Figure RE71. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson | sland Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE72. Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson |sland Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE73. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE74. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE75. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE76. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE77. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE78. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE79. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE80. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE81. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Northumberland Dam -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE82. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE83. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Waterford -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE84. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Federal Dam -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analyses
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Figure RE85. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson |sland Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE86. Comparison Between Forecasts for Thompson |sland Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE87. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE88. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE89. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE90. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE91. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE92. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE93. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE94. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Thompson Island Dam -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis

” | | |

28 1/ e===No Action (Constant U/S Load)

26 i\ === Jpstream Source Control Only (Two-Step U/S Load)

\ | Scenario R14 (3/10/S + channel)

24 ‘\ ll Scenario R14SNO (3/10/S + channel, 0 ppm Residual Conc.),
<O" 22 v Scenario R14SN2 (3/10/S + channel, 2 ppm Max. Residual Conc.)
< A —— Scenario R14SN5 (3/10/S + channel, 5 ppm Max. Residual Conc.)
c
o 20
©
= \
S 16 A N\ \~ L |
S VA A M A N\ \A A/
x 14 \ / ~ \i./, \,
F A |V V Avl \ /
TS I\ W/\ V
<

10
° \WN
g sl AL N\ A
> /N
T AN\ A

\ VRN A\ =
4 N/ AN
2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063 2068

Year

re85_re9s_2 12/7/00



Figure RE95. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Northumberland Dam -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE96. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE97. Comparison Between Water Column For ecasts at Waterford -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE98. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Federal Dam -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis

- | | |
13 A ====No Action (Constant U/S Load)
Upstream Source Control Only (Two-Step U/S Load)

12 4 Scenario R14 (3/10/S + channel)

11 Scenario R14SNO (3/10/S + channel, 0 ppm Residual Conc.),
<O" \-\\ Scenario R14SN2 (3/10/S + channel, 2 ppm Max. Residual Conc.)
£ 10 \ —— Scenario R14SN5 (3/10/S + channel, 5 ppm Max. Residual Conc.)
c
o
.E 9 \\
N \ N
2 W\
8§ N\ \{
x \\ AN
. N ARA v
: AN\ " ~
5, ANANY V
NN

\\,—Q’\\_:
) N N
A ——— ,
0 } s L o e SN B
2003 2008 2013 2018 2023 2028 2033 2038 2043 2048 2053 2058 2063
Year

re85_re9s_2 12/7/00

2068




Figure RE99. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson |sland Pool Cohesive Surficial Sediments -
Cap Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE100. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Thompson I sland Pool Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments-
Cap Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE101. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Cap Scenarios
Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE102. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Schuylerville Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Cap Scenarios

Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE103. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE104. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Stillwater Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Cap Scenarios
Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE105. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Cap Scenarios
Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE106. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Waterford Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments- Cap Scenarios
Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE107. Comparison Between Forecastsfor Federal Dam Non-Cohesive Surficial Sediments - Cap Scenarios

Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE108. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Thompson |sland Dam - Cap Scenarios Sensitivity

Analysis
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Figure RE109. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Northumberland Dam - Cap Scenarios Sensitivity
Analysis
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Figure RE110. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Stillwater - Cap Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE111. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Waterford - Cap Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE112. Comparison Between Water Column Forecasts at Federal Dam - Cap Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE113. Comparison Between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -
Constant Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE114. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -
Constant Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE115. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -
Constant Upstream Load Conditions
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Figure RE116. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -
Step Down Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE117. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -
Step Down Upstream L oad Conditions
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Figure RE118. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -
Step Down Upsteam L oad Conditions
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Figure RE119. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 - Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged M ethod for
Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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10.0

Figure RE120. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 - Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged M ethod for
Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE121. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 - Polygonal Weighting vs. Point Averaged Method for
Calculating PCB Percent Removal
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Figure RE122. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/Removal in River Section 2
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10.0

Figure RE123. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/Removal in River Section 2
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Figure RE124. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -
Channel Dredging in River Section 1/Removal in River Section 2
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Figure RE125. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -

Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE126. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -

Cap Scenarios
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Figure RE127. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet

Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -

Cap Scenarios
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7.0

Figure RE128. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis
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Figure RE129. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis
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Figure RE130. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -
Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis

16
——No Action
14 \ —MNA —
R15As2 - CAP-3/10/S+channel to implement
R14s2 - REM-3/10/S+channel to implement
12 — R16s2 - REM-0/0/3+channel to implement —

1.0

0.8

0.6

Concentration (mg/kg wet weight)

0.4

N\
\

O-O T T T T T
1998 2003 2008 2013 2018 2023

Fig_RE128_thru_RE130 12/7/00

2028

2033

Y ear

2038

2043 2048 2053 2058 2063

2068



Figure RE131. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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10.0

Figure RE132. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE133. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -
Removal Scenarios Sensitivity Analysis
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Figure RE134. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 1 -
Cap Scenarios Senditivity Analysis
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10.0

Figure RE135. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 2 -
Cap Scenarios Senditivity Analysis
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1.6

Figure RE136. Comparison between Species-Weighted Fish Fillet
Average PCB Concentration in River Section 3 -
Cap Scenarios Senditivity Analysis
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