Figure RE1. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson Island Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE2. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson I and Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE3. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE4. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE5. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE6. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE7. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE8. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE9. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE10. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE11. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Northumberland Dam -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE12. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE13. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Waterford -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE14. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Federal Dam -
Constant Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE15. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson Idand Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Step
Down Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE16. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson I land Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Step
Down Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE17. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Step Down

Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE18. Comparison Between Forescastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Step
Down Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE19. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Step Down
Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE20. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Step
Down Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE21. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Step Down
Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE22. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Step
Down Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE23. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Step
Down Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE24. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Thompson Island Dam - Step Down
Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE25. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Northumberland Dam - Step Down Upstream L oad
Conditions
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Figure RE26. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater - Step Down Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE27. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Waterford - Step Down Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE28. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Federal Dam - Step Down Upstream L oad
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Figure RE29. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson | sland Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE30. Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson |sland Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE31. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Polygonal Weighting
vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal

7.0

R0O7S2 - REM-10/MNA/MNA
6.0

——R10S2 - REM-10/MNA/MNA (w/ polygonal weighting)
R04S2 - REM-3/10/10

5.0 1

R09S2 - REM-3/10/10 (w/ polygonal weighting)

e R01S2 - REM-0/0/3

=)
<
o
E
c
O
S 4.0
C
§ —— R08S2 - REM-0/0/3 (w/ polygonal weighting)
o
S N
()
E \\
3 ~N
? 20 IR
+.
= \\
\
\
\”L_ 77777 -\\_
0.0 A e
2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068

Year

Fig_RE29_thru_RE42 12/7/00



Figure RE32. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE33. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Polygonal Weighting
vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE34. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Polygonal Weighting
vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE35. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Polygonal Weighting
vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE36. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE37. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE38. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam - Polygonal Weighting vs.
Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE39. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Northumberland Dam - Polygonal Weighting vs.
Point Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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24

Figure RE40. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater - Polygonal Weighting vs. Point

Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE41. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Waterford - Polygonal Weighting vs. Point
Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE42. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Federal Dam - Polygonal Weighting vs. Point
Averaged Method for Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE43. Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson Island Pool Cohesive Surficial
Sediments - Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal

10.0

l\ Constant Load No Action

Monitored No Action w/Load 0.16 kg/d to 0.0256
—FQ%/Z(ESZ - REM-3+Channel/10/36-37
—R12S2 - REM-0/10/36-37

R06S2 - REM-0/10/10
—R13S2 - REM-3/10/36-37

Tri+ Sediment Concentration (mg/kg)
(2]
o

e ——

0.0 A e ]

2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068

Year

FIG_RE43_THRU_RE56 12/7/00



Figure RE44. Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson Island Pool Non-Cohesive
Surficial Sediments- Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE45. Comparison Between Forecasts for Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE46. Comparison Between Forecasts for Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments
- Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE47. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE48. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE49. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RES0. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE51. Comparison Between Forecasts for Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial
Sediments - Channel Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE52. Comparison Between Water Column Forecast at Thompson Island Dam - Channel
Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE53. Comparison Between Water Column Forecast at Northumberland Dam - Channel
Dredging in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE54. Comparison Between Water Column Forecast at Stillwater - Channel Dredging in River
Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE55. Comparison Between Water Column Forecast at Waterford - Channel Dredging in River
Section 1/River Section 3 Removal
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Figure RE56. Comparison Between Water Column Forecast at Federal Dam - Channel Dredging
in River Section 1/River Section 3 Removal

14
— Constant Load No Action
Monitored No Action w/Load 0.16 kg/d to 0.0256 kg/d
=—R11S2 - REM-3+Channel/10/36-37

129 ——R12S2 - REM-0/10/36-37
§', R06S2 - REM-0/10/10
% \_\ —R13S2 - REM-3/10/36-37
S 104 \\ ——R09S2 - REM-3/10/10 (W/ polygonal weighting)
©
5 N\
c N\
g I\ O\
O \\
E NN
= ° \ A N ~
< \ — N [ SN~
< —
> \ N N A —— o~
s N e N/ NN
g 4 o
< PN

2 -

== — ——
O 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1
2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068

FIG_RE43 THRU_RES6 12/7/00

Year



Figure RE57. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson |sland Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments -

Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE58. Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson |sland Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE59. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments-

Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE60. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE61. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Cap Scenarios

1.50

e===No Action

=== Monitored Natural Attenuation
—— R19 (CAP-0/MNA/MNA)
——R18 (CAP-0/10/MNA)

1.00 ——R17 (CAP-0/10/36-37)

0.50

Tri+ Sediment Concentration (mg/kg)

0,00 A b

2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068
Year

re57_re65_3 12/7/00



Figure RE62. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-

Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE63. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE64. Comparison Between Forecasts for Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE65. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE66. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam -
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE67. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Northumberland Dam -
Cap Scenarios
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40

Figure RE68. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater -

Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE69. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Waterford -
Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE70. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Federal Dam -
Cap Scenarios
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