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FIGURE 4-2. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO SEM/AVS
RATIO IN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-3. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO

ALUMINUM IN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-4. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO IRON IN

SEDIMENT
WELLS G&H SUPERFUND SITE OU3
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FIGURE 4-5. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO ARSENIC

IN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-6. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO TOTAL

METALSIN SEDIMENT
WELLS G&H SUPERFUND SITE OU3
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FIGURE 4-7. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO TOTAL

METALS(WITHOUT ALUMINUM, IRON AND ARSENIC) IN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-8. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO TOTAL

COMBUSTIBLE ORGANICSIN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-9. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO

PCBsIN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-10. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO

PESTICIDESIN SEDIMENT
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FIGURE 4-11. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO SVOCs

IN SEDIMENT
WELLS G&H SUPERFUND SITE OU3
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FIGURE 4-12. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO VOCsIN

SEDIMENT
WELLS G&H SUPERFUND SITE OU3
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FIGURE 4-13. COMPARISON OF C. TENTANS SITE-TO-REFERENCE GROWTH RATIO TO TOTAL

ORGANICSIN SEDIMENT
WELLS G&H SUPERFUND SITE OU3
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Figure 4-14. Comparison of H. azteca survival endpointsto wetland reference locations
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Figure 4-15. Comparison of H. azteca growth endpointsto wetland reference locations
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Figure 4-16. Comparison of H. azteca reproduction endpoint to wetland refer ence locations
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Figure4-17. Comparison of H. azteca survival endpointsto stream reference locations
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Figure 4-18. Comparison of H. azteca growth endpointsto stream reference locations
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Figure 4-19. Comparison of H. azteca reproduction endpoint to stream refer ence locations
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Figure 4-20. Comparison of H. azteca survival endpointsto pond reference locations
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Figure 4-21. Comparison of H. azteca growth endpointsto pond reference locations
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Figure 4-22. Comparison of H. azteca reproduction endpoint to pond reference locations
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Figure 4-23. Comparison of C. tentans survival endpointsto wetland reference locations
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Figure 4-24. Comparison of C. tentans growth endpointsto wetland reference locations
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Figure 4-25. Comparison of C. tentans reproduction endpointsto wetland reference locations
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Figure 4-26. Comparison of C. tentans survival endpointsto stream reference locations
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Figure 4-27. Comparison of C. tentans growth endpointsto stream reference locations
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Figure 4-28. Comparison of C. tentans reproduction endpointsto stream refer ence locations
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Figure 4-29. Comparison of C. tentans survival endpointsto pond reference locations
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Figure 4-30. Comparison of C. tentans growth endpointsto pond refer ence locations
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Figure 4-31. Comparison of C. tentans reproduction endpointsto pond refer ence locations
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Figure 4-32. Comparison of Benthic Community Indicesto Arsenic and Chromium Concentrations for
Triad Stream and Wetland Sampling L ocations.
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Figure 4-33. Comparison of Benthic Community Indicesto Copper and Zinc Concentrations for Triad
Stream and Wetland Sampling L ocations.

9/30/2004 Pagel of 1 Correl .fig2.xI9Fig4-33]



71 B Community 18
Index
= Toxicity 17
6T Index
Mercury 16
*] g
D
3 |s &
>, 0 S
3 ;
c 4+ 4 €
= 3
c
1 N S
+3
2 £
+2
14 l 14
0 -y | | | | ‘ | | | | | | l - —==l1 0
WwW 22 HB WH SA O1-IP O4-IP TT-33 TT-29 TT-32 13  TT-30 12 18 10 19

Site

Figure 4-34. Comparison of Benthic Community Indicesto Mercury Concentrations for Triad Stream
and Wetland Sampling L ocations.
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FIGURE 4-35. COMPARISON OF LEAD IN SEDIMENTSTO ECOLOGICAL THRESHOLDS
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FIGURE 4-36. COMPARISON OF MERCURY IN SEDIMENTSTO ECOLOGICAL THRESHOLDS
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FIGURE 4-37. COMPARISON OF ARSENIC IN SEDIMENTSTO ECOLOGICAL THRESHOLDS
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FIGURE 4-38. COMPARISON OF CHROMIUM IN SEDIMENTSTO ECOLOGICAL THRESHOLDS

WELLSG&H SUPERFUND SITE

Effects Level

—— Mallard Threshold

=Cr

Sediment BM

Muskrat Threshold

Effects Level

REACH 6

| m—

]
C1
—]

[]

X w<o

I w

xruw<<o

I <

C]

REACE
3

REACH 2

—]
C]

]
{m—
]
L]
—]
[]

]

—]
m—
———1]

 e—

REACH 1

| —
——1

]

| —
—]
L1
—1]
1

]

—
—1

[]

REFERENCE
LOCATIONS

[]

[]
=
[
]

| wi-as

| NN-as

| 10-aS

| 47-as

| z0-as

| €0-as

| 4n-as

| v0-as

| s0-as

| dN-as

| 90-as

| sv-as

| d1-as

| L0-as

| 80-as

| y-as

| Wv-as

| 60-aS

| o1-as

| €e-11-as
| 90-80-as
| 20-90-aS
| €0-90-0S
| 0-82-aS
| 10-80-aS
| ze-11-as
| Te-L1-aS
| 0e-L1-0S
| 01-aS

| sSm-as

| 81-aS

| AC-QS

| MW-as
| 11-0S

| 61-0S

| 62-L1-AS
| om-as

| 0z-as

| a1-as

| ma-as

| HM-as

| 82-11-AS
| €1-as

| z1-as

| 12-as

| ¢z-Ll/zz-as
| v1-as
ERIRS

| vs-as
| aH-as
| Lz-as
| 9z-as
| ge-as
| v2-as
| ez-as
| dizT-as
| dIvo-as
| dieo-as
| dizo-as
diTo-as

14000

12000

10000

8000
6000

(OM/DO ) NNTWOHHD

4000

2000

o

SEDIMENT SAMPLING STATIONS

trendcharts.xls [Figure 4-38]

Page1of 1

9/30/2004



	main: 


