A-2 - Surface Sediment Grab Sample Descriptions
Sample Number Collection

Date
Visual Sediment Description Comments

R.G. Haley Site
RGH-SS-01 8/26/2008 Saturated, very loose, black-gray, silty, sandy GRAVEL 

(GM) with small cobbles and moderate shell fragments.
van Veen power grab.  Combined 
three grabs for chemistry and 
bioassay.  Crab, barnacles, 
bivalves, gastropods.  Broken glass 
and brick.

RGH-SS-02 8/26/2008 Saturated, very loose, black, silty, sandy GRAVEL 
(GM) with moderate cobbles.

van Veen power grab.  Combined 
two grabs for chemistry.  
Barnacles, mussels, crabs, Ulva 
sp.  Refuse including glass, brick, 
wire.

RGH-SS-03 8/26/2008 Saturated, very loose, black, silty SAND (SM) with 
small cobbles and gravel, and moderate shell 
fragments.

van Veen power grab.  Combined 
two grabs for chemistry and 
bioassay.  Barnacles, cockle, 
crabs, polychaete.  Brick 
fragments.

Bellingham Bay Pilings Study Area
BBP-SS-01 8/26/2008 Saturated, very loose, black-gray, silty SAND (SM), 

with scattered gravels and cobbles, and moderate shell 
fragments. 

van Veen power grab.  Combined 
five grabs for chemistry and 
bioassay.  Crab, eelgrass, 
gastropod.  Wood fragments and 
slight sheen on one grab.

BBP-SS-02 8/26/2008 Saturated, very loose, black, silty SAND (SM), with 
scattered gravel and cobbles, and moderate shell 
fragments. 

van Veen power grab.  Combined 
two grabs for chemistry and 
bioassay.  Hermit crab, eelgrass, 
polychaete.  Metal cable, rope, and 
wood debris.

BBP-SS-03 8/26/2008 Saturated, very soft, dark brown, fine organic PEAT 
(PT) with sand and scattered gravels and shell 
fragments.

van Veen power grab.  Combined 
two grabs for chemistry and 
bioassay.  Worm.  Wood debris, 
and slight sheen on one grab.

Bay-Wide Dioxin Samples
BBDx-SS-01 9/19/2008 Saturated, very soft, black-gray, sandy SILT (ML). Double van Veen grab.  Worms.

BBDx-SS-02 9/19/2008 Saturated, very soft, black-gray, sandy, clayey SILT 
(CL).

Double van Veen grab.  Worms.

BBDx-SS-03 9/19/2008 Saturated, very soft, gray-black, clayey SILT (CL) with 
sand.

Double van Veen grab.  Worms.

BBDx-SS-04 9/19/2008 Saturated, very soft, gray-black, clayey SILT (CL) with 
sand.

Double van Veen grab.  Worms, 
eelgrass, Macoma.  Wood debris.

BBDx-SS-05 9/18/2008 Saturated, very soft, black-gray, sandy SILT (ML). Double van Veen grab.  Worms, 
sea pen.

BBDx-SS-06 9/18/2008 Saturated, very soft, black to light gray, sandy SILT 
(ML) with clay.

Double van Veen grab.  Worms, 
shell fragments.  Wood debris.

Bioassay Reference Sample
Samish Bay Ref1 8/29/2008 Saturated, very loose, gray to olive, silty SAND (SM). 80% fines.  Abundant worms, 

tubes. 

Note:  REF SM-33 becomes Samish Bay Ref1

Hart Crowser
 1733017/Bellingham Bay Investigation Report Table A-2
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APPENDIX B-1 
CHEMICAL DATA QUALITY REVIEW AND 
CERTIFICATES OF ANALYSIS 
 
Chemical Data Quality Review for R. G. Haley Site 

Three surface sediment samples and eighteen sediment core samples were 
collected from the R.G. Haley site on August 26 and 27, 2008.  Nine sediment 
core samples were collected on September 24, 2008.  The samples were 
submitted to Analytical Resources, Inc. (ARI), in Tukwila, WA for analysis.  
Sample identifications, laboratory job numbers, and analytical tests are 
summarized in Table 4. 

The samples were received at the laboratory with temperatures ranging from 
−0.2oC to 6oC.  As sediment samples were frozen upon arrival, no results were 
qualified based on their temperature. 

Quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) reviews of laboratory procedures 
were performed on an ongoing basis by the laboratory.  Hart Crowser 
performed the data review, using laboratory quality control results summary 
sheets and raw data, as required, to ensure they met data quality objectives for 
the project.  Data review followed the format outlined in the National Functional 
Guidelines for Organic Data Review (EPA 1999) and the National Functional 
Guidelines for Inorganic Data Review (EPA 2004) modified to include specific 
criteria of the individual analytical methods.  The following criteria were 
evaluated in the standard data quality review process: 

 Holding times; 
 Method blanks; 
 Surrogate recoveries; 
 Laboratory control sample/laboratory control sample duplicate (LCS/LCSD) 

recoveries; 
 Matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) recoveries; 
 Laboratory duplicate relative percent differences (RPDs); 
 Internal standard (IS) recoveries (where applicable);  
 Calibration criteria (where applicable); and 
 Reporting limits (RL). 

The data were determined to be acceptable for use, as qualified.  Full laboratory 
results are presented at the end of this appendix.  Results of the data reviews, 
organized by analysis class, follow. 
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Diesel- and Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons 

Analytical Methods 

The samples were extracted and the extracts were acid and silica gel cleaned.  
The samples were analyzed by gas chromatography with a flame ionization 
detector (GC/FID) following the NWTPH-Dx method. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Surrogate Recovery 

Surrogate recoveries were within laboratory control limits. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample recoveries were within laboratory control limits. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

MS and MSD recoveries were within laboratory control limits with the following 
exceptions: 

 For sample RGH-SC-06-4-6’, the MS exceeded the control limits, while the 
MSD was within the control limits, with the RPD outside of the control limits 
due to sample heterogeneity.  No results were qualified. 

 For sample RGH-SC-07-0-2’, the MS exceeded the control limits, while the 
MSD was within the control limits, due to sample heterogeneity.  No results 
were qualified. 
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Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

No laboratory duplicate sample analyses were performed. 

Initial Calibration Curves and Continuing Calibration Verification 
Checks (CCVs) 

The initial calibration curves and CCVs were within acceptance criteria. 

Semivolatile Organic Compounds (SVOCs) 

Analytical Methods 

The samples were extracted by EPA Method 3550B (sonication) following PSEP 
modifications to attain lower reporting limits.  The samples were analyzed by gas 
chromatography/mass spectrometry (GC/MS) following EPA Method 8270D. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within the holding time limits of 6 
months for frozen samples. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors.  Reporting limits for some compounds 
were elevated due to matrix interferences. 

Blank Contamination 

The method blank was non-detect with the following exceptions:  
Diethylphthalate had a detection above the RL.  The associated samples were 
non-detect for diethylphthalate and no results were qualified. 

Surrogate Recovery 

Surrogate recoveries were within laboratory control limits with the following 
exceptions: 
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Sample ID Surrogate Recovery 
in % 

QC 
Limit 
in % 

Qualifier Comment 

RGH-SC-01-4-6’  
Diluted 

d14-p-terphenyl 98 21 to 97 NQ Undiluted 
result in 
control 

RGH-SC-03-2-4’  
Diluted 

d14-p-terphenyl 98.4 21 to 97 NQ Undiluted 
result in 
control 

RGH-SC-03-4-6’   d5-nitrobenzene 23.4 29 to 87 NQ Re-extract 
in control 

RGH-SC-03-4-6’   2-fluorobiphenyl 26 32 to 88 NQ Re-extract 
in control 

RGH-SC-03-4-6’   d4-1,2-
dichlorobenzene 

23 25 to 82 NQ Re-extract 
in control 

RGH-SC-03-4-6’   d5-phenol 24.8 29 to 85 NQ Re-extract 
in control 

RGH-SC-03-4-6’   d4-2-
chlorophenol 

25.3 30 to 84 NQ Re-extract 
in control 

RGH-SC-04-0-2’   d14-p-terphenyl 102 21 to 97 NQ Diluted 
result in 
control 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’   d14-p-terphenyl 102 21 to 97 NQ Diluted 
result in 
control 

LCS-100808 d4-1,2-
dichlorobenzene 

32.2 33 to 79 NQ All other 
surrogates 
in control 

NQ - Not qualified. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample recoveries were within laboratory control limits with 
the following exceptions: 

 For LCS-090308, the recovery of 1,2-dichlorobenzene was just below the 
control limits.  The analyte was within control in the LCSD, and results were 
not qualified. 

 For LCS-100808, the recoveries of 1,3-dichlorobenzene, 1,4-
dichlorobenzene, and 1,2-dichlorobenzene were below the control limits.  
The recoveries of those analytes were within control in the LCSD, and no 
results were qualified.  The recovery of hexachlorobenzene was below the 
Marginal Exceedance (ME) limits, but was within the control limits in the 
LCSD, and results were not qualified. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

The MS were within laboratory control limits with the following exceptions: 
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Sample ID Analyte Within 
CL  

Within 
ME 

Limit 

High 
or 

Low 

Qualifier Comment 

RGH-SS-01 MSD Pyrene N N H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SS-01 MSD Benzo(a)anthracene N N H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SS-01 MSD Chrysene N N H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SS-01 MSD Benzo(b)fluoranthene N N H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SS-01 MSD Benzo(a)pyrene N N H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SS-01 MSD Benzo(k)fluoranthene N Y H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MS/MSD 

Benzoic acid N Y L NQ Within ME limits 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MS 

Acenapthylene N Y L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MSD 

Acenapthylene N N L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MS/MSD 

Fluorene N N L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MS/MSD 

Phenanthrene, 
Anthracene, 
Fluoranthene, Pyrene, 
Benzo(a)anthracene, 
Chrysene, 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene, 
Benzo(a)pyrene, 
Indeno(123-cd)pyrene, 
Benzo(ghi)perylene 

NA NA - NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MS 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene NA NA  NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MSD 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene N N L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MS 

Dibenz(ah)anthracene N N L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-06-4-6’ 
MSD 

Dibenz(ah)anthracene N Y L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MS/MSD 

Hexachloroethane, 
Benzoic acid 

N Y L NQ Within ME limits 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MS 

Naphthalene N Y H NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MSD 

Naphthalene N N H NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 
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Sample ID Analyte Within 
CL  

Within 
ME 

Limit 

High 
or 

Low 

Qualifier Comment 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MSD 

Dimethylphthalate, 
Benzo(a)anthracene 

N Y L NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MS/MSD 

Pyrene N N L NQ High levels in source 
sample, insufficient 

spike 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MSD 

Bis(2-ethylhexyl) 
phthalate 

N Y H NQ Within CL in MS 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MS/MSD 

Chrysene N N L J Qualified in source 
sample 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MS 

Benzo(a)pyrene N N L NQ Within ME limits in 
MSD 

RGH-SC-07-0-2’ 
MSD 

Benzo(a)pyrene N Y L NQ Within ME limits in 
MSD 

NQ - Not qualified. 

ME - Marginal Exceedance limits 

CL - Control limits 

J - Estimated value   

Internal Standards (IS) Recovery 

Internal standards were within acceptance criteria with the following exceptions: 

 For samples RGH-SC-01-4-6’, RGH-SC-03-2-4’, and RGH-SC-04-0-2’, the 
internal standard perylene-d12 was outside the acceptance criteria.  The 
samples were reanalyzed at dilution with all IS in control.  The IS perylene-
d12 is associated with indeno(123-cd)perylene, dibenz(ah)anthracene, and 
benzo(ghi)perylene.  Those analytes were reported from the diluted analyses 
with passing IS. 

 For samples RGH-SC-08-2-4’, RGH-SC-08-4-5.5’, RGH-SC-09-2-4’, and RGH-
SC-09-4-5.5’, the IS chrysene-d12 and di-n-octylphthalate-d4 were outside 
acceptance criteria.  The samples were reanalyzed at dilution with all IS in 
control.  The IS chrysene-d12 is associated with chrysene and bis(2-
ethylhexyl)phthalate.  The IS di-n-octylphthalate-d4 is associated with di-n-
octylphthalate, benzo(b)fluoranthene, benzo(k)fluoranthene, and 
benzo(a)pyrene.  Those analytes were reported from the diluted analyses 
with passing IS. 
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Initial Calibration Curves and Continuing Calibration Verification 
Checks (CCVs) 

The initial calibration curves were within acceptance criteria.  The CCVs were 
within acceptance criteria with the following exceptions: 

 For the CCV analyzed on September 26, 2008, the analytes fluoranthene, 
butylbenzylphthalate, benzo(a)anthracene, and bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 
exceeded the criteria.  The results for those analytes in the associated 
sample, RGH-SC-03-4-6’ (re-extract) were qualified as estimated (J). 

Total Mercury 

Analytical Methods 

Sediment samples for mercury were prepared and analyzed following EPA 
Method 7471A. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample recoveries were within QC limits of 80 to 120 
percent. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

Matrix spike recoveries met QC limits of 75 to 125 percent. 
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Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

The RPD between replicate measurements met QC limits with the following 
exception.  The RPD for mercury in sample RGH-SC-06-4-6’ exceeded the 
control limits.  The results for mercury in that sample were qualified as estimated 
(J). 

Initial Calibration Curves and Continuing Calibration Verification 
Checks (CCVs) 

The initial calibration curves and CCVs were within acceptance criteria. 

Conventional Sediment Parameters 

Analytical Methods 

Total solids and total preserved solids were determined by modified EPA 
Method 160.3.  Total organic carbon (TOC) was determined following Plumb 
(1981).  Ammonia, as nitrogen, was determined by EPA Method 350.1 modified.  
Sulfide was determined by EPA Method 376.2. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples met holding time limits for total solids, total preserved solids, total 
organic carbon, ammonia, and sulfide. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits were acceptable.  Reported detection limits and 
analytical results were adjusted for moisture content and any required dilution 
factors. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

LCS recoveries for sulfide and TOC were within QC limits. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

MS recoveries for ammonia and TOC were within QC limits.  
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MS recovery for sulfide was below QC limits of 75 to 125 percent.  There were 
high concentrations of sulfide in the source sample (RGH-SS-03) compared to 
the amount spiked into the sample.  Therefore, sulfide results in the sample were 
not qualified. 

Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

The RPD between replicate measurements met quality control limits for total 
solids, total preserved solids, ammonia, sulfide, and TOC. 

Standard Reference Material (SRM) Recovery 

SRM recoveries for ammonia and TOC were within QC limits. 

Dioxins/Furans 

Analytical Methods 

Sediment samples for dioxins/furans were prepared and analyzed following EPA 
Method 1613. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors.  The RL for 2,3,4,8-TCDF in sample 
RGH-SC-06-2-4’ was elevated due to matrix interference. 

Blank Contamination 

The method blank was non-detect with the following exceptions.  The analytes 
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD and OCDD exceeded the detection limit, but fell below 
the reporting limit.  Total HpCDD exceeded the RL.  Detections for those 
analytes in the associated samples were greater than ten times the amount in the 
method blank, and results were not qualified. 

Surrogate Recovery 

Surrogate recoveries were within QC limits. 
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Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

LCS recoveries were within QC limits. 

Internal Standard (IS) Recoveries 

IS recoveries were within QC limits with the following exceptions: 

 For sample RGH-SC-01-2-4’, the IS 13C-OCDD had ion abundance ratios 
outside of acceptance criteria.  The theoretical area for the IS was used to 
quantitate the recoveries and associated target analytes.  The results were 
not qualified. 

 For sample RGH-SC-04-0-2’, the IS 13C-OCDD had ion abundance ratios 
outside of acceptance criteria.  The theoretical area for the IS was used to 
quantitate the recoveries and associated target analytes.  The results were 
not qualified. 

 For sample RGH-SC-03-0-2’, the IS 13C-1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF had ion 
abundance ratios outside of acceptance criteria.  The theoretical area for the 
IS was used to quantitate the recoveries and associated target analytes.  The 
results were not qualified. 

Initial Calibration Curves and Continuing Calibration Verification 
Checks (CCVs) 

The initial calibration curves and CCVs were within acceptance criteria. 

Several samples had analytes that exceeded the calibration curve, but did not 
saturate the detector.  Per the laboratory, the samples were not reanalyzed at 
dilution, as historical data indicated that for the isotope dilution method, dilution 
and reanalysis would not produce significantly different results.  Those analytes 
were qualified with an “E.” 

Several samples had ion abundance ratios outside acceptance criteria.  The 
isomers were reported as “estimated maximum possible concentration” (EMPC) 
and qualified as estimated (J). 

J:\Jobs\1733017\Bellingham Bay Investigation Report.doc 
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APPENDIX B-2 
CHEMICAL DATA QUALITY REVIEW AND 
CERTIFICATES OF ANALYSIS 
 
Chemical Data Quality Review for Bellingham Bay Piling Study Area 

Five sediment samples were collected from the Bellingham Bay Piling Study area 
on August 26 and 27, 2008.  The samples were submitted to ARI for analysis.  
Sample identifications, laboratory job numbers, and analytical tests are 
summarized in Table 4. 

Quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) reviews of laboratory procedures 
were performed on an ongoing basis by the laboratory.  Hart Crowser 
performed the data review, using laboratory quality control results summary 
sheets and raw data, as required, to ensure they met data quality objectives for 
the project.  Data review followed the format outlined in the National Functional 
Guidelines for Organic Data Review (EPA 1999) and the National Functional 
Guidelines for Inorganic Data Review (EPA 2004) modified to include specific 
criteria of the individual analytical methods.  The following criteria were 
evaluated in the standard data quality review process: 

 Holding times; 
 Method blanks; 
 Surrogate recoveries; 
 Laboratory control sample/laboratory control sample duplicate (LCS/LCSD) 

recoveries; 
 Matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) recoveries; 
 Laboratory duplicate relative percent differences (RPDs); 
 Internal standard (IS) recoveries (where applicable); 
 Calibration criteria (where applicable); and 
 Reporting limits. 

The data were determined to be acceptable for use, as qualified.  Full laboratory 
results are presented at the end of this appendix.  Results of the data reviews, 
organized by analysis class, follow. 

Diesel- and Motor Oil-Range Hydrocarbons  

Analytical Methods 

The sediment samples were analyzed by gas chromatography with a flame 
ionization detector (GC/FID) following the NWTPH-Dx method. 
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Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Surrogate Recovery 

Surrogate compound recoveries were within laboratory limits. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample and laboratory control sample duplicate recoveries 
were within laboratory limits.  The RPD between duplicate measurements was 
within laboratory criteria. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

MS recovery was within laboratory limits. 

Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

No laboratory duplicate sample analyses were performed. 

Initial Calibration (ICAL) and Continuing Calibration Verifications 
Checks (CCVs) 

The ICAL and CCVs were within acceptance criteria. 

Semivolatile Organic Compounds (SVOCs) 

Analytical Methods 

Samples were analyzed by gas chromatography/mass spectrometry (GC/MS) 
following EPA Method 8270D. 
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Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors.  Reporting limits for 
hexachlorobenzene exceeded the SMS criteria in sample BBP-SS-01.  Reporting 
limits for hexachlorobutadiene exceeded the AET criteria in samples BBP-SS-01, 
BBP-SS-02, BBP-SS-03, BBP-SC-01, and BBP-SC-02. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Surrogate Recovery 

The surrogate compound recoveries were within laboratory limits. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample recoveries were within laboratory limits with the 
following exception:  benzyl alcohol recoveries fell below the control limits in 
the LCS and LCSD, but were within the Marginal Exceedance (ME) limits.  Benzyl 
alcohol recoveries were within the control limits in the MS and MSD, and results 
were not qualified. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

MS and MSD recoveries were within laboratory limits with the following 
exceptions: 

 The recoveries for 2-methylnaphthalene, acenaphthylene, and 
1-methylnaphthalene were below the control limits in the MSD, but were 
within the control limits in the MS and, therefore, were not qualified. 

 The recoveries for fluorene, anthracene, and indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene were 
below the ME limits in the MS, and were noted as not applicable in the MSD 
due to high concentrations of those analytes in the source sample compared 
to the spiking amount.  The results were not qualified. 

 The recoveries for phenanthrene, fluoranthene, pyrene, benzo(a)anthracene, 
chrysene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, benzo(k)fluoranthene, benzo(a)pyrene, and 
benzo(ghi)perylene were noted as not applicable in the MS and MSD due to 
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high concentrations of the analytes in the source sample compared to the 
spiking amount.  The results were not qualified. 

Initial Calibration (ICAL) and Continuing Calibration Verifications 
Checks (CCVs) 

The ICAL was within acceptance criteria. 

The CCVs were within acceptance criteria with the following exceptions: 

 For the CCV analyzed on September 11, 2008, the recovery for 
benzo(ghi)perylene was below the 20 percent criteria.  The results for 
benzo(ghi)perylene in the associated samples (BBP-SS-01, BBP-SC-01, and 
BBP-SC-02) were qualified as estimated (J). 

Total Metals 

Analytical Methods 

Sediment samples for mercury analysis were prepared and analyzed following 
EPA Method 7471A.  Sediment samples for the other metals analyses were 
analyzed by ICP following EPA Method 6010B. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors. 

Blank Contamination 

Zinc was detected in the method blank at the reporting limit.  Results for zinc in 
the associated samples were greater than ten times the amount in the method 
blank, and no results were qualified. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample recoveries were within QC limits of 80 to 120 
percent. 
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Matrix Spike Analysis 

Matrix spike recoveries met QC limits of 75 to 125 percent. 

Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

The RPD between replicate measurements met quality control limits. 

Continuing Calibration Verifications Checks (CCVs) 

The CCVs were within QC limits. 

Conventional Sediment Parameters 

Analytical Methods 

Total solids and total preserved solids were determined by modified EPA 
Method 160.3.  Total organic carbon (TOC) was determined following Plumb 
(1981).  Ammonia, as nitrogen, was determined by EPA Method 350.1 modified.  
Sulfide was determined by EPA Method 376.2. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples met holding time limits for total solids, total preserved solids, total 
organic carbon, ammonia, and sulfide. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

Laboratory control sample recoveries for TOC and Sulfide were within QC limits. 
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Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

Matrix spike recoveries met QC limits for TOC, sulfide, and ammonia.  The 
Standard Reference Material (SRM) for TOC and ammonia were within control 
limits. 

Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

The RPD between replicate measurements met quality control limits for TOC, 
sulfide, ammonia, total solids, and total preserved solids. 

Dioxins/Furans 

Analytical Methods 

Sediment samples for dioxins/furans were prepared and analyzed following EPA 
Method 1613. 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors. 

Blank Contamination 

The method blank was non-detect with the following exception.  The analyte 
OCDD exceeded the estimated detection limit, but fell below the reporting limit.  
Detections for that analyte in the associated samples were greater than ten times 
the amount in the method blank, and results were not qualified. 

Surrogate Recovery 

Surrogate recoveries were within QC limits. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

LCS recoveries were within QC limits. 
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Internal Standard (IS) Recoveries 

IS recoveries were within QC limits. 

Initial Calibration Curves and Continuing Calibration Verification 
Checks (CCVs) 

The initial calibration curves and CCVs were within acceptance criteria. 
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APPENDIX B-3 
CHEMICAL DATA QUALITY REVIEW AND 
CERTIFICATES OF ANALYSIS 
 
Chemical Data Quality Review for Bellingham Bay Dioxin Background 
Investigation 

Six surface sediment samples were collected from Bellingham Bay on September 
18 and 19, 2008.  The samples were submitted for dioxin/furan analysis to 
Analytical Resources, Inc., (ARI) in Tukwila, WA.  ARI assigned the samples the 
Job No. NQ49, and subcontracted them to TestAmerica-Sacramento, in West 
Sacramento, CA.  The samples were received with temperatures exceeding the 
method recommended <4oC.  Sample results were not qualified due to the 
chemical stability of dioxins.  The laboratory reported results as project number 
G8I240290 (Table 4). 

Quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) reviews of laboratory procedures 
were performed on an ongoing basis by the laboratory.  Hart Crowser 
performed the data review, using laboratory quality control results summary 
sheets and raw data, as required, to ensure they met data quality objectives for 
the project.  Data review followed the format outlined in the National Functional 
Guidelines for Organic Data Review (EPA 1999) modified to include specific 
criteria of the individual analytical methods.  The following criteria were 
evaluated in the standard data quality review process: 

 Holding times; 
 Method blanks; 
 Surrogate recoveries; 
 Laboratory control sample (LCS) recoveries; 
 Internal standard (IS) recoveries, where applicable; 
 Initial calibration curves and continuing calibration verifications; and 
 Reporting limits (RL). 

The data were determined to be acceptable for use, as qualified.  Full laboratory 
results are presented at the end of this appendix.  Results of the data review 
follow. 

Dioxins/Furans 

Analytical Methods 

Sediment samples for dioxins/furans were prepared and analyzed following EPA 
Method 1613. 
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Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits and analytical results were adjusted for moisture 
content and any required dilution factors.  The RL for some analytes were 
elevated due to matrix interference. 

Blank Contamination 

The method blank was non-detect. 

Surrogate Recovery 

Surrogate recoveries were within QC limits. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

LCS recoveries were within QC limits with the following exceptions.  The 
recoveries for 1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF and 1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF exceeded the control 
limits.  Associated samples which were non-detect or below the RL were not 
qualified.  Samples BBDx-SS-02, BBDx-SS-03, BBDx-SS-04, and BBDx-SS-06 had 
detections for 1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF above the RL, and were qualified as 
estimated (J). 

Internal Standard (IS) Recoveries 

IS recoveries were within QC limits. 

Initial Calibration Curves and Continuing Calibration Verification 
Checks (CCVs) 

The initial calibration curves and CCVs were within acceptance criteria. 
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APPENDIX B-4 
CHEMICAL DATA QUALITY REVIEW AND 
CERTIFICATES OF ANALYSIS 
 
Chemical Data Quality Review for Reference Sample 

One surface sediment sample was collected from Samish Bay on August 29, 
2008.  Two surface sediment samples were collected on September 30, 2008.  
The samples were submitted to Analytical Resources, Inc., (ARI) in Tukwila, WA 
for analysis. 

Sample Samish Bay Ref1, collected on August 29, 2008, was received at the 
laboratory with the temperature slightly exceeding the method recommended 
temperature of 2 to 6oC.  Sample results were not qualified.  The sample was 
analyzed for total organic carbon (TOC), sulfides, ammonia, total solids, and 
grain size.  The laboratory reported results as Job No. NN44. 

Quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) reviews of laboratory procedures 
were performed on an ongoing basis by the laboratory.  Hart Crowser 
performed the data review, using laboratory quality control results summary 
sheets and raw data, as required, to ensure they met data quality objectives for 
the project.  Data review followed the format outlined in the National Functional 
Guidelines for Inorganic Data Review (EPA 2004) modified to include specific 
criteria of the individual analytical methods.  The following criteria were 
evaluated in the standard data quality review process: 

 Holding times; 
 Method blanks; 
 Laboratory control sample/laboratory control sample duplicate (LCS/LCSD) 

recoveries; 
 Matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) recoveries; 
 Laboratory duplicate relative percent differences (RPDs); and 
 Reporting limits (RL). 

The data were determined to be acceptable for use without qualification.  Full 
laboratory results are presented at the end of this appendix.  Results of the data 
reviews, organized by analysis class, follow. 
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Conventional Sediment Analyses 

Analytical Methods 

Total solids and total preserved solids were determined following EPA Method 
160.3 modified.  Ammonia was determined following EPA Method 350.1.  Total 
sulfide was determined following EPA Method 376.2.  TOC was determined 
following Plumb (1981). 

Sample Holding Times 

The samples were prepared and analyzed within holding time limits. 

Laboratory Detection Limits 

Reported detection limits were acceptable.  Reported detection limits and 
analytical results were adjusted for moisture content and any required dilution 
factors. 

Blank Contamination 

No target analytes were detected in laboratory blanks. 

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) Recovery 

LCS recoveries for sulfide and TOC were within QC limits. 

Matrix Spike (MS) Recovery 

MS recoveries for ammonia and TOC were within QC limits. 

Laboratory Duplicate Sample Analysis 

The RPD between replicate measurements met QC limits for total solids, total 
preserved solids, ammonia, sulfide, and TOC. 

Standard Reference Material (SRM) Recovery 

SRM recovery for ammonia and TOC were within QC limits. 

J:\Jobs\1733017\Bellingham Bay Investigation Report.doc 
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CERTIFICATES OF ANALYSIS 
ANALYTICAL RESOURCES, INC. 

AND TEST AMERICA - SACRAMENTO 
 

(SEE ENCLOSED CD-ROM) 
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AND LABORATORY REPORTS 
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APPENDIX C 
SEDIMENT TOXICITY TESTING DATA QUALITY REVIEW 
AND LABORATORY REPORTS 
NORTHWESTERN AQUATIC SCIENCES 
 

Sediments were evaluated based on Sediment Management Standards (SMS) 
biological criteria.  These criteria are based on both statistical significance (a 
statistical comparison) and the degree of biological response (a numerical 
comparison).  The SMS criteria are derived from Chapter 173-204 WAC and the 
Ecology SAPA (Ecology 2003).  Two numerical comparisons are made under 
SMS, the Sediment Quality Standards (SQS) and the Cleanup Screening Level 
(CSL).  The SQS is more stringent than the CSL, allowing for a smaller biological 
response in the test treatments. 

Suitability determinations are based on a comparison of responses observed in 
the test treatments versus those in the reference treatment.  Reference site 
selection is based on sediment grain size.  Based on similarity in grain size, 
reference sample Samish Bay Ref1 was used for comparison to test treatments. 

Amphipod (Eohaustorius estuarius) 10-Day Toxicity Test 

Under the SMS program, a test treatment fails SQS if mean mortality is 
statistically significantly higher than that of the reference treatment, and mean 
mortality in the test sediment is greater than 25 percent.  Treatments fail the CSL 
if the test treatment mortality is both statistically significantly different and 30 
percent greater than the reference sediment.  Percent mortality for all samples 
was not significantly greater than in the associated reference samples and mean 
mortality for test sediment samples was less than the 25 and 30 percent criteria.  
Therefore, all test sediments passed both SQS and the one-test criterion for CSL. 

The test quality control parameters described below were within acceptance 
criteria, and data are acceptable for use in making decisions under SMS. 

Controls 

The test met acceptance criteria of less than 10 percent for mean control 
mortality; average mortality for the five replicates was 1.0 percent.  Replicate 
control acceptability criteria (less than 20 percent mortality in any one replicate) 
were also met with individual mortalities of 0.0, 5.0, 0.0, 5.0, and 0.0 percent in 
the replicate samples. 
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Reference Sediment 

The response in reference sediment samples met SMS criteria of less than 25 
percent mean mortality.  The mean mortality was 6.0 percent for sample Samish 
Bay Ref1. 

Reference Toxicant 

The reference toxicant (ammonia) test result was within laboratory control chart 
warning limits. 

Juvenile Polychaete (Neanthes arenaceodentata) 20-Day Toxicity Test 

Suitability determinations for the juvenile polychaete test were based on mean 
individual growth (MIG) rates.  A test treatment will fail SQS if MIG is statistically 
lower in the test treatment, relative to the reference, and MIG in the test 
treatment is 70 percent less than the reference treatment.  The treatments will 
fail CSL if MIG is significantly lower than the reference treatment and is 50 
percent less than the reference treatment. 

The MIG for the samples was not significantly lower (and not less than 70 or 50 
percent lower) than the corresponding reference sediment.  The test sediments 
passed both SQS and the one-test criterion for CSL. 

The test quality control parameters described below were within acceptance 
criteria, and data are acceptable for use in making decisions under SMS. 

Controls 

The test met acceptance criteria of greater than 90 percent for mean control 
survival; average survival for the five replicates was 100 percent. 

The individual growth rate for the controls was 1.09 mg/day/worm, above the 
SMS minimum of 0.72 mg/day/worm for Neanthes. 

Reference Sediment 

The response in the reference sediment sample met SMS of less than 20 percent 
mean mortality.  The mean mortality was 0.0 percent for reference sample 
Samish Bay Ref1. 
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The growth rate criterion for reference sediments (greater than 80 percent of the 
control growth weight) was also met.  The growth rate for Samish Bay Ref1 was 
83.5 percent of the control. 

Reference Toxicant 

The reference toxicant (ammonia) test result was within laboratory control chart 
warning limits. 

Larval (Mytilus galloprovincialis) 10-Day Toxicity Test 

For the larval test, treatments fail SQS if the mean number of normal larvae in 
the test treatment is significantly less than that of the reference and the 
combined mortality and abnormality (CMA) in the test treatment is greater than 
15 percent of the CMA in the reference.  Treatments fail CSL criteria if the CMA 
is greater than 30 percent of the response observed in the reference. 

The number of normal larvae in test sediments BBP-SS-01 and BBP-SS-02 was not 
significantly lower than the reference sediment so these samples met the 
numeric threshold for both SQS and CSL, thus passing overall. 

Statistically significant decreases in normal development were observed in test 
sediment samples RGH-SS-01 and RGH-SS-03 relative to reference sample 
Samish Bay Ref1 (68.9 and 77.6 percent, respectively).  Therefore, both of these 
sediment samples failed the SQS.  In addition, since sample RGH-SS-01 normal 
development was less than 70 percent of reference, this sample failed the one-
test criteria for CSL as defined by the SMS guidelines. 

The test quality control parameters described below were within acceptance 
criteria, and data are acceptable for use in making decisions under SMS. 

Controls 

The test met acceptance criteria of greater than 70 percent normality in the 
seawater control; control percent normality was 91.6 percent. 

Reference Toxicant 

The reference toxicant (copper sulfate) test result was within laboratory control 
chart warning limits. 
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1.0 Introduction 

Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC), under contract to Hart Crowser, Inc., 
and in consultation with Herrenkohl Consulting LLC, conducted a sediment profile imaging 
(SPI) and plan view photography survey at the Cornwall Avenue Landfill site, Bellingham, 
Washington.  The survey was conducted to evaluate the presence of municipal refuse and wood 
debris in the intertidal and subtidal sediments surrounding the site.   

The Cornwall Avenue Landfill site is approximately 8 acres in size and is located at the south 
end of Cornwall Avenue, along the eastern shoreline of Bellingham Bay (Figure 1). The site is 
currently owned by Georgia Pacific West and the State of Washington. Most of the site was 
originally tide flats and subtidal areas of Bellingham Bay. From 1888 to 1946, the site was used 
for sawmill operations, including log storage and wood waste disposal. The site was used for 
municipal waste disposal from 1953 to 1965 (Ecology 2004).  Over time, shoreline erosion has 
occurred resulting in the exposure of landfill materials.  The beach area is now largely composed 
of exposed and reworked landfill material, and the toe of the municipal waste fill slope extends 
out into Bellingham Bay some distance beyond the shoreline (Ecology 2004).  
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2.0 Survey Methods 

This section describes the methodology for vessel positioning and collection of photographic 
images of sediments using SPI and plan view photography.  The results of the survey are 
summarized in Section 3.0. 

2.1 Vessel and Navigation 

The SPI and plan view camera survey were conducted aboard the research vessel (R/V) 
Kittiwake owned and operated by BioMarine Enterprises, Seattle, Washington.  The Cornwall 
Landfill survey was conducted September 16 through 18, 2008.  Vessel positioning and 
navigation was accomplished using a Trimble NT300D differential global positioning system 
(DGPS) with a minimum positional accuracy of ± 2 meters.  Geographic coordinates for 
sampling locations are provided in Appendix A.  A total of 138 locations were occupied during 
the 3-day survey (Figure 2).   

2.2 Sediment Profile Imaging 

SPI provides a cross-sectional photograph of the sediment/water interface and near-surface 
sediment (15 by 20 cm area).  Images were collected using a Benthos model 3731 SPI camera 
equipped with an Ocean Imaging System digital system.  The SPI camera consists of a wedge-
shaped prism with a Plexiglas faceplate and a back mirror mounted at a 45° angle.  Light is 
provided by an internal strobe. The mirror reflected the image of the profile of the 
sediment/water interface to a digital camera mounted horizontally on top of the prism (Figure 3).  
Three replicate images were collected from each SPI sampling location.  One representative 
image was selected from each location and evaluated for the presence of wood debris and 
municipal waste. In addition, a second image from 10 percent of the locations was evaluated to 
characterize small-scale (i.e., within-station) spatial variability in the measured parameters. 

2.3 Plan View Photography 

Plan view underwater still photography was conducted simultaneously with the SPI photography.  
Plan view images were taken using a downward looking PhotoSea underwater 35 millimeter 
camera and strobe that were mounted on the SPI camera frame.  The plan view camera provided 
a photograph of the sediment surface (20 by 30 cm area) near the front of the SPI camera 
faceplate.  The 35 millimeter slide film was digitized following completion of the survey and one 
representative image from each location was evaluated for the presence of wood debris and 
municipal waste.  In addition, a second image from 10 percent of the stations was evaluated to 
characterize within-station spatial variability. 
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During the survey, deployment and retrieval of the SPI camera on the seafloor resulted in 
sediment resuspension and turbidity in the water column at some locations where fine-grained 
surface sediments were present.  At 49 of 138 stations (36 percent), only cloudy plan view 
images were collected and the presence or absence of woody debris and municipal waste could 
not be determined.  At four of 138 stations (3 percent), plan view images were not collected due 
to a camera malfunction.  However, high-quality SPI images were obtained at all locations where 
turbid plan view images were collected, or where plan view images were not collected due to the 
camera malfunction.     

2.4 Image Analysis Methods 

Image analysis of the SPI and plan view images consisted solely of the determination of wood 
debris and municipal waste in surface sediments. A proportional estimate of wood debris and 
municipal waste (percent by area) was visually determined from the representative digital SPI 
image (profile to a maximum depth of 20 cm) and plan view image (20 by 30 cm surface area) at 
each location (Munsell 2000).  Wood debris observed during the survey consisted of bark pieces, 
weathered log and branch pieces, and small particles.  Municipal waste observed consisted of 
plastic, metal, glass bottle pieces, and brick (construction debris). 
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Figure 1.  Location Map of Cornwall Avenue Landfill Site (from Ecology 2004) 
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Figure 2.  SPI and Plan View Sampling Locations 
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Figure 3.  Schematic Diagram of Sediment-Profile Camera 
and Sequence of Operation on Deployment 
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3.0 Results 
A total of 138 locations were photographed using SPI and plan view photography to determine 
the distribution of wood debris and municipal waste in intertidal and subtidal surface sediments 
near the Cornwall Avenue Landfill site (Figure 2). SPI and plan view image analysis results for 
wood debris and municipal waste are summarized in Appendix B.  The SPI and plan view 
images selected for analysis are provided on a DVD in Appendix C.   

3.1 Sediment Profile Imaging 

3.1.1 Wood Debris Distribution 
The SPI survey identified a total of 43 of 138 locations (31 percent) showing the presence of 
woody debris in the profile of surface sediments (Figure 4).  Woody debris was observed in all 
parts of the survey area and a particular trend in wood debris distribution was not observed.  Of 
those locations showing woody debris, the majority (74 percent) showed very low accumulation 
(5 percent or less by area) in surface sediments.  The wood debris consisted mostly of small 
wood chips/pieces or fine particles, and was confined to the upper portions of the sediment 
column (8 cm or less) (Figures 5 and 6).  One exception to this trend was station CW-5, where 
wood debris was observed to a depth of 13 cm.  Fine wood particles were observed at 25 percent 
by area in the upper 4 cm, and 5 percent by area from 4 to 13 cm in the sediment column (Figure 
6).  Higher accumulations of woody debris (10 to 25 percent by area) were only observed at 11 
of 138 locations (8 percent).  In most cases, the wood debris at these locations consisted of larger 
wood pieces (weathered log or branch pieces) observed on the sediment surface (Figure 7).    

3.1.2 Municipal Waste Distribution 
Municipal waste, consisting of broken glass pieces and brick, was sparse in the survey area and 
identified at only six of 138 locations (4 percent) during the SPI survey (Figure 8).  A trend in 
the distribution of municipal waste was not observed, similar to the wood debris.  The highest 
accumulation of municipal waste (15 percent by area) was observed at stations CW-86 and CW-
110, consisting of broken glass and brick, respectively (Figure 9).  Additional locations showing 
glass debris in SPI images included stations CW-69 and CW-84 (Figure 10). 

3.1.3 Duplicate Analysis Summary  
Duplicate images were analyzed at 10 percent of the locations to characterize small-scale spatial 
variability in the presence of wood debris and municipal waste. For this survey, the selection of 
duplicate images was targeted at locations where wood debris and/or municipal waste were 
observed in multiple images, to assess variability in the amount of wood debris and municipal 
waste at each location.  A comparison of duplicate SPI images is summarized in Table 1.    

Five of 14 comparisons (36 percent) between primary and duplicate SPI images showed the same 
amount of wood debris.  Presence of wood debris in primary and duplicate images, but at 
differing amounts occurred for five comparisons (36 percent). Four of 14 comparisons (28 
percent) showed the presence of wood debris in one image, but the absence of wood debris in the 
other.  Municipal waste was observed in two primary SPI images, but was absent in the duplicate 
images.  
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Figure 4.  Distribution of Wood Debris Based on SPI Analysis 
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Figure 8.  Distribution of Municipal Waste Based on SPI Analysis 
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Table 1.  Comparison of Wood Debris and Municipal 
Waste for Duplicate SPI Images 

  Wood Debris (%) Municipal Waste (%) 
Station Primary Duplicate Primary Duplicate 
CW-5 10 10 0 0 
CW-6 3 5 0 0 

CW-10 3 3 0 0 
CW-45 2 0 0 0 
CW-62 3 3 0 0 
CW-72 5 5 0 0 
CW-77 20 3 0 0 
CW-78 2 0 0 0 
CW-84 0 7 10 0 
CW-85 10 10 0 0 
CW-86 3 5 15 0 

CW-100 5 3 0 0 
CW-105 5 0 0 0 
CW-131 3 2 0 0 
 

3.2 Plan View Photography 

3.2.1 Wood Debris Distribution 

Due to turbidity in the water column during the plan view photography survey (see Section 2.3), 
useable plan view images were collected at 85 of 138 locations (62 percent). Forty-six percent of 
those locations (39 of 85 locations) showed the presence of wood debris (Figure 11).  The plan 
view photography showed a greater number of locations with higher accumulations of wood 
debris, compared to the SPI survey.  Wood debris accumulation of 7 to 40 percent by area was 
identified at 44 percent of the locations (17 of 39 locations with wood debris).  The majority of 
these locations showed the presence of small to large wood pieces/logs on the sediment surface 
(Figure 12).  The highest coverage of wood debris was measured at station CW-68, due to the 
presence of a log piece on the sediment surface (Figure 13).  Station CW-5 showed relatively 
high accumulations of wood debris (25 percent by area) due to the presence of small wood 
particles on the sediment surface (Figure 13).  For the 22 of 39 stations (56 percent) showing 
lower amounts of wood debris (5 percent or less by area), the wood debris consisted of small 
wood pieces or particles visible on the sediment surface (Figure 14).   

3.2.2 Municipal Waste Distribution 

Municipal waste, consisting of broken glass pieces, plastic, and brick, was identified at eight 
locations off the southwest point of the Cornwall Avenue Landfill (Figure 15).  The highest 
accumulation of municipal waste (20 percent by area) was observed at station CW-126 due to the 
presence of a metal or plastic sign piece on the seafloor (Figure 16).  An intact glass bottle and a 
broken bottle top were visible at stations CW-84 and CW-41, respectively (Figure 17). A brick 
piece was visible on a rocky bottom at station CW-42 (Figure 16).   
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3.2.3 Duplicate Analysis Summary  

Duplicate images were analyzed at 10 percent of the locations to characterize small-scale spatial 
variability in the presence of wood debris and municipal waste. For this survey, the selection of 
duplicate images was targeted at locations where wood debris and/or municipal waste were 
observed in multiple images, to assess variability in the amount of wood debris and municipal 
waste at each location.  A comparison of duplicate plan view images is summarized in Table 2.    

Seven of 14 comparisons (50 percent) between primary and duplicate plan view images showed 
the same amount of wood debris.  Presence of wood debris in primary and duplicate images, but 
at differing amounts, occurred for two comparisons (14 percent).  Five of 14 comparisons (36 
percent) showed the presence of wood debris in one image, but the absence of wood debris in the 
other.  Only one of 14 comparisons (7 percent) showed the same amount of municipal waste 
between primary and duplicate plan view images.   Nine of 14 comparisons (64 percent) did not 
show municipal waste in either the primary or duplicate plan view images.  Presence of 
municipal waste in primary and duplicate images, but at differing amounts, occurred for one 
comparison (7 percent).  Three of 14 comparisons (22 percent) showed the presence of wood 
debris in one image, but the absence of wood debris in the other. 
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Figure 11.  Distribution of Wood Debris Based on Plan View Image Analysis 
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Figure 15.  Distribution of Municipal Waste Based on Plan View Image Analysis 
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  SPI and Plan View Photography Report 

Table 2.  Comparison of Wood Debris and Municipal 
Waste for Duplicate Plan View Images 

  Wood Debris (%) Municipal Waste (%) 

Station Primary Duplicate Primary Duplicate 
CW-24 0 0 0 0 
CW-27 15 0 0 0 
CW-30 0 0 0 0 
CW-31 20 0 0 0 
CW-41 0 3 3 0 
CW-42 10 10 10 5 
CW-43 5 0 3 0 
CW-44 0 0 0 5 
CW-46 5 5 0 0 
CW-68 40 3 0 0 
CW-75 7 5 0 0 

CW-111 0 0 0 0 
CW-119 0 0 0 0 
CW-128 20 0 7 7 
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4.0 Summary 

• The SPI survey identified wood debris at 43 of 138 locations (31 percent) and the majority of 
locations showed very low accumulations of wood debris (5 percent or less by area).   The 
wood debris consisted mostly of small wood chips/pieces or fine particles, and was generally 
confined to the upper portions of the sediment column (8 cm or less). 

• The plan view photography identified wood debris at 39 of 85 locations (46 percent) on the 
sediment surface.  Of those locations with wood debris, 44 percent were identified with wood 
debris accumulations of 7 to 40 percent by area.  The wood debris in these higher 
accumulation locations consisted of small to large wood pieces or logs. Fifty-six percent of 
the stations had wood debris accumulations of 5 percent or less by area. 

• Small amounts of wood debris were observed in all parts of the survey area, and a general 
trend in wood debris distribution was not observed.  

• Municipal waste consisted of broken glass pieces, plastic, and brick, and was not observed in 
great abundance in SPI and plan view images.  The greatest accumulation of municipal waste 
was observed at eight locations off the southwest point of the Cornwall Avenue Landfill 
(Figure 15).   

• Although turbidity in the water column reduced the number of useable plan view images 
collected during the survey, plan view photography appeared to be effective in the 
identification of woody debris and municipal waste on surface sediments, particularly larger 
particles (e.g., logs, bricks, bottles, etc.).  SPI photography was effective in the identification 
of small wood pieces and fine particles in surface sediments.   
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Charles M. Eaton
Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

CW-01 1 16-Sep 0940 2.2 7.2 4.2 -3.0 48 44.2445 122 29.7724 1239156.8 638113.0 48 44.2441 122 29.7723 0.8
2 0941 2.2 7.2 4.2 -3.0 1239155.0 638120.9 48 44.2454 122 29.7728 1.7 1.2
3 0942 2.2 7.2 4.2 -3.0 1239153.3 638119.1 48 44.2451 122 29.7732 1.5

CW-02 1 16-Sep 0952 2.7 8.9 3.9 -5.0 48 44.2534 122 29.7795 1239127.5 638169.6 48 44.2533 122 29.7799 0.5
2 0953 2.7 8.9 3.9 -5.0 1239123.5 638171.5 48 44.2536 122 29.7809 1.7 1.2
3 0955 2.7 8.9 3.9 -5.0 1239118.6 638171.0 48 44.2535 122 29.7821 3.1

CW-03 1 16-Sep 0959 3.0 9.8 3.8 -6.0 48 44.2624 122 29.7867 1239100.4 638221.3 48 44.2617 122 29.7869 1.3
2 1000 3.0 9.8 3.8 -6.0 1239099.2 638221.3 48 44.2617 122 29.7872 1.4 1.3
3 1001 3.0 9.8 3.7 -6.1 1239098.8 638221.3 48 44.2617 122 29.7873 1.5

CW-04 1 16-Sep 1005 3.5 11.5 3.7 -7.8 48 44.2713 122 29.7938 1239069.4 638277.3 48 44.2708 122 29.7949 1.7
2 1005 3.6 11.8 3.6 -8.2 1239067.0 638277.3 48 44.2708 122 29.7955 2.3 1.2
3 1006 3.6 11.8 3.6 -8.2 1239069.5 638278.5 48 44.2710 122 29.7949 1.5

CW-05 1 16-Sep 1010 4.2 13.8 3.5 -10.3 48 44.2803 122 29.8009 1239047.2 638344.7 48 44.2818 122 29.8008 2.8
2 1011 4.2 13.8 3.5 -10.3 1239052.8 638343.9 48 44.2817 122 29.7994 3.2 1.2
3 1012 4.2 13.8 3.5 -10.3 1239049.0 638337.3 48 44.2806 122 29.8003 1.0

CW-06 1 16-Sep 1016 5.9 19.4 3.4 -16.0 48 44.2892 122 29.8081 1239015.3 638394.6 48 44.2899 122 29.8090 1.7
2 1016 5.9 19.4 3.4 -16.0 1239019.6 638390.9 48 44.2893 122 29.8079 0.3 1.2
3 1017 5.9 19.4 3.4 -16.0 1239015.6 638392.2 48 44.2895 122 29.8089 1.1

CW-07 1 16-Sep 1021 6.8 22.3 3.3 -19.0 48 44.2982 122 29.8152 1238999.4 638443.0 48 44.2978 122 29.8132 2.5
2 1021 6.8 22.3 3.3 -19.0 1238999.0 638444.2 48 44.2980 122 29.8133 2.4 1.3
3 1022 6.9 22.6 3.3 -19.3 1238992.6 638446.2 48 44.2983 122 29.8149 0.4

CW-08 1 16-Sep 1026 7.3 24.0 3.2 -20.8 48 44.3071 122 29.8223 1238959.2 638499.8 48 44.3070 122 29.8235 1.4 First three
2 1027 7.3 24.0 3.2 -20.8 1238959.2 638500.4 48 44.3071 122 29.8235 1.4 1.3 samples, OP
3 1028 7.3 24.0 3.2 -20.8 1238959.5 638496.8 48 44.3065 122 29.8234 1.7
4 1133 7.0 23.0 2.2 -20.8 1238966.7 638495.4 48 44.3063 122 29.8216 1.8
5 1134 7.0 23.0 2.2 -20.8 1238967.5 638494.2 48 44.3061 122 29.8214 2.2 1.1
6 1134 7.0 23.0 2.2 -20.8 1238967.5 638494.2 48 44.3061 122 29.8214 2.2

CW-09 1 16-Sep 1033 7.7 25.3 3.1 -22.2 48 44.3161 122 29.8295 1238935.8 638554.5 48 44.3159 122 29.8296 0.3
2 1033 7.7 25.3 3.1 -22.2 1238936.3 638555.7 48 44.3161 122 29.8295 0.1 1.3
3 1034 7.7 25.3 3.1 -22.2 1238935.9 638555.7 48 44.3161 122 29.8296 0.2

CW-10 1 16-Sep 1059 3.0 9.8 2.6 -7.2 48 44.2532 122 29.7932 1239076.4 638171.3 48 44.2534 122 29.7926 0.8
2 1059 3.0 9.8 2.6 -7.2 1239073.6 638172.6 48 44.2536 122 29.7933 0.7 1.1
3 1100 3.0 9.8 2.6 -7.2 1239073.6 638171.3 48 44.2534 122 29.7933 0.3

CW-11 1 16-Sep 1103 3.4 11.2 2.6 -8.6 48 44.2622 122 29.8003 1239043.0 638228.0 48 44.2626 122 29.8012 1.3
2 1104 3.4 11.2 2.6 -8.6 1239043.8 638224.3 48 44.2620 122 29.8010 0.9 1.1
3 1104 3.4 11.2 2.6 -8.6 1239048.7 638230.3 48 44.2630 122 29.7998 1.6

CW-12 1 16-Sep 1107 4.9 16.1 2.5 -13.6 48 44.2711 122 29.8075 1239014.7 638276.6 48 44.2705 122 29.8085 1.7
2 1108 4.9 16.1 2.5 -13.6 1239013.2 638279.7 48 44.2710 122 29.8089 1.8 1.1
3 1109 4.9 16.1 2.5 -13.6 1239015.1 638277.2 48 44.2706 122 29.8084 1.5

CW-13 1 16-Sep 1111 5.8 19.0 2.4 -16.6 48 44.2801 122 29.8146 1238985.4 638336.3 48 44.2802 122 29.8161 1.8
2 1112 5.7 18.7 2.4 -16.3 1238986.2 638333.2 48 44.2797 122 29.8159 1.7 1.1

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D
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Charles M. Eaton
Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

3 1113 5.9 19.4 2.4 -17.0 1238986.2 638333.8 48 44.2798 122 29.8159 1.7
CW-14 1 16-Sep 1117 6.4 21.0 2.4 -18.6 48 44.2890 122 29.8217 1238969.6 638383.4 48 44.2879 122 29.8203 2.7

2 1117 6.4 21.0 2.4 -18.6 1238968.5 638388.9 48 44.2888 122 29.8206 1.5 1.1
3 1118 6.4 21.0 2.4 -18.6 1238963.4 638395.1 48 44.2898 122 29.8219 1.4

CW-15 1 16-Sep 1122 7.0 23.0 2.3 -20.7 48 44.2980 122 29.8289 1238932.3 638447.5 48 44.2983 122 29.8299 1.4
2 1122 7.0 23.0 2.3 -20.7 1238931.1 638446.9 48 44.2982 122 29.8302 1.7 1.1
3 1123 7.0 23.0 2.3 -20.7 1238930.7 638445.7 48 44.2980 122 29.8303 1.8

CW-16 1 16-Sep 1129 7.4 24.3 2.3 -22.0 48 44.3069 122 29.8360 1238912.9 638497.8 48 44.3065 122 29.8350 1.5
2 1129 7.4 24.3 2.3 -22.0 1238913.7 638497.2 48 44.3064 122 29.8348 1.8 1.0
3 1130 7.4 24.3 2.3 -22.0 1238913.3 638500.2 48 44.3069 122 29.8349 1.4

CW-17 1 16-Sep 1141 5.2 17.1 2.2 -14.9 48 44.2620 122 29.8140 1238993.0 638223.6 48 44.2617 122 29.8136 0.8
2 1142 5.2 17.1 2.2 -14.9 1238995.4 638221.7 48 44.2614 122 29.8130 1.7 1.0
3 1143 5.2 17.1 2.2 -14.9 1238991.9 638224.2 48 44.2618 122 29.8139 0.4

CW-18 1 16-Sep 1146 6.0 19.7 2.1 -17.6 48 44.2709 122 29.8212 1238961.9 638273.5 48 44.2698 122 29.8216 2.2
2 1146 6.0 19.7 2.1 -17.6 1238970.5 638277.0 48 44.2704 122 29.8195 2.3 1.0
3 1147 6.0 19.7 2.1 -17.6 1238964.4 638274.1 48 44.2699 122 29.8210 1.9

CW-19 1 16-Sep 1151 7.0 23.0 2.1 -20.9 48 44.2799 122 29.8283 1238938.4 638336.1 48 44.2800 122 29.8278 0.6
2 1152 6.9 22.6 2.1 -20.5 1238938.7 638331.8 48 44.2793 122 29.8277 1.3 1.0
3 1152 6.9 22.6 2.1 -20.5 1238938.7 638332.4 48 44.2794 122 29.8277 1.2

CW-20 1 16-Sep 1155 7.1 23.3 2.1 -21.2 48 44.2888 122 29.8354 1238910.6 638391.4 48 44.2890 122 29.8350 0.6
2 1156 7.1 23.3 2.1 -21.2 1238908.6 638390.8 48 44.2889 122 29.8355 0.2 1.0
3 1157 7.1 23.3 2.1 -21.2 1238905.0 638395.8 48 44.2897 122 29.8364 2.0

CW-21 1 16-Sep 1201 7.0 23.0 2.1 -20.9 48 44.2707 122 29.8348 1238909.9 638283.2 48 44.2712 122 29.8346 0.9
2 1201 7.0 23.0 2.1 -20.9 1238915.1 638282.4 48 44.2711 122 29.8333 2.0 1.1
3 1203 7.0 23.0 2.1 -20.9 1238913.2 638287.3 48 44.2719 122 29.8338 2.5

CW-22 1 16-Sep 1314 5.6 18.4 2.5 -15.9 48 44.2984 122 29.8015 1239039.4 638449.4 48 44.2990 122 29.8033 2.5
2 1314 5.6 18.4 2.5 -15.9 1239036.6 638450.7 48 44.2992 122 29.8040 3.4 1.0
3 1315 5.6 18.4 2.5 -15.9 1239037.4 638451.3 48 44.2993 122 29.8038 3.3

CW-23 1 16-Sep 1320 6.3 20.7 2.6 -18.1 48 44.3073 122 29.8087 1239011.0 638496.3 48 44.3066 122 29.8106 2.7
2 1320 6.2 20.3 2.6 -17.7 1239014.1 638490.7 48 44.3057 122 29.8098 3.3 1.4
3 1321 6.3 20.7 2.6 -18.1 1239010.6 638495.1 48 44.3064 122 29.8107 3.0

CW-24 1 16-Sep 1324 4.0 13.1 2.6 -10.5 48 44.3164 122 29.8021 1239043.1 638546.7 48 44.3150 122 29.8029 2.9
2 1325 4.0 13.1 2.6 -10.5 1239042.4 638550.9 48 44.3157 122 29.8031 1.8 1.3
3 1326 4.0 13.1 2.7 -10.4 1239041.3 638557.0 48 44.3167 122 29.8034 1.6

CW-25 1 16-Sep 1329 3.0 9.8 2.7 -7.1 48 44.3256 122 29.7956 1239071.1 638616.0 48 44.3265 122 29.7963 1.9
2 1330 3.0 9.8 2.7 -7.1 1239073.1 638613.5 48 44.3261 122 29.7958 1.0 1.3
3 1331 3.0 9.8 2.8 -7.0 1239074.0 638620.2 48 44.3272 122 29.7956 3.0

CW-26 1 16-Sep 1337 1.5 4.9 2.8 -2.1 48 44.3347 122 29.7890 1239098.0 638670.2 48 44.3355 122 29.7899 1.8
2 1338 1.5 4.9 2.9 -2.0 1239099.2 638667.1 48 44.3350 122 29.7896 0.8 1.3
3 1338 1.5 4.9 2.9 -2.0 1239094.4 638669.0 48 44.3353 122 29.7908 2.4

CW-27 1 16-Sep 1344 5.6 18.4 3.0 -15.4 48 44.3439 122 29.7825 1239125.8 638723.7 48 44.3444 122 29.7833 1.4
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Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

2 1345 5.6 18.4 3.0 -15.4 1239127.0 638727.3 48 44.3450 122 29.7830 2.2 1.3
3 1345 5.6 18.4 3.0 -15.4 1239128.6 638725.5 48 44.3447 122 29.7826 1.5

CW-28 1 16-Sep 1348 6.1 20.0 3.1 -16.9 48 44.3530 122 29.7760 1239150.7 638781.5 48 44.3540 122 29.7774 2.5
2 1349 6.0 19.7 3.1 -16.6 1239150.8 638783.4 48 44.3543 122 29.7774 3.0 1.3
3 1349 6.1 20.0 3.1 -16.9 1239149.9 638781.6 48 44.3540 122 29.7776 2.7

CW-29 1 16-Sep 1352 5.9 19.4 3.1 -16.3 48 44.3622 122 29.7694 1239184.2 638821.6 48 44.3607 122 29.7693 2.7
2 1353 5.9 19.4 3.1 -16.3 1239188.3 638825.1 48 44.3613 122 29.7683 2.1 1.3
3 1353 5.9 19.4 3.2 -16.2 1239193.7 638831.7 48 44.3624 122 29.7670 3.0

CW-30 1 16-Sep 1356 6.1 20.0 3.2 -16.8 48 44.3713 122 29.7629 1239209.6 638882.5 48 44.3708 122 29.7633 1.1
2 1356 6.1 20.0 3.2 -16.8 1239212.0 638879.4 48 44.3703 122 29.7627 1.9 1.3
3 1357 6.2 20.3 3.2 -17.1 1239212.9 638886.0 48 44.3714 122 29.7625 0.5

CW-31 1 16-Sep 1401 6.6 21.7 3.3 -18.4 48 44.3804 122 29.7563 1239235.8 638940.3 48 44.3804 122 29.7571 0.9
2 1401 6.6 21.7 3.3 -18.4 1239232.3 638946.4 48 44.3814 122 29.7580 2.7 1.2
3 1402 6.7 22.0 3.3 -18.7 1239237.5 638942.7 48 44.3808 122 29.7567 0.8

CW-32 1 16-Sep 1406 6.4 21.0 3.4 -17.6 48 44.3896 122 29.7498 1239269.7 638997.9 48 44.3900 122 29.7490 1.3
2 1406 6.3 20.7 3.4 -17.3 1239273.4 639002.1 48 44.3907 122 29.7481 2.9 1.2
3 1407 6.3 20.7 3.4 -17.3 1239266.4 638997.4 48 44.3899 122 29.7498 0.6

CW-33 1 16-Sep 1434 6.1 20.0 4.0 -16.0 48 44.3990 122 29.7450 1239286.6 639054.1 48 44.3993 122 29.7451 0.6
2 1435 6.0 19.7 4.1 -15.6 1239287.4 639054.1 48 44.3993 122 29.7449 0.6 1.0
3 1436 6.1 20.0 4.1 -15.9 1239289.0 639052.9 48 44.3991 122 29.7445 0.6

CW-34 1 16-Sep 1439 6.0 19.7 4.1 -15.6 48 44.4079 122 29.7367 1239322.2 639101.4 48 44.4072 122 29.7365 1.2
2 1439 6.0 19.7 4.1 -15.6 1239316.1 639099.7 48 44.4069 122 29.7380 2.4 1.0
3 1440 6.0 19.7 4.2 -15.5 1239321.0 639100.2 48 44.4070 122 29.7368 1.6

CW-35 1 16-Sep 1443 5.9 19.4 4.2 -15.2 48 44.4170 122 29.7302 1239347.5 639154.4 48 44.4160 122 29.7305 1.9
2 1444 6.0 19.7 4.2 -15.5 1239350.3 639154.9 48 44.4161 122 29.7298 1.7 1.0
3 1445 5.9 19.4 4.3 -15.1 1239353.1 639154.3 48 44.4160 122 29.7291 2.3

CW-36 1 16-Sep 1448 6.3 20.7 4.4 -16.3 48 44.4261 122 29.7236 1239377.4 639217.6 48 44.4265 122 29.7234 0.7
2 1449 6.4 21.0 4.4 -16.6 1239373.4 639220.1 48 44.4269 122 29.7244 1.7 0.9
3 1449 6.4 21.0 4.4 -16.6 1239374.6 639219.5 48 44.4268 122 29.7241 1.4

CW-37 1 16-Sep 1454 7.0 23.0 4.5 -18.5 48 44.4353 122 29.7171 1239407.4 639267.4 48 44.4348 122 29.7162 1.4
2 1455 7.0 23.0 4.5 -18.5 1239409.9 639269.2 48 44.4351 122 29.7156 1.9 0.9
3 1456 6.9 22.6 4.5 -18.1 1239404.2 639266.3 48 44.4346 122 29.7170 1.3

CW-38 1 16-Sep 1459 8.0 26.2 4.6 -21.6 48 44.4444 122 29.7106 1239431.4 639313.8 48 44.4425 122 29.7105 3.6
2 1459 7.9 25.9 4.6 -21.3 1239435.0 639312.5 48 44.4423 122 29.7096 4.1 1.0
3 1500 7.9 25.9 4.6 -21.3 1239442.0 639321.4 48 44.4438 122 29.7079 3.4

CW-39 1 16-Sep 1506 8.1 26.6 4.8 -21.8 48 44.4540 122 29.7040 1239456.8 639393.5 48 44.4557 122 29.7046 3.2
2 1506 8.1 26.6 4.8 -21.8 1239453.9 639387.5 48 44.4547 122 29.7053 2.1 0.9
3 1507 8.1 26.6 4.8 -21.8 1239452.6 639385.1 48 44.4543 122 29.7056 2.0

CW-40 1 16-Sep 1511 8.0 26.2 4.9 -21.3 48 44.4630 122 29.6980 1239485.9 639437.9 48 44.4631 122 29.6976 0.5
2 1512 8.0 26.2 4.9 -21.3 1239482.8 639443.4 48 44.4640 122 29.6984 1.9 1.0
3 1513 8.0 26.2 4.9 -21.3 1239484.1 639445.2 48 44.4643 122 29.6981 2.4
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Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-41 1 16-Sep 1525 4.0 13.1 5.2 -7.9 48 44.3075 122 29.7950 1239073.2 638505.9 48 44.3084 122 29.7952 1.7
2 1526 4.0 13.1 5.2 -7.9 1239068.8 638508.4 48 44.3088 122 29.7963 2.9 1.0
3 1527 4.0 13.1 5.3 -7.8 1239072.4 638506.5 48 44.3085 122 29.7954 1.9

CW-42 1 16-Sep 1531 3.0 9.8 5.4 -4.4 48 44.3166 122 29.7885 1239103.3 638558.7 48 44.3172 122 29.7880 1.2
2 1531 3.0 9.8 5.4 -4.4 1239104.2 638561.8 48 44.3177 122 29.7878 2.1 1.1
3 1532 3.0 9.8 5.4 -4.4 1239103.3 638557.5 48 44.3170 122 29.7880 0.9

CW-43 1 16-Sep 1537 3.0 9.8 5.5 -4.3 48 44.3258 122 29.7819 1239122.5 638608.8 48 44.3255 122 29.7835 2.0
2 1537 3.1 10.2 5.5 -4.7 1239124.6 638614.9 48 44.3265 122 29.7830 1.9 1.2
3 1538 3.0 9.8 5.5 -4.3 1239127.8 638613.0 48 44.3262 122 29.7822 0.8

CW-44 1 16-Sep 1542 3.2 10.5 5.6 -4.9 48 44.3349 122 29.7754 1239159.4 638662.8 48 44.3345 122 29.7746 1.2
2 1542 3.2 10.5 5.6 -4.9 1239161.5 638665.8 48 44.3350 122 29.7741 1.6 1.2
3 1543 3.3 10.8 5.6 -5.2 1239161.5 638667.0 48 44.3352 122 29.7741 1.6

CW-45 1 16-Sep 1546 4.8 15.7 5.7 -10.0 48 44.3441 122 29.7688 1239181.6 638721.3 48 44.3442 122 29.7694 0.7
2 1547 4.8 15.7 5.7 -10.0 1239183.7 638726.1 48 44.3450 122 29.7689 1.7 1.2
3 1547 4.9 16.1 5.7 -10.4 1239181.8 638729.2 48 44.3455 122 29.7694 2.7

CW-46 1 16-Sep 1549 5.0 16.4 5.8 -10.6 48 44.3532 122 29.7623 1239207.6 638767.5 48 44.3519 122 29.7632 2.7
2 1550 5.0 16.4 5.8 -10.6 1239215.0 638775.9 48 44.3533 122 29.7614 1.1 1.2
3 1550 5.0 16.4 5.8 -10.6 1239208.1 638772.4 48 44.3527 122 29.7631 1.4

CW-47 1 16-Sep 1557 6.1 20.0 6.0 -14.0 48 44.3623 122 29.7557 1239237.0 638827.7 48 44.3619 122 29.7562 1.0
2 1558 6.2 20.3 6.0 -14.3 1239233.9 638830.8 48 44.3624 122 29.7570 1.5 1.2
3 1558 6.2 20.3 6.0 -14.3 1239234.7 638829.6 48 44.3622 122 29.7568 1.3

CW-48 1 16-Sep 1601 6.8 22.3 6.1 -16.2 48 44.3715 122 29.7492 1239262.2 638877.1 48 44.3701 122 29.7502 2.8
2 1602 6.8 22.3 6.1 -16.2 1239274.3 638878.0 48 44.3703 122 29.7472 3.3 1.2
3 1602 6.8 22.3 6.1 -16.2 1239271.9 638879.9 48 44.3706 122 29.7478 2.4

CW-49 1 16-Sep 1608 7.3 24.0 6.2 -17.8 48 44.3806 122 29.7427 1239293.9 638945.7 48 44.3815 122 29.7427 1.6
2 1608 7.3 24.0 6.2 -17.8 1239293.0 638943.3 48 44.3811 122 29.7429 0.9 1.2
3 1609 7.4 24.3 6.3 -18.0 1239291.5 638945.2 48 44.3814 122 29.7433 1.6

CW-50 1 16-Sep 1613 6.9 22.6 6.3 -16.3 48 44.3898 122 29.7361 1239321.1 638997.4 48 44.3901 122 29.7362 0.6
2 1613 6.9 22.6 6.3 -16.3 1239321.9 638996.8 48 44.3900 122 29.7360 0.5 1.2
3 1614 6.9 22.6 6.4 -16.2 1239326.0 638999.8 48 44.3905 122 29.7350 1.9

CW-51 1 16-Sep 1617 6.5 21.3 6.4 -14.9 48 44.3989 122 29.7296 1239350.5 639053.4 48 44.3994 122 29.7292 1.0
2 1618 6.5 21.3 6.5 -14.8 1239352.4 639046.0 48 44.3982 122 29.7287 1.7 1.2
3 1619 6.6 21.7 6.5 -15.2 1239350.1 639054.0 48 44.3995 122 29.7293 1.1

CW-52 1 16-Sep 1622 6.7 22.0 6.6 -15.4 48 44.4080 122 29.7230 1239375.8 639104.5 48 44.4079 122 29.7232 0.3
2 1622 6.7 22.0 6.6 -15.4 1239380.2 639107.5 48 44.4084 122 29.7221 1.3 1.2
3 1623 6.7 22.0 6.6 -15.4 1239379.9 639108.7 48 44.4086 122 29.7222 1.5

CW-53 1 16-Sep 1636 6.8 22.3 6.9 -15.4 48 44.4172 122 29.7165 1239397.1 639160.6 48 44.4172 122 29.7182 2.1
2 1637 6.7 22.0 6.9 -15.1 1239395.8 639158.8 48 44.4169 122 29.7185 2.5 1.1
3 1638 6.7 22.0 6.9 -15.1 1239396.2 639157.6 48 44.4167 122 29.7184 2.5

CW-54 1 16-Sep 1640 6.7 22.0 7.0 -15.0 48 44.4263 122 29.7100 1239424.5 639219.6 48 44.4270 122 29.7117 2.5
2 1641 6.7 22.0 7.0 -15.0 1239425.8 639223.3 48 44.4276 122 29.7114 2.9 1.2
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Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

3 1642 6.6 21.7 7.0 -14.7 1239438.5 639213.9 48 44.4261 122 29.7082 2.2
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Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-55 1 16-Sep 1646 6.6 21.7 7.1 -14.6 48 44.4355 122 29.7034 1239460.9 639264.5 48 44.4345 122 29.7029 1.9
2 1647 6.3 20.7 7.1 -13.6 1239468.1 639264.3 48 44.4345 122 29.7011 3.4 1..2
3 1647 6.3 20.7 7.1 -13.6 1239468.6 639267.9 48 44.4351 122 29.7010 3.0

CW-56 1 17-Sep 0828 7.1 23.3 7.1 -16.2 48 44.4446 122 29.6969 1239493.6 639328.8 48 44.4452 122 29.6951 2.4
2 0830 7.0 23.0 7.0 -16.0 1239483.9 639323.0 48 44.4442 122 29.6975 1.1 1.0
3 0831 7.0 23.0 7.0 -16.0 1239485.1 639322.9 48 44.4442 122 29.6972 0.9

CW-57 1 17-Sep 0837 7.8 25.6 7.8 -17.8 48 44.4538 122 29.6903 1239518.5 639383.0 48 44.4542 122 29.6892 1.6
2 0837 7.8 25.6 7.8 -17.8 1239514.6 639387.4 48 44.4549 122 29.6902 2.1 1.0
3 0838 7.8 25.6 7.8 -17.8 1239513.7 639384.4 48 44.4544 122 29.6904 1.2

CW-58 1 17-Sep 0843 7.8 25.6 7.8 -17.8 48 44.4629 122 29.6838 1239538.2 639438.0 48 44.4633 122 29.6846 1.2
2 0844 7.7 25.3 7.7 -17.6 1239542.3 639441.5 48 44.4639 122 29.6836 1.9 1.2
3 0844 7.7 25.3 7.7 -17.6 1239541.5 639442.1 48 44.4640 122 29.6838 2.0

CW-59 1 17-Sep 0848 7.2 23.6 7.2 -16.4 48 44.4720 122 29.6650 1239622.4 639495.7 48 44.4731 122 29.6640 2.4
2 0848 7.2 23.6 7.2 -16.4 1239619.5 639496.4 48 44.4732 122 29.6647 2.3 1.2
3 0849 7.2 23.6 7.2 -16.4 1239619.9 639495.8 48 44.4731 122 29.6646 2.1

CW-60 1 17-Sep 0854 7.2 23.6 7.2 -16.4 48 44.4631 122 29.6701 1239593.8 639439.8 48 44.4638 122 29.6708 1.6
2 0854 7.2 23.6 7.2 -16.4 1239589.7 639437.5 48 44.4634 122 29.6718 2.1 1.2
3 0855 7.2 23.6 7.2 -16.4 1239598.2 639440.9 48 44.4640 122 29.6697 1.8

CW-61 1 17-Sep 0901 6.9 22.6 6.9 -15.7 48 44.4539 122 29.6767 1239566.3 639379.6 48 44.4538 122 29.6773 0.8
2 0901 6.9 22.6 6.9 -15.7 1239564.7 639377.8 48 44.4535 122 29.6777 1.5 1.5
3 0902 6.9 22.6 6.9 -15.7 1239564.3 639377.8 48 44.4535 122 29.6778 1.6

CW-62 1 17-Sep 0905 5.9 19.4 5.9 -13.5 48 44.4448 122 29.6832 1239542.4 639333.3 48 44.4461 122 29.6830 2.4
2 0906 5.9 19.4 5.9 -13.5 1239544.4 639330.2 48 44.4456 122 29.6825 1.7 1.5
3 0906 5.6 18.4 5.6 -12.8 1239545.8 639323.4 48 44.4445 122 29.6821 1.5

CW-63 1 17-Sep 0911 5.6 18.4 6.3 -12.1 48 44.4357 122 29.6898 1239506.5 639274.4 48 44.4363 122 29.6916 2.6
2 0911 5.5 18.0 6.3 -11.7 1239511.7 639271.9 48 44.4359 122 29.6903 0.8 1.5
3 0912 5.5 18.0 6.3 -11.7 1239511.0 639274.3 48 44.4363 122 29.6905 1.5

CW-64 1 17-Sep 0916 5.2 17.1 6.2 -10.9 48 44.4265 122 29.6963 1239488.9 639218.8 48 44.4271 122 29.6957 1.3
2 0917 5.2 17.1 6.2 -10.9 1239487.2 639217.1 48 44.4268 122 29.6961 0.6 1.5
3 0917 5.2 17.1 6.2 -10.9 1239485.1 639213.5 48 44.4262 122 29.6966 0.7

CW-65 1 17-Sep 0923 5.1 16.7 6.1 -10.6 48 44.4174 122 29.7028 1239451.3 639157.6 48 44.4169 122 29.7047 2.5
2 0924 5.2 17.1 6.1 -11.0 1239450.9 639154.6 48 44.4164 122 29.7048 3.0 1.4
3 0925 5.2 17.1 6.1 -11.0 1239451.4 639158.8 48 44.4171 122 29.7047 2.4

CW-66 1 17-Sep 0929 5.7 18.7 6.0 -12.7 48 44.4082 122 29.7094 1239435.2 639102.0 48 44.4077 122 29.7084 1.6
2 0929 5.6 18.4 6.0 -12.4 1239435.1 639097.8 48 44.4070 122 29.7084 2.6 1.4
3 0930 5.6 18.4 6.0 -12.4 1239431.9 639097.8 48 44.4070 122 29.7092 2.3
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Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-67 1 17-Sep 0935 5.8 19.0 5.9 -13.1 48 44.3991 122 29.7159 1239397.5 639050.5 48 44.3991 122 29.7175 1.9
2 0936 5.8 19.0 5.8 -13.2 1239398.2 639043.2 48 44.3979 122 29.7173 2.8 1.4
3 0937 5.8 19.0 5.8 -13.2 1239397.8 639046.3 48 44.3984 122 29.7174 2.2

CW-68 1 17-Sep 0940 4.9 16.1 5.8 -10.3 48 44.3900 122 29.7225 1239380.1 638987.0 48 44.3886 122 29.7215 2.8 1.3
2 0941 5.3 17.4 5.7 -11.7 1239377.3 638990.7 48 44.3892 122 29.7222 1.5

CW-69 1 17-Sep 0948 5.1 16.7 5.6 -11.1 48 44.3808 122 29.7290 1239350.9 638940.8 48 44.3809 122 29.7285 0.6 1.3
2 0949 5.0 16.4 5.6 -10.8 1239347.6 638937.3 48 44.3803 122 29.7293 1.0
3 0949 5.0 16.4 5.6 -10.8 1239344.0 638937.9 48 44.3804 122 29.7302 1.7

CW-70 1 17-Sep 0953 4.6 15.1 5.5 -9.6 48 44.3717 122 29.7355 1239319.7 638891.6 48 44.3727 122 29.7360 2.0
2 0954 4.5 14.8 5.5 -9.3 1239320.9 638891.6 48 44.3727 122 29.7357 1.9 1.3
3 0955 4.8 15.7 5.5 -10.2 1239316.1 638894.1 48 44.3731 122 29.7369 3.1

CW-71 1 17-Sep 1000 3.0 9.8 5.4 -4.4 48 44.3625 122 29.7421 1239297.1 638835.6 48 44.3634 122 29.7413 1.8
2 1001 3.0 9.8 5.3 -4.5 1239291.9 638833.2 48 44.3630 122 29.7426 1.1 1.2
3 1002 3.0 9.8 5.3 -4.5 1239290.3 638836.9 48 44.3636 122 29.7430 2.3

CW-72 1 17-Sep 1037 3.9 12.8 4.6 -8.2 48 44.3993 122 29.7022 1239459.4 639046.1 48 44.3986 122 29.7021 1.3
2 1037 4.0 13.1 4.6 -8.5 1239461.1 639052.8 48 44.3997 122 29.7017 1.0 1.3
3 1038 4.0 13.1 4.6 -8.5 1239460.8 639056.5 48 44.4003 122 29.7018 1.9

CW-73 1 17-Sep 1042 4.1 13.5 4.5 -9.0 48 44.4084 122 29.6957 1239487.6 639104.5 48 44.4083 122 29.6954 0.5
2 1042 4.1 13.5 4.5 -9.0 1239486.8 639105.8 48 44.4085 122 29.6956 0.2 1.4
3 1043 4.1 13.5 4.5 -9.0 1239485.9 639099.1 48 44.4074 122 29.6958 1.9

CW-74 1 17-Sep 1047 4.1 13.5 4.4 -9.1 48 44.4176 122 29.6892 1239513.9 639168.4 48 44.4189 122 29.6892 2.4 1.1
2 1047 4.1 13.5 4.4 -9.1 1239512.7 639166.0 48 44.4185 122 29.6895 1.8

CW-75 1 17-Sep 1053 3.9 12.8 4.3 -8.5 48 44.4267 122 29.6826 1239543.9 639215.8 48 44.4268 122 29.6820 0.8 1.1
2 1053 3.9 12.8 4.3 -8.5 1239541.5 639216.5 48 44.4269 122 29.6826 0.3
3 1054 3.9 12.8 4.3 -8.5 1239539.2 639222.6 48 44.4279 122 29.6832 2.3

CW-76 1 17-Sep 1058 3.8 12.5 4.2 -8.3 48 44.4359 122 29.6761 1239568.1 639273.7 48 44.4364 122 29.6763 1.0 1.1
2 1059 3.8 12.5 4.2 -8.3 1239566.5 639275.0 48 44.4366 122 29.6767 1.6
3 1059 3.8 12.5 4.2 -8.3 1239571.7 639276.1 48 44.4368 122 29.6754 1.9

CW-77 1 17-Sep 1103 4.0 13.1 4.1 -9.0 48 44.4450 122 29.6695 1239593.7 639322.4 48 44.4445 122 29.6702 1.2
2 1104 4.1 13.5 4.1 -9.4 1239590.5 639324.3 48 44.4448 122 29.6710 1.8 1.1
3 1104 4.1 13.5 4.1 -9.4 1239597.3 639322.9 48 44.4446 122 29.6693 0.8

CW-78 1 17-Sep 1110 5.1 16.7 4.0 -12.7 48 44.4541 122 29.6630 1239622.8 639387.5 48 44.4553 122 29.6633 2.2
2 1110 5.1 16.7 4.0 -12.7 1239618.4 639385.1 48 44.4549 122 29.6644 2.2 1.1
3 1111 5.0 16.4 4.0 -12.4 1239622.0 639386.9 48 44.4552 122 29.6635 2.1

CW-79 1 17-Sep 1117 5.9 19.4 3.9 -15.5 48 44.4633 122 29.6565 1239654.0 639431.8 48 44.4627 122 29.6558 1.3
2 1118 5.9 19.4 3.9 -15.5 1239653.3 639437.3 48 44.4636 122 29.6560 0.8 1.1
3 1118 5.9 19.4 3.9 -15.5 1239654.4 639434.8 48 44.4632 122 29.6557 0.9

CW-80 1 17-Sep 1121 6.0 19.7 3.8 -15.9 48 44.4724 122 29.6499 1239680.2 639493.3 48 44.4729 122 29.6496 1.0
2 1122 6.0 19.7 3.8 -15.9 1239679.8 639493.3 48 44.4729 122 29.6497 0.9 1.0
3 1123 6.0 19.7 3.8 -15.9 1239678.3 639495.1 48 44.4732 122 29.6501 1.5
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Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-81 1 17-Sep 1126 5.9 19.4 3.7 -15.7 48 44.4726 122 29.6362 1239739.0 639495.7 48 44.4735 122 29.6350 2.2
2 1127 5.9 19.4 3.7 -15.7 1239737.1 639498.1 48 44.4739 122 29.6355 2.5 1.0
3 1127 5.9 19.4 3.7 -15.7 1239743.9 639498.0 48 44.4739 122 29.6338 3.8

CW-82 1 17-Sep 1130 4.9 16.1 3.7 -12.4 48 44.4728 122 29.6226 1239784.8 639493.5 48 44.4733 122 29.6236 1.6
2 1130 5.0 16.4 3.6 -12.8 1239787.3 639497.0 48 44.4739 122 29.6230 2.1 1.0
3 1131 5.0 16.4 3.6 -12.8 1239787.3 639496.4 48 44.4738 122 29.6230 1.9

CW-83 1 17-Sep 1134 2.5 8.2 3.6 -4.6 48 44.4730 122 29.6089 1239839.3 639485.0 48 44.4721 122 29.6100 2.2
2 1135 2.4 7.9 3.6 -4.3 1239842.6 639487.9 48 44.4726 122 29.6092 0.8 1.0
3 1135 2.3 7.5 3.6 -3.9 1239842.7 639490.4 48 44.4730 122 29.6092 0.4

CW-84 1 17-Sep 1249 6.0 19.7 3.0 -16.7 48 44.3163 122 29.8158 1238993.3 638549.6 48 44.3153 122 29.8153 1.9
2 1250 6.3 20.7 3.0 -17.7 1238987.4 638557.0 48 44.3165 122 29.8168 1.3 1.0
3 1250 6.2 20.3 3.0 -17.3 1238993.7 638552.0 48 44.3157 122 29.8152 1.3

CW-85 1 17-Sep 1254 4.9 16.1 3.0 -13.1 48 44.3254 122 29.8093 1239021.4 638604.9 48 44.3245 122 29.8086 1.8
2 1254 4.9 16.1 3.0 -13.1 1239024.6 638601.8 48 44.3240 122 29.8078 3.1 1.0
3 1255 5.0 16.4 3.0 -13.4 1239023.4 638605.5 48 44.3246 122 29.8081 2.0

CW-86 1 17-Sep 1300 5.4 17.7 3.0 -14.7 48 44.3345 122 29.8027 1239044.5 638667.7 48 44.3349 122 29.8032 0.9
2 1301 5.4 17.7 3.0 -14.7 1239045.4 638671.3 48 44.3355 122 29.8030 1.8 1.0
3 1301 5.3 17.4 3.0 -14.4 1239052.2 638671.8 48 44.3356 122 29.8013 2.6

CW-87 1 17-Sep 1304 6.0 19.7 3.0 -16.7 48 44.3437 122 29.7962 1239078.2 638718.0 48 44.3433 122 29.7951 1.5
2 1305 6.0 19.7 3.0 -16.7 1239070.9 638717.6 48 44.3432 122 29.7969 1.3 1.0
3 1306 6.1 20.0 3.0 -17.0 1239070.5 638717.6 48 44.3432 122 29.7970 1.3

CW-88 1 17-Sep 1308 6.2 20.3 3.0 -17.3 48 44.3528 122 29.7896 1239110.1 638780.0 48 44.3536 122 29.7875 3.0
2 1309 6.4 21.0 3.0 -18.0 1239102.0 638778.3 48 44.3533 122 29.7895 0.9 1.0
3 1310 6.3 20.7 3.0 -17.7 1239103.5 638772.8 48 44.3524 122 29.7891 1.0

CW-89 1 17-Sep 1314 6.3 20.7 3.1 -17.6 48 44.3620 122 29.7831 1239129.6 638828.8 48 44.3617 122 29.7829 0.5
2 1314 6.3 20.7 3.1 -17.6 1239129.3 638831.9 48 44.3622 122 29.7830 0.5 1.4
3 1315 6.3 20.7 3.1 -17.6 1239130.2 638836.1 48 44.3629 122 29.7828 1.8

CW-90 1 17-Sep 1320 6.0 19.7 3.1 -16.6 48 44.3711 122 29.7766 1239149.8 638888.6 48 44.3716 122 29.7782 2.2
2 1321 6.3 20.7 3.1 -17.6 1239157.8 638886.6 48 44.3713 122 29.7762 0.6 1.3
3 1322 6.3 20.7 3.1 -17.6 1239155.4 638884.2 48 44.3709 122 29.7768 0.5

CW-91 1 17-Sep 1330 7.1 23.3 3.2 -20.1 48 44.3252 122 29.8229 1238965.5 638606.1 48 44.3245 122 29.8225 1.4
2 1331 7.1 23.3 3.2 -20.1 1238961.3 638613.5 48 44.3257 122 29.8236 1.2 1.4
3 1331 7.1 23.3 3.2 -20.1 1238961.2 638611.7 48 44.3254 122 29.8236 0.9

CW-92 1 17-Sep 1335 7.0 23.0 3.2 -19.8 48 44.3343 122 29.8164 1238987.3 638664.7 48 44.3342 122 29.8174 1.3
2 1336 7.0 23.0 3.2 -19.8 1238987.9 638673.2 48 44.3356 122 29.8173 2.6 1.3
3 1337 7.0 23.0 3.2 -19.8 1238990.3 638673.1 48 44.3356 122 29.8167 2.4

CW-93 1 17-Sep 1340 6.6 21.7 3.3 -18.4 48 44.3435 122 29.8098 1239024.2 638715.6 48 44.3427 122 29.8085 2.2
2 1340 6.6 21.7 3.3 -18.4 1239018.1 638710.8 48 44.3419 122 29.8100 2.9 1.3
3 1341 6.6 21.7 3.3 -18.4 1239023.8 638715.6 48 44.3427 122 29.8086 2.1

Page 8



Charles M. Eaton
Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-94 1 17-Sep 1344 6.9 22.6 3.3 -19.3 48 44.3526 122 29.8033 1239048.5 638778.9 48 44.3532 122 29.8028 1.2
2 1344 6.8 22.3 3.3 -19.0 1239047.4 638782.0 48 44.3537 122 29.8031 2.0 1.3
3 1345 6.8 22.3 3.4 -18.9 1239048.8 638774.0 48 44.3524 122 29.8027 0.8

CW-95 1 17-Sep 1419 6.0 19.7 3.9 -15.8 48 44.2350 122 29.8200 1238968.4 638052.6 48 44.2335 122 29.8188 3.1
2 1420 6.0 19.7 3.9 -15.8 1238961.7 638058.2 48 44.2344 122 29.8205 1.3 1.1
3 1421 6.0 19.7 3.9 -15.8 1238963.3 638058.2 48 44.2344 122 29.8201 1.1

CW-96 1 17-Sep 1423 6.7 22.0 3.9 -18.1 48 44.2430 122 29.8270 1238931.5 638113.6 48 44.2434 122 29.8283 1.8
2 1424 6.7 22.0 3.9 -18.1 1238931.9 638113.6 48 44.2434 122 29.8282 1.6 1.0
3 1425 6.7 22.0 3.9 -18.1 1238932.7 638112.4 48 44.2432 122 29.8280 1.3

CW-97 1 17-Sep 1429 7.1 23.3 4.0 -19.3 48 44.2530 122 29.8340 1238904.3 638173.2 48 44.2531 122 29.8354 1.7
2 1429 7.1 23.3 4.0 -19.3 1238905.3 638167.7 48 44.2522 122 29.8351 2.0 1.0
3 1430 7.1 23.3 4.0 -19.3 1238907.9 638171.9 48 44.2529 122 29.8345 0.6

CW-98 1 17-Sep 1435 7.7 25.3 4.1 -21.2 48 44.2620 122 29.8410 1238884.0 638224.1 48 44.2614 122 29.8407 1.2
2 1435 7.7 25.3 4.1 -21.2 1238887.1 638217.3 48 44.2603 122 29.8399 3.4 1.0
3 1436 7.7 25.3 4.2 -21.1 1238884.5 638227.7 48 44.2620 122 29.8406 0.5

CW-99 1 17-Sep 1439 7.8 25.6 4.2 -21.4 48 44.2720 122 29.8480 1238857.3 638287.9 48 44.2718 122 29.8477 0.5
2 1439 7.8 25.6 4.2 -21.4 1238858.4 638284.9 48 44.2713 122 29.8474 1.5 1.0
3 1441 7.8 25.6 4.2 -21.4 1238864.0 638285.4 48 44.2714 122 29.8460 2.7

CW-100 1 17-Sep 1446 4.8 15.7 4.4 -11.3 48 44.2350 122 29.8060 1239018.9 638058.8 48 44.2347 122 29.8063 0.7
2 1447 4.8 15.7 4.4 -11.3 1239021.6 638056.9 48 44.2344 122 29.8056 1.2 1.0
3 1447 4.8 15.7 4.4 -11.3 1239018.5 638059.4 48 44.2348 122 29.8064 0.6

CW-101 1 17-Sep 1450 5.5 18.0 4.4 -13.6 48 44.2440 122 29.8130 1238989.9 638116.0 48 44.2440 122 29.8138 1.0
2 1451 5.5 18.0 4.4 -13.6 1238993.1 638114.7 48 44.2438 122 29.8130 0.4 1.0
3 1452 5.5 18.0 4.5 -13.5 1238991.6 638120.2 48 44.2447 122 29.8134 1.4

CW-102 1 17-Sep 1500 6.1 20.0 4.6 -15.4 48 44.2530 122 29.8200 1238967.9 638174.9 48 44.2536 122 29.8196 1.2
2 1500 6.1 20.0 4.6 -15.4 1238967.0 638173.0 48 44.2533 122 29.8198 0.6 1.0
3 1501 6.1 20.0 4.6 -15.4 1238970.2 638173.6 48 44.2534 122 29.8190 1.4

CW-103 1 17-Sep 1504 7.0 23.0 4.7 -18.3 48 44.2620 122 29.8280 1238935.2 638227.9 48 44.2622 122 29.8280 0.4
2 1505 7.0 23.0 4.7 -18.3 1238940.7 638222.9 48 44.2614 122 29.8266 2.0 1.0
3 1506 7.0 23.0 4.7 -18.3 1238938.4 638227.2 48 44.2621 122 29.8272 1.0

CW-104 1 17-Sep 1510 3.5 11.5 4.9 -6.6 48 44.2350 122 29.7930 1239074.9 638065.5 48 44.2360 122 29.7924 2.0
2 1511 3.5 11.5 4.9 -6.6 1239069.4 638068.7 48 44.2365 122 29.7938 2.9 1.0
3 1512 3.5 11.5 4.9 -6.6 1239067.6 638062.6 48 44.2355 122 29.7942 1.7
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Charles M. Eaton
Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-105 1 17-Sep 1517 3.9 12.8 5.0 -7.8 48 44.2440 122 29.8000 1239049.8 638115.3 48 44.2441 122 29.7989 1.4
2 1517 3.9 12.8 5.0 -7.8 1239047.1 638119.0 48 44.2447 122 29.7996 1.4 1.0
3 1518 3.9 12.8 5.0 -7.8 1239050.7 638115.9 48 44.2442 122 29.7987 1.6

CW-106 1 17-Sep 1523 4.3 14.1 5.1 -9.0 48 44.2530 122 29.8070 1239020.0 638167.0 48 44.2525 122 29.8066 1.0
2 1524 4.3 14.1 5.1 -9.0 1239021.5 638164.0 48 44.2520 122 29.8062 2.1 1.0
3 1525 4.3 14.1 5.1 -9.0 1239020.8 638165.2 48 44.2522 122 29.8064 1.7

CW-107 1 17-Sep 1530 3.1 10.2 5.2 -5.0 48 44.2350 122 29.7790 1239127.5 638061.9 48 44.2356 122 29.7793 1.2
2 1530 3.1 10.2 5.2 -5.0 1239128.6 638057.0 48 44.2348 122 29.7790 0.4 1.4
3 1531 3.1 10.2 5.3 -4.9 1239127.5 638058.3 48 44.2350 122 29.7793 0.4

CW-108 1 17-Sep 1535 3.7 12.1 5.4 -6.7 48 44.2440 122 29.7870 1239100.8 638110.5 48 44.2435 122 29.7862 1.3
2 1536 3.7 12.1 5.4 -6.7 1239097.6 638110.0 48 44.2434 122 29.7870 1.1 1.4
3 1536 3.7 12.1 5.4 -6.7 1239099.6 638106.9 48 44.2429 122 29.7865 2.1

CW-109 1 17-Sep 1540 2.2 7.2 5.5 -1.7 48 44.2350 122 29.7650 1239185.7 638054.0 48 44.2345 122 29.7648 1.0
2 1540 2.2 7.2 5.5 -1.7 1239187.7 638053.3 48 44.2344 122 29.7643 1.4 1.2
3 1541 2.2 7.2 5.5 -1.7 1239186.0 638050.3 48 44.2339 122 29.7647 2.1

CW-110 1 18-Sep 0730 2.7 8.9 7.3 -1.6 48 44.4361 122 29.6624 1239626.0 639273.7 48 44.4366 122 29.6619 1.2
2 0731 2.7 8.9 7.3 -1.6 1239624.4 639274.9 48 44.4368 122 29.6623 1.4 0.9
3 0732 2.7 8.9 7.3 -1.6 1239626.8 639274.9 48 44.4368 122 29.6617 1.6

CW-111 1 18-Sep 0736 3.1 10.2 7.4 -2.8 48 44.4452 122 29.6559 1239648.5 639328.5 48 44.4457 122 29.6566 1.3
2 0737 3.1 10.2 7.4 -2.8 1239650.8 639322.4 48 44.4447 122 29.6560 0.9 0.9
3 0737 3.1 10.2 7.4 -2.8 1239647.7 639327.9 48 44.4456 122 29.6568 1.4

CW-112 1 18-Sep 0740 3.8 12.5 7.4 -5.1 48 44.4543 122 29.6493 1239679.7 639374.7 48 44.4534 122 29.6491 1.8
2 0741 3.8 12.5 7.4 -5.1 1239678.0 639373.5 48 44.4532 122 29.6495 2.1 0.9
3 0742 3.8 12.5 7.4 -5.1 1239679.7 639375.3 48 44.4535 122 29.6491 1.6

CW-113 1 18-Sep 0744 5.9 19.4 7.4 -12.0 48 44.4635 122 29.6428 1239706.4 639438.0 48 44.4639 122 29.6428 0.8
2 0745 5.9 19.4 7.4 -12.0 1239702.2 639431.4 48 44.4628 122 29.6438 1.8 1.1
3 0746 5.9 19.4 7.4 -12.0 1239701.0 639432.0 48 44.4629 122 29.6441 1.9

CW-114 1 18-Sep 0752 4.0 13.1 7.5 -5.6 48 44.4637 122 29.6291 1239760.3 639438.0 48 44.4641 122 29.6294 0.9
2 0752 4.0 13.1 7.5 -5.6 1239757.9 639438.7 48 44.4642 122 29.6300 1.5 1.1
3 0753 4.0 13.1 7.5 -5.6 1239758.6 639434.4 48 44.4635 122 29.6298 0.9

CW-115 1 18-Sep 0756 2.8 9.2 7.5 -1.7 48 44.4639 122 29.6154 1239823.1 639439.7 48 44.4646 122 29.6138 2.4
2 0757 2.8 9.2 7.5 -1.7 1239822.6 639435.5 48 44.4639 122 29.6139 1.9 1.1
3 0757 2.8 9.2 7.5 -1.7 1239821.4 639436.1 48 44.4640 122 29.6142 1.5

CW-116 1 18-Sep 0805 2.8 9.2 7.5 -1.7 48 44.4641 122 29.6018 1239867.8 639441.8 48 44.4651 122 29.6027 2.2
2 0805 2.8 9.2 7.5 -1.7 1239868.2 639440.6 48 44.4649 122 29.6026 1.9 1.1
3 0806 2.8 9.2 7.5 -1.7 1239867.8 639443.0 48 44.4653 122 29.6027 2.6

CW-117 1 18-Sep 0811 2.8 9.2 7.6 -1.6 48 44.4732 122 29.5952 1239899.3 639484.9 48 44.4723 122 29.5951 1.7
2 0812 2.8 9.2 7.6 -1.6 1239901.8 639489.7 48 44.4731 122 29.5945 0.9 1.1
3 0813 2.8 9.2 7.6 -1.6 1239899.8 639488.5 48 44.4729 122 29.5950 0.6
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Charles M. Eaton
Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-118 1 18-Sep 0816 2.4 7.9 7.6 -0.3 48 44.4734 122 29.5816 1239947.9 639483.2 48 44.4722 122 29.5830 2.8
2 0816 2.4 7.9 7.6 -0.3 1239946.4 639487.5 48 44.4729 122 29.5834 2.4 1.0
3 0817 2.4 7.9 7.6 -0.3 1239943.6 639490.0 48 44.4733 122 29.5841 3.1

CW-119 1 18-Sep 0830 3.7 12.1 7.5 -4.6 48 44.3902 122 29.7088 1239426.1 638995.8 48 44.3902 122 29.7101 1.6
2 0831 3.7 12.1 7.5 -4.6 1239429.4 639000.0 48 44.3909 122 29.7093 1.5 1.0
3 0831 3.7 12.1 7.5 -4.6 1239424.5 638995.2 48 44.3901 122 29.7105 2.1

CW-120 1 18-Sep 0843 3.0 9.8 7.5 -2.3 48 44.2536 122 29.7659 1239189.5 638173.7 48 44.2542 122 29.7645 2.0
2 0844 3.0 9.8 7.5 -2.3 1239186.7 638173.8 48 44.2542 122 29.7652 1.3 1.3
3 0845 3.0 9.8 7.5 -2.3 1239185.4 638168.3 48 44.2533 122 29.7655 0.8

CW-121 1 18-Sep 0849 3.0 9.8 7.5 -2.3 48 44.2626 122 29.7730 1239153.7 638228.6 48 44.2631 122 29.7737 1.3
2 0850 3.0 9.8 7.4 -2.4 1239151.9 638223.2 48 44.2622 122 29.7741 1.5 1.2
3 0850 3.0 9.8 7.4 -2.4 1239148.5 638229.3 48 44.2632 122 29.7750 2.7

CW-122 1 18-Sep 0853 3.0 9.8 7.4 -2.4 48 44.2715 122 29.7801 1239128.3 638281.5 48 44.2717 122 29.7803 0.4
2 0854 3.0 9.8 7.4 -2.4 1239126.0 638286.4 48 44.2725 122 29.7809 2.0 1.5
3 0855 3.0 9.8 7.4 -2.4 1239124.7 638283.4 48 44.2720 122 29.7812 1.6

CW-123 1 18-Sep 0857 3.8 12.5 7.4 -5.1 48 44.2805 122 29.7873 1239096.9 638336.3 48 44.2806 122 29.7884 1.4
2 0858 3.8 12.5 7.4 -5.1 1239095.2 638333.9 48 44.2802 122 29.7888 1.9 1.5
3 0858 3.8 12.5 7.4 -5.1 1239101.7 638335.0 48 44.2804 122 29.7872 0.2

CW-124 1 18-Sep 0903 4.2 13.8 7.4 -6.4 48 44.2894 122 29.7944 1239076.7 638388.4 48 44.2891 122 29.7937 1.0
2 0903 4.2 13.8 7.3 -6.5 1239079.1 638390.8 48 44.2895 122 29.7931 1.6 1.5
3 0904 4.2 13.8 7.3 -6.5 1239077.1 638390.2 48 44.2894 122 29.7936 1.0

CW-125 1 18-Sep 0911 2.1 6.9 7.3 0.4 48 44.2628 122 29.7593 1239205.4 638221.4 48 44.2621 122 29.7608 2.2
2 0911 2.1 6.9 7.3 0.4 1239206.6 638221.4 48 44.2621 122 29.7605 1.9 1.5
3 0912 2.1 6.9 7.3 0.4 1239207.5 638226.2 48 44.2629 122 29.7603 1.2

CW-126 1 18-Sep 0917 2.5 8.2 7.2 -1.0 48 44.2717 122 29.7665 1239186.3 638285.7 48 44.2726 122 29.7659 1.8
2 0917 2.5 8.2 7.2 -1.0 1239183.2 638271.8 48 44.2703 122 29.7666 2.6 1.5
3 0918 2.5 8.2 7.2 -1.0 1239183.3 638278.5 48 44.2714 122 29.7666 0.6

CW-127 1 18-Sep 0924 2.9 9.5 7.1 -2.4 48 44.2807 122 29.7736 1239150.4 638337.6 48 44.2810 122 29.7751 1.9
2 0925 2.9 9.5 7.1 -2.4 1239144.3 638334.0 48 44.2804 122 29.7766 3.7 1.4
3 0926 2.9 9.5 7.1 -2.4 1239149.2 638340.0 48 44.2814 122 29.7754 2.6

CW-128 1 18-Sep 0929 2.9 9.5 7.1 -2.4 48 44.2896 122 29.7807 1239129.0 638389.1 48 44.2894 122 29.7807 0.4
2 0930 2.9 9.5 7.1 -2.4 1239132.1 638386.0 48 44.2889 122 29.7799 1.7 1.4
3 0930 2.9 9.5 7.1 -2.4 1239127.8 638390.4 48 44.2896 122 29.7810 0.3

CW-129 1 18-Sep 0937 3.9 12.8 7.0 -5.8 48 44.2986 122 29.7879 1239085.6 638446.0 48 44.2986 122 29.7918 4.8 Boom sticks
2 0937 3.9 12.8 7.0 -5.8 1239087.6 638449.6 48 44.2992 122 29.7913 4.4 1.3 on target
3 0938 3.9 12.8 7.0 -5.8 1239090.9 638449.5 48 44.2992 122 29.7905 3.4
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Charles M. Eaton
Bio-Marine Enterprises

WDOE Bellingham Bay.08.Nav SPI Cornwall

Hart Crowser
Cornwall Avenue Landfill, Bellingham SPI Mapping Survey SOFTWARE:  Corpscon 5.11.08
September 2008

Meter Meter Predicted Predicted Sample Location Distance GPS
GPS Wheel Wheel Nearest Mudline DGPS Trimble NT300D to Status Comments

Station Sample Date Time Depth Depth Tide Depth, ft. NAD 1983, SPCS, Wa. N. Target HDOP
No. Rep. m. ft. ft. (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Easting (x) Northing (y) Latitude Longitude (m.) good < 2

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-130 1 18-Sep 0956 3.2 10.5 6.8 -3.7 48 44.4810 122 29.5750 1239978.1 639537.3 48 44.4812 122 29.5758 1.0
2 0957 3.2 10.5 6.7 -3.8 1239978.8 639533.1 48 44.4805 122 29.5756 1.2 1.2
3 0957 3.2 10.5 6.7 -3.8 1239979.2 639533.7 48 44.4806 122 29.5755 1.0

CW-131 1 18-Sep 1008 4.1 13.5 6.6 -6.9 48 44.4820 122 29.5880 1239925.3 639536.6 48 44.4809 122 29.5889 2.3
2 1009 4.1 13.5 6.6 -6.9 1239926.6 639538.4 48 44.4812 122 29.5886 1.7 1.2
3 1009 4.1 13.5 6.5 -7.0 1239935.1 639543.7 48 44.4821 122 29.5865 1.8

CW-132 1 18-Sep 1013 5.8 19.0 6.5 -12.5 48 44.4820 122 29.6010 1239873.6 639543.2 48 44.4818 122 29.6018 1.0
2 1013 5.8 19.0 6.5 -12.5 1239876.1 639548.7 48 44.4827 122 29.6012 1.3 1.3
3 1014 5.9 19.4 6.5 -12.9 1239874.9 639548.1 48 44.4826 122 29.6015 1.3

CW-133 1 18-Sep 1017 7.0 23.0 6.4 -16.6 48 44.4820 122 29.6150 1239816.9 639545.7 48 44.4820 122 29.6159 1.1
2 1018 7.0 23.0 6.4 -16.6 1239824.2 639545.5 48 44.4820 122 29.6141 1.1 1.3
3 1019 7.0 23.0 6.4 -16.6 1239829.5 639551.5 48 44.4830 122 29.6128 3.3

CW-134 1 18-Sep 1022 7.0 23.0 6.4 -16.6 48 44.4820 122 29.6290 1239762.0 639554.8 48 44.4833 122 29.6296 2.5
2 1022 7.0 23.0 6.4 -16.6 1239766.0 639551.6 48 44.4828 122 29.6286 1.6 1.3
3 1023 7.0 23.0 6.3 -16.7 1239762.0 639554.8 48 44.4833 122 29.6296 2.5

CW-135 1 18-Sep 1033 8.8 28.9 6.2 -22.7 48 44.2810 122 29.8420 1238877.2 638336.8 48 44.2799 122 29.8430 2.4
2 1033 8.8 28.9 6.2 -22.7 1238878.5 638338.6 48 44.2802 122 29.8427 1.7 1.3
3 1034 8.8 28.9 6.2 -22.7 1238877.8 638342.8 48 44.2809 122 29.8429 1.1

CW-136 1 18-Sep 1037 8.8 28.9 6.1 -22.8 48 44.2980 122 29.8410 1238879.2 638446.2 48 44.2979 122 29.8431 2.6
2 1038 8.8 28.9 6.1 -22.8 1238880.8 638447.4 48 44.2981 122 29.8427 2.1 1.2
3 1039 8.8 28.9 6.1 -22.8 1238881.2 638448.0 48 44.2982 122 29.8426 2.0

CW-137 1 18-Sep 1044 7.8 25.6 6.0 -19.6 48 44.3620 122 29.7970 1239070.4 638825.2 48 44.3609 122 29.7976 2.2
2 1045 7.8 25.6 6.0 -19.6 1239074.9 638828.8 48 44.3615 122 29.7965 1.1 1.2
3 1045 7.8 25.6 6.0 -19.6 1239077.8 638829.3 48 44.3616 122 29.7958 1.6

CW-138 1 18-Sep 1049 7.6 24.9 5.9 -19.0 48 44.3800 122 29.7700 1239186.3 638937.1 48 44.3797 122 29.7694 0.9
2 1050 7.6 24.9 5.9 -19.0 1239185.9 638937.7 48 44.3798 122 29.7695 0.7 1.2
3 1050 7.6 24.9 5.9 -19.0 1239186.7 638938.9 48 44.3800 122 29.7693 0.9
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Cornwall Landfill SPI Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

1B 9/16/2008 9:42 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
2C 9/16/2008 9:55 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
3A 9/16/2008 10:00 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
4A 9/16/2008 10:05 No No Sparse eelgrass, no obvious debris
5A 9/16/2008 10:11 No 10% Small wood particles and fibers in upper 2 cm, scattered below
5C 9/16/2008 10:12 No 10% 25% wood particles in upper 4 cm, 5 % wood particles below
6A 9/16/2008 10:16 No 3% fine organic/wood particles in upper 5 cm
6B 9/16/2008 10:17 No 5% fine wood/organic particles in upper 6 cm
7A 9/16/2008 10:21 No No fine organics, no obvious debris
8A 9/16/2008 10:27 No No partial overpenetration, no obvious debris
9A 9/16/2008 10:33 No No no obvious debris, fine organic particles in upper 3 cm
10A 9/16/2008 10:59 No 3% small wood pieces on surface
10B 9/16/2008 11:00 No 3% small woody debris on surface
11A 9/16/2008 11:04 No 2% small wood chips on surface
12B 9/16/2008 11:08 No 3% wood pieces upper 2 cm
13A 9/16/2008 11:12 No No no obvious debris, possible small wood particles on surface
14A 9/16/2008 11:17 No No no obvious debris
15B 9/16/2008 11:23 No No no obvious debris, polychaetes at depth
16A 9/16/2008 11:29 No No no obvious debris
17B 9/16/2008 11:42 No 2% fine wood particles in upper 6 cm, brittle star
18B 9/16/2008 11:47 No No no obvious debris
19C 9/16/2008 11:53 No No no obvious debris, void
20C 9/16/2008 11:57 No No no obvious debris, spionid polychaetes
21A 9/16/2008 12:01 No No no obvious debris
22B 9/16/2008 13:15 No No no obvious debris
23A 9/16/2008 13:20 No No no obvious debris
24A 9/16/2008 13:25 No 5% wood piece on surface
25A 9/16/2008 13:30 No No sculpin, rocky/shell bottom, no obvious debris
26C 9/16/2008 13:39 No 3% wood piece in rocks, shells silt
27B 9/16/2008 13:45 No 25% large wood piece on surface
28B 9/16/2008 13:49 No No no obvious debris
29B 9/16/2008 13:53 No No no obvious debris
30A 9/16/2008 13:56 No No possible buried wood piece on surface, indeterminate
31B 9/16/2008 14:02 No No no obvious debris
32A 9/16/2008 14:06 No No no obvious debris
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Cornwall Landfill SPI Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

33A 9/16/2008 14:34 No No no obvious debris, void
34A 9/16/2008 14:39 No No no obvious debris
35A 9/16/2008 14:44 No No no obvious debris, sed layering
36C 9/16/2008 14:50 No No no obvious debris
37A 9/16/2008 14:55 No No no obvious debris
38C 9/16/2008 15:01 No No no obvious debris, methane bubbles
39C 9/16/2008 15:07 No No no obvious debris
40C 9/16/2008 15:13 No No no obvious debris, polychaete
41A 9/16/2008 15:26 No No rocky, no obvious debris
42B 9/16/2008 15:32 No No rocky, no obvious debris, sea star
43B 9/16/2008 15:38 No No rocky, no obvious debris
44A 9/16/2008 15:42 No No rocky, no obvious debris
45A 9/16/2008 15:46 No No shells and rock on silt, methane bubbles
45C 9/16/2008 15:47 No 2% possible small wood piece in upper sed column
46A 9/16/2008 15:49 No No shells, rock, and silt, no obvious debris
47B 9/16/2008 15:58 No 2% wood piece on surface
48C 9/16/2008 16:03 No No no obvious debris
49B 9/16/2008 16:09 No No no obvious debris, methane bubble
50A 9/16/2008 16:13 No 5% wood piece on surface
51B 9/16/2008 16:18 No No no obvious debris
52B 9/16/2008 16:23 No No no obvious debris, polychaetes at depth
53A 9/16/2008 16:36 No No no obvious debris
54C 9/16/2008 16:42 No No no obvious debris
55A 9/16/2008 16:46 No 10% wood piece on surface
56C 9/17/2008 8:31 No No no obvious debris
57B 9/17/2008 8:38 No No no obvious debris, void
58C 9/17/2008 8:45 No No no obvious debris
59C 9/17/2008 8:49 No No no obvious debris
60A 9/17/2008 8:54 No No no obvious debris
61A 9/17/2008 9:01 No No no obvious debris
62A 9/17/2008 9:05 No 3% wood particles on surface
62C 9/17/2008 9:07 No 3% wood particles on surface
63A 9/17/2008 9:11 No 15% wood pieces in surface sediment
64B 9/17/2008 9:17 No No no obvious debris
65C 9/17/2008 9:25 No No no obvious debris
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Cornwall Landfill SPI Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

66C 9/17/2008 9:31 No 5% wood piece on surface
67C 9/17/2008 9:37 No 3% wood piece on surface
68A 9/17/2008 9:41 No No no obvious debris, compact bottom & no pen
69A 9/17/2008 9:48 7% No piece of glass
70A 9/17/2008 9:54 No No rocks and shells in sand/silt, no obvious debris
71C 9/17/2008 10:02 No No rocks and shell hash, low pen, no obvious debris
72A 9/17/2008 10:37 No 5% fine wood particles upper 5 cm
72B 9/17/2008 10:38 No 5% fine wood particles upper 5 cm
73A 9/17/2008 10:42 No No no obvious debris
74C 9/17/2008 10:48 No 3% fine wood particles upper 3 cm
75A 9/17/2008 10:53 No No rocks and shells on silt, no obvious debris
76A 9/17/2008 10:59 No No rocks and shells on silt, no obvious debris
77A 9/17/2008 11:03 No 3% small wood pieces on surface
77C 9/17/2008 11:05 No 20% wood pieces on surface
78A 9/17/2008 11:10 No 2% small wood pieces on surface
78C 9/17/2008 11:11 No No no obvious debris, brittle star
79B 9/17/2008 11:18 No No no obvious debris
80C 9/17/2008 11:23 No No no obvious debris, polychaete
81C 9/17/2008 11:28 No No no obvious debris
82A 9/17/2008 11:30 5% No neck of glass bottle
83B 9/17/2008 11:35 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
84A 9/17/2008 12:49 No 7% wood pieces on surface
84B 9/17/2008 12:50 10% No seastar on neck of bottle
85A 9/17/2008 12:54 No 10% very low pen, wood pieces on surface
85B 9/17/2008 12:55 No 10% wood pieces, also in farfield?, low pen
86A 9/17/2008 13:00 15% 3% bottle glass piece, small wood pieces on surface
86C 9/17/2008 13:02 No 5% stick
87A 9/17/2008 13:05 No No no obvious debris
88A 9/17/2008 13:09 No No no obvious debris
89A 9/17/2008 13:14 No No no obvious debris
90B 9/17/2008 13:21 No No low pen
91B 9/17/2008 13:31 No No no obvious debris
92A 9/17/2008 13:36 No No possible wood in farfield, no obvious debris
93B 9/17/2008 13:41 No No hard bottom, no pen
94A 9/17/2008 13:44 No No no obvious debris, polychaete
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Cornwall Landfill SPI Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

95A 9/17/2008 14:20 No No no obvious debris
96A 9/17/2008 14:24 No No no obvious debris
97A 9/17/2008 14:29 No No no obvious debris
98C 9/17/2008 14:36 No No no obvious debris, polychaete
99C 9/17/2008 14:41 No 2% wood piece on surface
100A 9/17/2008 14:46 No 5% small wood pieces on surface, methane bubble
100B 9/17/2008 14:47 No 3% small wood pieces on surface, methane bubble
101B 9/17/2008 14:52 No No no obvious debris, methane bubbles
102A 9/17/2008 15:00 No No no obvious debris
103B 9/17/2008 15:06 No No no obvious debris, void, polychaete
104B 9/17/2008 15:12 No No eelgrass strands on surface
105A 9/17/2008 15:17 No No organic aggregates on surface, no obvious wood debris
105B 9/17/2008 15:18 No 5% wood piece and organic aggregates in upper 3 cm
106A 9/17/2008 15:23 No 5% fine wood particles in upper 8 cm
107A 9/17/2008 15:30 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
108C 9/17/2008 15:37 No 15% fine wood particles in upper 8 cm, eelgrass 
109A 9/17/2008 15:40 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
110C 9/18/2008 7:32 15% No low pen, brick piece, rocks
111C 9/18/2008 7:38 No No no pen, rocks
112C 9/18/2008 7:42 No No shell hash in sand, no obvious debris
113C 9/18/2008 7:46 No No no obvious debris
114B 9/18/2008 7:53 No 10% wood debris upper right surface
115B 9/18/2008 7:57 2% No hard sand bottom, small shell particles, algae, brick piece
116A 9/18/2008 8:05 No 5% stick in farfield
117C 9/18/2008 8:13 No No sandy hard bottom, low pen
118C 9/18/2008 8:18 No No sandy hard bottom, eelgrass fronds in farfield?
119B 9/18/2008 8:31 No No rocky & sandy bottom, no pen
120A 9/18/2008 8:44 No No sparse eelgrass on sandy bottom, no obvious debris
121C 9/18/2008 8:51 No No eelgrass on sandy bottom, crab
122C 9/18/2008 8:55 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
123B 9/18/2008 8:58 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
124C 9/18/2008 9:04 No 3% fine wood particles in upper 2 cm
125A 9/18/2008 9:11 No No rocky bottom, no pen
126B 9/18/2008 9:18 No No rocky bottom, no pen
127B 9/18/2008 9:25 No No eelgrass, low pen, deceased shiner perch?
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Cornwall Landfill SPI Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

128C 9/18/2008 9:31 No No sandy/rocky bottom with fine shell
129C 9/18/2008 9:38 No No rocks on sandy bottom
130B 9/18/2008 9:57 No No Eelgrass, no obvious debris
131A 9/18/2008 10:09 No 3% fine wood particles in surface
131B 9/18/2008 10:09 No 2% fine wood particles in surface
132A 9/18/2008 10:13 No No no obvious debris
133B 9/18/2008 10:18 No No no obvious debris, polychaete
134A 9/18/2008 10:22 No No no obvious debris
135C 9/18/2008 10:34 No No no obvious debris, spionid polychaete?
136A 9/18/2008 10:38 No No no obvious debris
137A 9/18/2008 10:44 No No no obvious debris, methane bubbles
138A 9/18/2008 10:49 No No no obvious debris

Duplicate image for final analysis
Image for final analysis
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Cornwall Landfill Plan View Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Time Stamp Strip # Image # Slide # Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

1A 9/16/2008 9:41 10:41 1 9 mounted No No dense eelgrass
2C 9/16/2008 9:55 10:56 1 16 mounted No No dense eelgrass
3A 9/16/2008 10:00 11:00 1 17 mounted No No dense eelgrass
4A 9/16/2008 10:05 11:06 1 21 mounted No No mod to sparse eelgrass
5A 9/16/2008 10:11 11:11 2 25 5 No 25% very fine woody debris on surface
6A 9/16/2008 10:16 11:17 2 29 9 No 3% fine wood debris on silty surface
7A 9/16/2008 10:21 11:21 2 32 12 No No slightly cloudy, no obvious debris
8A 9/16/2008 10:27 11:27 2 35 15 No No cloudy image, no obvious debris
9A 9/16/2008 10:33 11:34 2 39 19 No No cloudy image, no obvious debris

10A 9/16/2008 10:59 11:59 2 42 22 No 3% one wood chunk, eelgrass and silty surface
11A 9/16/2008 11:04 12:04 2 46 26 No 3% trace woody debris, clear image
12A 9/16/2008 11:08 12:08 2 49 29 No 3% slight cloudy, trace woody debris
13A 9/16/2008 11:12 12:12 2 52 32 -- -- cloudy
14B 9/16/2008 11:18 12:18 2 57 37 No No cloudy, image overexposed
15B 9/16/2008 11:23 12:24 3 60 mounted -- -- black slide (slide was mounted)
16A 9/16/2008 11:29 12:30 3 62 mounted -- -- cloudy (slide was mounted)
17C 9/16/2008 11:43 12:43 3 70 6 -- -- cloudy
18A 9/16/2008 11:46 12:47 3 71 7 No No mostly cloudy, possible wood debris
19A 9/16/2008 11:51 12:52 3 74 10 No No cloudy, possible wood debris
20A 9/16/2008 11:56 12:56 3 77 13 -- -- cloudy
21A 9/16/2008 12:01 13:02 3 80 16 -- -- cloudy
22A 9/16/2008 13:14 14:15 3 88 22 No No No obvious debris
23A 9/16/2008 13:20 14:21 3 91 25 -- -- cloudy
24A 9/16/2008 13:25 14:25 3 95 29 No No shells and rock, algae growth or sands?
24B 9/16/2008 13:25 14:26 3 96 30 No No shells and rocks
25A 9/16/2008 13:30 14:31 3 99 33 No No sandy and shells, algae, seastar
26A 9/16/2008 13:37 14:39 4 102 36A No 10% Wood chunks and shells
27A 9/16/2008 13:45 14:45 4 106 40A No No No obvious debris
27C 9/16/2008 13:46 14:46 4 108 42A No 15% large wood debris pieces
28A 9/16/2008 13:48 14:49 4 110 44A No No Kelp piece on surface
29A 9/16/2008 13:52 14:53 4 113 3A No 3% piece of wood on side
30A 9/16/2008 13:56 14:57 4 116 6A No No crab on surface, no obvious debris
30B 9/16/2008 13:57 14:57 4 117 7A No No No obvious debris
31A 9/16/2008 14:01 15:02 4 119 9A No 20% sea cucumber, wood piece encrusted w/ algae, bryozoa
31B 9/16/2008 14:02 15:03 4 120 10A No No No obvious debris
32A 9/16/2008 14:06 15:07 4 123 13A No No No obvious debris
33A 9/16/2008 14:34 15:35 4 128 16A No No No obvious debris
34A 9/16/2008 14:39 15:40 4 131 19A -- -- cloudy
35C 9/16/2008 14:45 15:46 5 137 25A -- -- cloudy
36A 9/16/2008 14:48 15:49 5 138 26A No No No obvious debris
37A 9/16/2008 14:55 15:56 5 142 30A -- -- cloudy
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Cornwall Landfill Plan View Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Time Stamp Strip # Image # Slide # Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

38A 9/16/2008 14:59 16:00 5 145 33A -- -- cloudy, possible shell particles
39A 9/16/2008 15:06 16:07 5 148 36A -- -- cloudy, possible shell particles
40A 9/16/2008 15:12 16:12 5 151 39A -- -- cloudy
41B 9/16/2008 15:26 16:27 5 157 1A 3% No seastar, bottle neck
41C 9/16/2008 15:27 16:28 5 158 2A No 3% sandy bottom, piece of wood
42A 9/16/2008 15:31 16:32 5 159 3A 10% 10% wood pieces, brick piece, sea star, rocky
42C 9/16/2008 15:32 16:33 5 161 5A 5% 10% plastic bag, wood pieces
43A 9/16/2008 15:37 16:38 5 162 6A No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
43C 9/16/2008 15:38 16:39 5 164 8A 3% 5% plastic pieces (likely), buried wood debris, rocky/sandy
44A 9/16/2008 15:42 16:43 5 165 9A No No rocky/sandy, no obvious debris, seastar
44B 9/16/2008 15:43 16:43 5 166 10A 5% No rocky/sandy, plastic/brick? pieces, seastar
45A 9/16/2008 15:46 16:47 6 168 12A No No No obvious debris
46A 9/16/2008 15:49 16:50 6 171 15A No 5% kelp piece (likely), shell with wood pieces
46B 9/16/2008 15:50 16:51 6 172 16A No 5% shell and wood pieces
47A 9/16/2008 15:57 16:58 6 174 18A No 7% cloudy, likely wood debris
48A 9/16/2008 16:01 17:02 6 177 21A No No cloudy, possible wood debris
49A 9/16/2008 16:08 17:09 6 180 24A -- -- cloudy
50A 9/16/2008 16:13 17:14 6 183 27A No 5% wood pieces, cloudy image
51A 9/16/2008 16:18 17:18 6 186 30A -- -- cloudy
52A 9/16/2008 16:22 17:23 6 190 34A -- -- cloudy, dark
53A 9/16/2008 16:36 17:37 6 194 38A -- -- cloudy, dark
54A 9/16/2008 16:41 17:41 6 197 41A -- -- very dark/black image
55A 9/16/2008 16:46 -- No plan view obtained at this station
56B 9/17/2008 8:30 8:30 7 7 6 -- -- cloudy 
57A 9/17/2008 8:37 -- No plan view obtained at this station
58A 9/17/2008 8:43 8:43 7 10 9 -- -- cloudy
59A 9/17/2008 8:48 8:48 7 13 12 -- -- cloudy
60A 9/17/2008 8:54 8:54 7 16 15 -- -- cloudy
61A 9/17/2008 9:01 9:01 7 19 18 -- -- cloudy
62A 9/17/2008 9:05 9:05 7 22 21 no 10% wood debris, cloudy image
63B 9/17/2008 9:12 9:12 7 26 25 -- 3% cloudy, wood piece
64B 9/17/2008 9:17 9:17 7 29 28 -- -- cloudy
65A 9/17/2008 9:23 9:23 7 31 30 -- -- cloudy
66B 9/17/2008 9:30 9:30 8 35 34 -- -- cloudy
67A 9/17/2008 9:36 9:36 8 37 36 -- -- cloudy
68A 9/17/2008 9:41 9:41 8 40 39 No 3% small woody pieces, circular shell?
68C 9/17/2008 9:42 9:42 8 42 41 No 40% large wood piece
69C 9/17/2008 9:50 9:49 8 45 44 No 5% crabs, scattered wood debris
70A 9/17/2008 9:54 9:54 8 48 3 No No rocks/shells on silty surface
71A 9/17/2008 10:01 10:01 8 51 6 No No rocks/sandy, algae, shell pieces
72A 9/17/2008 10:37 10:37 8 55 9 No 5% small wood particles
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Cornwall Landfill Plan View Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Time Stamp Strip # Image # Slide # Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

73A 9/17/2008 10:42 10:42 8 58 12 No No No obvious debris
74A 9/17/2008 10:47 10:47 8 61 15 No 10% wood pieces on surface
75A 9/17/2008 10:53 10:53 9 65 19 No 7% scattered wood debris on rocky bottom
75B 9/17/2008 10:54 10:54 9 66 20 No 5% wood debris on rocky bottom
76A 9/17/2008 10:59 10:59 9 68 22 No 5% silt drape on wood pieces, rocky bottom
77A 9/17/2008 11:03 11:03 9 71 25 No 10% wood debris, shell debris
78A 9/17/2008 11:10 11:10 9 74 28 -- -- cloudy
79A 9/17/2008 11:17 11:18 9 78 32 -- -- cloudy
80A 9/17/2008 11:22 11:22 9 81 35 -- -- cloudy
81B 9/17/2008 11:27 11:27 9 85 39 -- -- cloudy
82A 9/17/2008 11:30 11:30 9 87 41 -- 3% wood piece, cloudy
83A 9/17/2008 11:34 11:34 9 90 44 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
84A 9/17/2008 12:49 12:48 9 94 4 15% No bottle present
85A 9/17/2008 12:54 12:54 10 99 9 3% 15% partial image, wood debris, circular object (bottle?)
86A 9/17/2008 13:00 13:01 10 102 12 No 5% small wood pieces and particles w/ shells
87A 9/17/2008 13:05 13:05 10 107 17 -- -- cloudy
88A 9/17/2008 13:09 13:09 10 111 21 -- -- cloudy
89C 9/17/2008 13:15 13:16 10 117 27 -- -- cloudy
90C 9/17/2008 13:22 13:23 10 121 31 No 10% likely wood debris
91A 9/17/2008 13:30 13:30 10 122 32 -- -- cloudy
92A 9/17/2008 13:36 13:36 10 125 35 -- -- cloudy
93A 9/17/2008 13:40 13:40 10 128 38 -- -- cloudy
94A 9/17/2008 13:44 13:44 11 131 41 -- -- cloudy
95A 9/17/2008 14:20 14:20 11 136 2 -- -- cloudy
96A 9/17/2008 14:24 14:24 11 139 5 No 7% possible wood debris, seastar
97A 9/17/2008 14:29 14:29 11 143 9 No 5% wood piece
98A 9/17/2008 14:35 14:35 11 146 12 -- -- cloudy
99A 9/17/2008 14:39 14:39 11 149 15 -- -- cloudy
100A 9/17/2008 14:46 14:47 11 153 19 No No hazy, no obvious debris
101A 9/17/2008 14:51 14:51 11 156 22 No 2% stick
102A 9/17/2008 15:00 15:00 11 159 25 -- -- cloudy
103A 9/17/2008 15:05 15:05 12 162 28 -- -- cloudy
104A 9/17/2008 15:11 15:11 12 165 31 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
105A 9/17/2008 15:17 15:17 12 168 34 No No No obvious debris
106A 9/17/2008 15:23 15:24 12 173 39 No No No obvious debris
107A 9/17/2008 15:30 15:30 12 176 42 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
108A 9/17/2008 15:35 15:35 12 179 1 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
109A 9/17/2008 15:40 15:40 12 182 4 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
110A 9/18/2008 7:31 7:31 13 5 40 No No rocky, no obvious debris
111A 9/18/2008 7:36 7:36 13 8 43 No No rocky, fine shell, no obvious debris
111B 9/18/2008 7:37 7:37 13 9 44 No No rocky, fine shell, no obvious debris
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Cornwall Landfill Plan View Image Analysis - Final Results (10/21/08)
Station (CW) Date Time Time Stamp Strip # Image # Slide # Muni Waste Wood Debris Comments

112A 9/18/2008 7:41 7:41 13 12 3 No No sandy, fine shells, no obvious debris
113A 9/18/2008 7:45 7:45 13 15 6 No No sandy, fine shells, no obvious debris
114B 9/18/2008 7:53 7:53 13 20 11 No 25% decayed log/branch
115A 9/18/2008 7:56 7:56 13 23 14 No No sandy, shells, no obvious debris
116A 9/18/2008 8:05 8:05 13 26 17 No 5% small woody pieces, branch
117A 9/18/2008 8:12 8:12 13 30 21 No No cut slide, no obvious debris
118B 9/18/2008 8:17 8:17 13 34 25 No 5% weathered wood piece
119A 9/18/2008 8:31 8:31 13 36 27 No No rocky, fine shell, no obvious debris
119B 9/18/2008 8:31 8:31 13 37 28 No No rocky, fine shell, no obvious debris
120A 9/18/2008 8:44 8:44 13 39 30 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
121A 9/18/2008 8:49 8:49 13 43 34 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
122A 9/18/2008 8:54 8:54 13 46 37 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
123A 9/18/2008 8:58 8:58 13 49 40 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
124A 9/18/2008 9:03 9:03 13 52 43 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
125A 9/18/2008 9:11 9:11 13 56 3 No No rocky, no obvious debris
126C 9/18/2008 9:19 9:19 13 61 8 20% No metal or plastic sign piece
127A 9/18/2008 9:25 9:25 14 64 11 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
128B 9/18/2008 9:31 9:31 14 68 15 7% No clear glass and possible plastic
128C 9/18/2008 9:31 9:31 14 69 16 7% 20% decomposing wood piece, glass and poss plastic
129A 9/18/2008 9:37 9:37 14 71 18 No No rocks and shell debris, sea stars
130A 9/18/2008 9:56 9:56 14 74 21 No No eelgrass, no obvious debris
131A 9/18/2008 10:09 10:09 14 77 24 -- -- cloudy
132A 9/18/2008 10:13 10:13 14 80 27 -- -- cloudy
133A 9/18/2008 10:18 10:18 14 83 30 -- -- cloudy
134A 9/18/2008 10:22 10:22 14 86 33 -- -- cloudy
135A 9/18/2008 10:33 10:33 14 89 36 -- -- cloudy
136A 9/18/2008 10:38 10:38 14 92 39 -- -- cloudy
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APPENDIX E 
CORNWALL AVENUE LANDFILL 

SEDIMENT VIBRACORE LOCATIONS, DESCRIPTIONS, AND LOGS 



Sheet 1 of 2Table E-1 - Cornwall Avenue Landfill Vibracore Location Data 3
Predicted

Predicted Mudline Distance GPS
GPS Measured Nearest Elevation to Status Comments

Location Sample Date Time Depth Tide in Feet Target HDOP p=penetration
No. Rep. in Feet in Feet (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Latitude Longitude in Feet good < 2 r=recovery

CW-12 1 25-Sep 1031 13.8 1.1 -12.7 48 44.2711 122 29.8075 48 44.2696 122 29.8057 11.8 1.1 8.5' p, 5.5' r
CW-14 1 25-Sep 1116 21.0 2.1 -18.9 48 44.2890 122 29.8217 48 44.2884 122 29.8214 4.1 1.1 7.5' p, 7.5' r
CW-08 1 25-Sep 1150 23.0 3.1 -19.9 48 44.3071 122 29.8223 48 44.3054 122 29.8207 12.3 1.0 7.0' p, 6.3' r
CW-91 1 25-Sep 1313 25.9 5.5 -20.4 48 44.3252 122 29.8229 48 44.3242 122 29.8215 8.4 1.3 7.5' p, 5.9' r
CW-87 1 25-Sep 1343 23.6 6.2 -17.4 48 44.3437 122 29.7962 48 44.3433 122 29.7963 2.3 1.1 4.5' p, 2.3' r
CW-29 1 25-Sep 1409 22.5 6.8 -15.7 48 44.3622 122 29.7694 48 44.3623 122 29.7693 1.0 1.0 7.0' p, 6.0' r
CW-49 1 25-Sep 1552 25.6 8.3 -17.3 48 44.3806 122 29.7427 48 44.3813 122 29.7429 4.2 1.1 7.5' p, 4.8' r
CW-02 1 25-Sep 1615 13.5 8.3 -5.2 48 44.2534 122 29.7795 48 44.2524 122 29.7803 7.0 1.2 5.7' p, 2.2' r
CW-67 1 25-Sep 1634 21.0 8.2 -12.8 48 44.3991 122 29.7159 48 44.3982 122 29.7165 6.0 1.2 7.9' p, 4.8' r
CW-53 1 25-Sep 1708 21.7 7.9 -13.8 48 44.4172 122 29.7165 48 44.4162 122 29.7172 6.6 1.2 6.3' p, na' r
CW-63 1 25-Sep 1729 20.3 7.7 -12.6 48 44.4357 122 29.6898 48 44.4362 122 29.6904 4.2 1.3 6.5' p, na' r
CW-61 1 25-Sep 1800 23.6 7.2 -16.4 48 44.4539 122 29.6767 48 44.4540 122 29.6771 1.8 1.1 7.7' p, 5.7' r
CW-80 1 26-Sep 0851 17.0 0.6 -16.4 48 44.4724 122 29.6499 48 44.4713 122 29.6494 7.1 1.4 8.5' p, 7.2' r
CW-82 1 26-Sep 1037 13.5 0.9 -12.6 48 44.4728 122 29.6226 48 44.4725 122 29.6218 3.6 1.1 5.9' p, 2.9' r
CW-07 1 26-Sep 1109 20.3 1.3 -19.0 48 44.2982 122 29.8152 48 44.2980 122 29.8152 1.0 1.0 7.0' p, 3.3' r
CW-84 1 26-Sep 1128 18.7 1.7 -17.0 48 44.3163 122 29.8158 48 44.3151 122 29.8162 7.2 1.1 7.0' p, 4.2' r
CW-26 1 26-Sep 1206 14.8 2.3 -12.5 48 44.3347 122 29.7890 48 44.3357 122 29.7888 6.0 1.0 6.0' p, 1.7' r
CW-28 1 26-Sep 1303 20.5 4.0 -16.5 48 44.3530 122 29.7760 48 44.3529 122 29.7754 2.4 1.3 7.0' p, 3.7' r
CW-48 1 26-Sep 1319 22.3 6.3 -16.1 48 44.3715 122 29.7492 48 44.3706 122 29.7481 7.0 1.3 6.0' p, 3.9' r
CW-68 1 26-Sep 1339 16.1 5.6 -10.5 48 44.3900 122 29.7225 48 44.3896 122 29.7216 4.1 1.1 8.2' p, 2.6' r
CW-66 1 26-Sep 1354 18.4 5.5 -12.9 48 44.4082 122 29.7094 48 44.4080 122 29.7083 4.6 1.0 7.1' p, 2.0' r
CW-64 1 26-Sep 1414 18.4 6.1 -12.3 48 44.4265 122 29.6963 48 44.4269 122 29.6957 3.3 0.9 7.6' p, 5.0' r
CW-77 1 26-Sep 1430 16.7 6.5 -10.2 48 44.4450 122 29.6695 48 44.4447 122 29.6697 2.0 0.9 7.2' p, 3.0' r

CW-113 1 26-Sep 1501 19.4 7.3 -12.1 48 44.4635 122 29.6428 48 44.4631 122 29.6418 4.6 1.2 6.0' p, 3.6' r
CW-75 1 26-Sep 1521 16.1 7.6 -8.5 48 44.4267 122 29.6826 48 44.4270 122 29.6836 4.3 1.2 4.8' p, 2.3' r

CW-120 1 26-Sep 1539 10.2 7.9 -2.3 48 44.2536 122 29.7659 48 44.2550 122 29.7631 13.9 1.2 na' p, 1.3' r
CW-03 1 26-Sep 1551 14.1 8.1 -6.0 48 44.2624 122 29.7867 48 44.2623 122 29.7873 2.6 1.1 6.0' p, 2.7' r
CW-17 1 29-Sep 1010 17.7 3.3 -14.4 48 44.2620 122 29.8140 48 44.2619 122 29.8134 2.6 1.1 8.0' p, 3.5' r
CW-19 1 29-Sep 1030 21.0 3.0 -18.0 48 44.2799 122 29.8283 48 44.2809 122 29.8274 7.1 1.1 8.0' p, 4.0' r

CW-136 1 29-Sep 1046 23.6 2.8 -20.8 48 44.2980 122 29.8410 48 44.2979 122 29.8401 3.7 1.0 7.5' p, 5.7' r
CW-139 1 29-Sep 1107 23.6 2.7 -20.9 48 44.3230 122 29.8360 48 44.3235 122 29.8371 5.4 1.1 7.5' p, 5.6' r
CW-93 1 29-Sep 1125 21.7 2.6 -19.1 48 44.3435 122 29.8098 48 44.3423 122 29.8099 7.2 1.1 7.5' p, 5.4' r
CW-89 1 29-Sep 1146 20.0 2.6 -17.4 48 44.3620 122 29.7831 48 44.3620 122 29.7830 0.4 1.1 6.1' p, 2.5' r
CW-31 1 29-Sep 1236 20.7 3.0 -17.7 48 44.3804 122 29.7563 48 44.3800 122 29.7554 4.6 1.3 6.7' p, 3.5' r
CW-51 1 29-Sep 1251 17.2 3.2 -14.0 48 44.3989 122 29.7296 48 44.3994 122 29.7308 5.7 1.3 8.0' p, 6.8' r

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D
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Predicted

Predicted Mudline Distance GPS
GPS Measured Nearest Elevation to Status Comments

Location Sample Date Time Depth Tide in Feet Target HDOP p=penetration
No. Rep. in Feet in Feet (MLLW) Latitude Longitude Latitude Longitude in Feet good < 2 r=recovery

NAD 1983, Decimal Min. NAD 1983, Decimal Min.

Sample Target Sample Location
DGPS Trimble NT300D

CW-36 1 29-Sep 1307 19.0 3.4 -15.6 48 44.4261 122 29.7236 48 44.4262 122 29.7242 2.3 1.1 7.7' p, 5.5' r
CW-57 1 29-Sep 1324 22.5 3.7 -18.8 48 44.4538 122 29.6903 48 44.4539 122 29.6900 1.6 1.1 6.5' p, 3.7' r

CW-134 1 29-Sep 1339 20.0 4.0 -16.0 48 44.4820 122 29.6290 48 44.4812 122 29.6288 4.9 1.0 8.0' p, 6.5' r
CW-132 1 29-Sep 1354 16.4 4.3 -12.1 48 44.4820 122 29.6010 48 44.4813 122 29.6008 4.3 1.0 8.0' p, 2.5' r

2 29-Sep 1404 17.1 4.5 -12.6 48 44.4820 122 29.6010 48 44.4810 122 29.6010 6.1 1.3 7.5' p, 2.5' r
CW-108 1 29-Sep 1434 11.2 5.2 -6.0 48 44.2440 122 29.7870 48 44.2437 122 29.7868 2.0 1.1 6.8' p, 2.0' r
CW-05 1 29-Sep 1448 15.4 5.4 -10.0 48 44.2803 122 29.8009 48 44.2796 122 29.8011 4.2 1.2 7.1' p, 1.8' r

CW-124 1 29-Sep 1503 13.8 5.8 -8.0 48 44.2894 122 29.7944 48 44.2893 122 29.7944 0.7 1.7 6.2' p, 3.8' r
CW-25 1 29-Sep 1519 12.5 6.1 -6.4 48 44.3256 122 29.7956 48 44.3261 122 29.7961 3.7 1.2 no recovery

CW-117 1 29-Sep 1538 9.5 6.6 -2.9 48 44.4732 122 29.5952 48 44.4725 122 29.5949 4.5 1.1 4.0 p, na' r

Note:
*Data provided by Bio-Marine Enterprises
NA: Not Available
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Core 
Number Date Time

Total 
Penetration in 

Feet

Total 
Recovery 

in Feet Refuse?

Refuse 
Thickness in 

Feet Description
Percent by 
Volumeb

Wood 
Debris?

Wood 
Thickness 

in Feet
Percent by 
Volumec

Relative 
Percentc  (Bark 

vs. 
Chips/Sawdust) Bore Log Notes

Recent Overlying 
Sediment Layer 

in Feetd

BLVD-SC-01 9/23/2008 1530 6.0 (refusal) 6.0 No  -- refusal likely due to wood debris  -- Yes 5 25 to 50 1.0

BLVD-SC-02 9/23/2008 1438 9.1 (refusal) 5.4 No  --
refusal due to wood debris, also 
caused compaction  -- Yes 5.4 25 to 50 0.4

BLVD-SC-03 9/23/2008 1126 11.3 6.6 No  --
compaction likely due to wood 
debris  -- Yes 6.6 >50 0.0

BLVD-SC-04 9/23/2008 1014 11.5 10.2 No  -- no native sediment observed  -- Yes 9.7 >50 0.5

BLVD-SC-05 9/22/2008 1630 14.0 14.0 No  --
"native" sediments encountered at 
~9.5 ft.  -- Yes 9.5 >50 0.0

BLVD-SC-06 9/22/2008 1530 15.0 7.8 No  --
"native" sediments encountered at 
~6 ft.  -- Yes 4.5 25 to 50 1.5

BLVD-SC-07 9/24/2008 902 4.0 (refusal) 3.3 No  -- refusal due to wood debris  -- Yes 3.3 25 to 50 0.0

BLVD-SC-08 9/23/2008 1656 16.0 15.0 No  --
"native" sediments encountered at 
~7 ft.  -- Yes 4.5 25 to 50 2.5

BLVD-SC-09 9/23/2008 1818 9.7 (refusal) 8.1 Yes 0*
milk container fragment observed 
from 1.7-2.5 ft <5 Yes 3.5 25 to 50 Both bark, wood chips, sawdust 0.5

CW-002 9/25/2008 1615 5.7 (refusal) 2.2 No  -- refusal caused by wood debris  -- Yes 2.2 >50 >Chips/Dust bark and wood chips/sawdust ~ 0.5 + eelgrass

CW-003 9/26/2008 1551 6.0 (refusal) 2.7 No  --
refusal and pile driving due to 
wood debris  -- Yes 2.7 >50 >Chips/Dust sawdust ~ 0.5 + eelgrass

CW-005 9/29/2008 1455 7.1 1.8 Yes 0*
single piece of plastic at 1 ft, pile 
drive due to wood debris <5 Yes 1.8 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust wood chips, fibers ~ 1

CW-007 9/26/2008 1109 7.0 3.3 Yes 0.4
plastic fragments, rubber band, 
blue rubber, aluminum foil <5 Yes 2.3 25 to 50 >Bark piece of wood and bark 2.9

CW-008 9/25/2008 1150 7.0 6.3 Yes 1
plastic, tongue depressor, tin foil, 
sock <5 Yes 4.3 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust

wood chips/sawdust and bark 
(3 inch) 2.0

CW-012 9/25/2008 1031 8.5 6.5 Yes 0*
single piece of aluminum foil in 
upper 0.5 ft <5 Yes 6 >50 Both wood chips and bark 0.5

CW-014 9/25/2008 1116 7.5 7.5 Yes 3.5 plastic pieces, bags <5 Yes 4.5 25 to 50 Both bark and wood chips  1.5

CW-017 9/29/2008 1010 8.0 3.5 Yes 0*
one shoe lace at 2.5 ft, pile drive 
due to wood debris <5 Yes 2 25 to 50 Both bark, wood chips/sawdust 1.5

CW-019 9/29/2008 1030 8.0 4.0 No  -- pile drive due to wood debris  -- Yes 1.5 25 to 50 Both bark, wood chips, sawdust 2.5

CW-025 9/29/2008 1519 refusal refusal  --  --
glass and fine gravel at bottom 
may have caused refusal  --  --  --  --  --  -- 0.0

CW-026 9/26/2008 1206 6.0 (refusal) 1.7 Yes 1.7
glass and plastic fragments, 
refusal due to gravel and refuse <5 Yes 1.7 25 to 50 >Bark bark 0.0

CW-028 9/26/2008 1303 7.0 3.7 Yes 0* one piece of plastic at 1.5 ft <5 Yes 2.2 25 to 50 >Bark large (3-4 inch) piece of bark 1.5

CW-029 9/25/2008 1409 7.0 6.0 Yes 0.5 plastic fragments <5 Yes 5 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust
moderate to abundant wood 

chips/sawdust 3.0
CW-031 9/29/2008 1236 6.7 3.5 No  --  --  -- Yes 2 25 to 50 >Bark bark, wood sticks 1.0

CW-036 9/29/2008 1307 7.7 5.5 Yes 0*
single piece of plastic (candy 
wrapper) at 1.8 ft <5 No   --  --   --  -- 1.8

CW-048 9/26/2008 1319 6.0 (refusal) 3.9 Yes 0.4

plastic bag/fragments, christmas 
tinsel, detergent bottle cap, refusal 
due to refuse? 10 Yes 3.5 25 to 50 >Bark bark 3.5
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Core 
Number Date Time

Total 
Penetration in 

Feet

Total 
Recovery 

in Feet Refuse?

Refuse 
Thickness in 

Feet Description
Percent by 
Volumeb

Wood 
Debris?

Wood 
Thickness 

in Feet
Percent by 
Volumec

Relative 
Percentc  (Bark 

vs. 
Chips/Sawdust) Bore Log Notes

Recent Overlying 
Sediment Layer 

in Feetd

CW-049 9/25/2008 1552 7.5 4.8 Yes 2.5 plastic bags, plastic jar bottom  5-10 Yes 2.8 25 to 50 Both some bark, wood chips 2.0

CW-051 9/29/2008 1251 7.8 6.8 No  --  --  -- Yes 1.4 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust
fibers, wood chips, sawdust, 

piece of bark 1.5

CW-053 9/25/2008 1708 6.3 2.8 Yes 0*
single plastic sheet at 0.8 ft, pile 
drive due to wood debris <5 Yes 2 >50 >Chips/Dust

wood chips, bark, one large 
wood chip 0.8

CW-057 9/29/2008 1324 6.5 3.7 No  --  --  -- Yes 2.7 25 to 50 >Bark bark 1.0
CW-061 9/25/2008 1800 7.7 5.7 Yes 2 plastic sheet, blue plastic <5 Yes 3.7 >50 >Chips/Dust wood chips 2.0
CW-063 9/25/2008 1729 6.5 5.0 No  --  --  -- Yes 3 >50 >Chips/Dust wood sawdust 1.5

CW-064 9/26/2008 1414 7.6 5.0 No  --  --  -- Yes 5 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust
thin layer (~2 inches) of fibrous 

wood 3.0

CW-066 9/26/2008 1354 7.1 2.0 Yes 1
rubber gasket, plastic fragments, 
wood at bottom caused pile drive <5 Yes 1 25 to 50 >Bark large piece of wood (3-inch) 1.0

CW-067 9/25/2008 1634 7.9 4.8 Yes 1 plastic sheet and fragments <5 Yes 2 >50 >Chips/Dust bark and wood chips/sawdust 2.0

CW-068 9/26/2008 1339 8.2 2.6 Yes 0*
piece of linoleum flooring may 
have cause pile driving <5 Yes 2.6 25 to 50 >Bark bark 2.6

CW-075 9/26/2008 1521 4.8 (refusal) 2.3 Yes 0* single plastic sheet at 0.7 ft <5 Yes 2.3 25 to 50 Both
bark, wood chips, large piece of 

wood 2.3

CW-077 9/26/2008 1430 7.2 3.0 Yes 1.5
brick and glass frags, plywood 
piece, pile drive due to debris  5-10 Yes 3 25 to 50 Both wood debris 0.0

CW-080 9/26/2008 851 8.5 7.2 No  --  --  -- Yes 4 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust bark and wood chips/sawdust 3.0

CW-082 9/26/2008 1037 5.9 (refusal) 2.9 Yes 1.4
plastic bags, aluminum foil, refusal 
caused by wood debris <5 Yes 1.4 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust wood chips 1.5

CW-084 9/26/2008 1128 7.0 4.2 Yes 1.2
bread clip, newspaper, glass 
fragments <5 Yes 3.7 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust wood chips/sawdust, small bark 0.5

CW-087 9/25/2008 1343 4.5 (refusal) 2.3 Yes 0*
refusal caused by refuse, glass 
and porcelein frags, plastic <5 Yes 2.3 <25 Both

moderate to abundant wood 
debris 2.3

CW-089 9/29/2008 1146 6.1 2.5 No  -- pile drive due to wood debris  -- Yes 2 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust wood chips, fibers, sawdust 0.5
CW-091 9/25/2008 1313 7.5 5.9 Yes 2 cigarette pack, paper, plastic <5 Yes 2.5 25 to 50 Both wood chips and bark 0.5

CW-093 9/29/2008 1125 7.5 5.4 Yes 0.5
small piece of leather, glass 
fragment <5 Yes 2 25 to 50 Both wood debris 2.5

CW-108 9/29/2008 1434 6.8 2.0 No  -- pile drive due to wood debris  -- Yes 2 >50 >Chips/Dust
sawdust/wood chips, large 3-4 

inch wood piece ~ 0.5 + eelgrass
CW-113 9/26/2008 1501 6.0 3.6 Yes 0* one small piece of plastic at 3 ft <5 Yes 3.6 25 to 50 >Bark bark (3-inch) 3.0
CW-117 9/29/2008 1538 4.0 4.0 No  --  --  -- Yes 2.5 >50 >Chips/Dust wood chips and sawdust < 0.5
CW-120 9/26/2008 1539 2.0 (refusal) 1.3 No  -- refusal due to wood debris  -- Yes 1.3 >50 >Chips/Dust wood chips and sawdust ~ 0.5 + eelgrass

CW-124 9/29/2008 1503 6.2 3.8 Yes 0*
piece of fabric/textile at 3.8 ft, pile 
drive due to wood debris <5 Yes 3.8 25 to 50 Both -- 2.0

CW-132 9/29/2008 1404 6.5 2.5 Yes 0*
single piece of plastic sheet, pile 
drive due to wood debris <5 Yes 2.5 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust wood chips, sawdust, fibers 1.5

CW-134 9/29/2008 1339 8.5 6.5 No  --  --  -- Yes 0.7 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust fibers, wood chips 2.7
CW-136 9/29/2008 1046 7.5 5.7 Yes 0* small piece of plastic at 4 ft <5 Yes 4 25 to 50 >Bark primarily bark 1.7

CW-139 9/29/2008 1107 7.5 5.6 Yes 2 plastic frags, aluminum foil <5 Yes 3.6 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust
fibers, wood chips, sawdust, 
large piece of bark (3-inches) 2.0

RGH-SC-01 8/26/2008 1654 6.0 4.5 Yes 0.5
glass fragments on surface, brick 
debris at 2.5 ft <5 Yes <1 <25 >Chips/Dust

chips, sawdust, 2-inch wood 
chip <0.5
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Core 
Number Date Time

Total 
Penetration in 

Feet

Total 
Recovery 

in Feet Refuse?

Refuse 
Thickness in 

Feet Description
Percent by 
Volumeb

Wood 
Debris?

Wood 
Thickness 

in Feet
Percent by 
Volumec

Relative 
Percentc  (Bark 

vs. 
Chips/Sawdust) Bore Log Notes

Recent Overlying 
Sediment Layer 

in Feetd

RGH-SC-02 8/26/2008 1802 6.0 5.2 Yes 3

brick, glass, wire fragments on 
surface, brick and glass fragments 
at 2.25 ft to 5.2 ft 10 Yes 2.25 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust

scattered wood fiber on surface, 
3-inch wood chips from 3 to 

5.25 ft 0.5

RGH-SC-03 8/27/2008 1212 6.2 5.5 No  -- brick fragments on surface  -- Yes 3 >50 >Chips/Dust

abundant wood sticks (0.5 to 4 
inch long) at surface, wood 

chips from 2.8 ft to 5.5 ft 1.8

RGH-SC-04 8/27/2008 1149 6.0 5.7 No  --  --  -- Yes 5 >50 >Chips/Dust

wood pieces (0.5 to 2 inch) from 
0.7 to 2.2 ft, wood chip layers at 
2.5 ft and 5.1 ft, abundant wood 

pieces to 5.7 ft 0.7

RGH-SC-05 8/27/2008 1127 6.0 4.5 No  --  --  -- Yes 4 >50 >Chips/Dust

wood fragments 0.5 to 1.5 ft, 
abundant wood chips from 3 to 

4.5 ft 0.5

RGH-SC-06 8/27/2008 1017 6.0 5.3 No  --  --  -- Yes 3.5 >50 >Chips/Dust

root/wood fragments from 
surface to 2.75 ft, wood chip 

layers (1 to 3 cm thick) at 2.75 
and 3.25 ft, wood chip layers 

increase to 5.25 ft 0.9
RGH-SC-07 9/24/2008 1403 6.8 4.9 Yes 0* 5 inch piece black plastic at 6.8' <5 Yes 6.5 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust wood chips, sawdust 0.5
RGH-SC-08 9/24/2008 1639 5.5 4.8 Yes 0* plastic syringe at 5.5 ft <5 Yes 3.5 >50 >Chips/Dust wood chips, sawdust, fibers 2.0

RGH-SC-09 9/24/2008 1601 5.5 4.3 No  --  --  -- Yes 3.5 25 to 50 >Chips/Dust
wood pieces (0.5 to 4 inch), 
increasing amounts with depth 2.0

1.5
Notes:

0* - single piece or fragment of refuse observed in core
a Observations are based on recovered sediment depth (not penetration depth)
b Percent by volume - visual estimate of refuse volume in sediment thickness (<5% is limit of observation)
c Percent volume is an estimate based on field observations.  Highly organic sediments (PT) contain >50% wood debris.
   Bold (>50%) indicates primarily wood debris, with little sediment. Organic silts and clays (OL) contain 25 to 50% wood debris.
d Recent sediments at some locations contain organic material including wood debris
   but generally less than observed with increasing sediment depth.

Municipal refuse present with < 1.0 foot of recent overlying sediment
Greater than 1.0 foot accumulated wood containing > 50% sawdust/wood chips with < 1.0 foot of recent overlying sediment

Average Thickness of Recent Sediment =
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APPENDIX F 
PHOTOGRAPHS 

BELLINGHAM, WASHINGTON 
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Photograph 1 - Surface sediment grab sample RGH-SS-02. Silty, sandy GRAVEL (GM) with  
moderate cobbles. 
  

 
Photograph 2 - Sediment core sample RGH-SC-06, 0 to 2 feet. Sandy SILT to clayey SILT (ML).  
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Photograph 3 - Sediment core sample RGH-SC-06, 2 to 4 feet. Layers of wood chips/fragments  
(1- to 3-cm thick) with shell hash.  
 

 
Photograph 4 - Sediment core sample RGH-SC-06, 4 to 6 feet. Layers of wood chips/fragments  
(1- to 3-cm thick) with shell hash.  
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Photograph 5 - Sediment core sample RGH-SC-08, 0 to 2 feet. Sandy SILT (ML) with some wood 
chips.  
 

 
Photograph 6 - Sediment core sample RGH-SC-08, 2 to 4 feet. Sandy SILT (OL) with increased 
wood chips/sawdust with depth.  
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Photograph 7 - Sediment core sample RGH-SC-08, 4 to 5.5 feet. Silty PEAT (PT) with wood 
pieces (0.5- to 2-inch), with a plastic syringe in shoe (lower left corner of photograph).  
 

  
Photograph 8 - Sediment surface grab sample BBP-SS-02. Silty SAND (SM) with scattered 
gravel and cobbles, moderate shell fragments, and abundant eel grass.  
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Photograph 9 - Sediment surface grab sample BBP-SS-03. Fine organic PEAT (PT) with sand 
and scattered gravels and shell fragments.  
 

 
Photograph 10 - Sediment core sample BBP-SC-02, 0 to 3 feet. Slightly gravelly, silty SAND (SM)  
with abundant wood debris (wood chips, sticks, and bark).  
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Photograph 11 - Sediment surface grab sample BBDx-SS-03.  Clayey SILT (CL) with sand.    
 

 
Photograph 12 - Sediment surface grab sample BBDx-SS-04.  Clayey SILT (CL) with sand. 
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