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FOREWORD 

The Department of the Navy developed the Navy Installation Restoration (IR) 
program to identify, assess, and clean up or control environmental contamination 
from past hazardous waste disposal operations and hazardous material spills at 
Navy and Marine Corps installations. The Navy IR program is a component of the 
Defense Environmental Restoration Program, which is codified in Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) Section 211. 

The Navy IR program uses a six-phase approach to manage past disposal sites. 
Phase I, the Preliminary Assessment (PA), consists of collecting and reviewing 
all available evidence of contamination that may pose a potential threat to human 
health or the environment. Phase II, the Site Inspection (SI), augments data 
collected in the PA through sampling and field data to determine if further 
investigation is required. Phase III, the Remedial Investigation (RI), is a 
field effort to collect sufficient information to characterize sites for 
development and evaluation of remedial responses. Phase IV, the Feasibility 
Study (FS), involves selecting remedial alternatives basedon cost, environmental 
effects, and engineering feasibility. Phase V, the Remedial Design (RD), 
includes design of remedial technologies selected in the FS. Phase VI, the 
Remedial Action (RA), implements the RD. 

This report outlines the results of an Extended Site Inspection (ESI) at the 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot (MO), Parris Island, South Carolina. Questions 
regarding this report should be address to the Southern Division, Naval 
Facilities Engineering Command (SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM) Engineer-in-Charge, Wayne 
Hansel, at (803) 743-0615. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Extended Site Inspection (ESI) was conducted to evaluate whether the 
consumption of fish and shellfish caught by recreational fishermen in the 
vicinity of the Causeway Landfill at the Marine Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD) Parris 
Island, South Carolina, poses a risk to human health. Fish and shellfish 
commonly harvested in the area were sampled and analyzed to determine if tissue 
levels exceeded action levels established by the U.S. Food and Drug Administra- 
tion (USFDA). 

The Causeway Landfill is approximately 0.8-mile long and connects Parris Island 
and Horse Island at MO. It is a lo-acre area about 10 feet high and 60 feet 
across with a 2-lane gravel road along the center. It was constructed from solid 
waste, other debris, fill dirt, and reportedly, hazardous wastes across the tidal 
marsh of the Broad River and Ribbon Creek and was the major MCRD disposal area 
between 1960 and 1972. In 1975, 'culverts and tidal locks were installed to 
improve circulation through the sides of the causeway. Fishing piers were also 
constructed on the pond side of the causeway and these are actively used by 
recreational fishermen, although the area is not used for shellfishing. 

Previous investigations at the Causeway Landfill indicated that although leaching 
of contaminants from the causeway was likely, surface water and sediment samples 
analyzed for priority pollutants, (volatile organic compounds, acid and base- 
neutral extractable organics including polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and 
pesticides, total metals, and extraction procedure (EP) toxicity metals) 
suggested that no further study was necessary because no significant contamina- 
tion was found in either medium. However, based on requests from the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the South Carolina Department of 
Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC), the current study was undertaken to 
determine if tissue contaminant levels exceeded' USFDA action levels thereby 
indicating a risk to human health. 

The KEMRON Environmental Services, Inc. (KEMRON), 1990 workplan was modified 
slightly for this study to apply appropriate sample matrices that would allow the 
data to be readily compared with available regional and State data. The number 
of samples proposed was also increased to provide additional data so that a 
specific comparison of results from the pond and tidal creek sides of the 
causeway could be completed. During the period November 20 to 25, 1991, fish and 
shellfish were collected on both sides of the Causeway Landfill and shipped to 
the laboratory for analysis. Striped mullet, summer flounder, blue crab, hard 
clams, and American oyster were sampled providing tissue samples for a wide range 
of trophic levels and feeding guilds. The results of the laboratory analysis of 
these tissue samples indicated that the observed levels of tissue contaminants 
were well below USFDA action levels, although these are only available for a few 
selected chemicals. However, a review of the applicability of these USFDA action 
levels determined that they are designed to protect the public from fish shipped 
in commercial commerce and reflect a balance between adverse risk from fish 
consumption and economic impacts on fisheries that may result from an advisory 
or closure. These action levels may not be adequately protective for the 
recreational fishermen at the Parris Island Causeway Landfill. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND. In accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980 amended by the 1986 Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA), and as directed in Executive Order 
12580 of January 1987, the Department of Defense (DOD) conducts an Installation 
Restoration (IR) program for evaluating and remediating problems related to 
releases and disposal of toxic and hazardous material at DOD facilities. The 
Naval Assessment and Control of Installation Pollutants (NACIP) program was 
developed by the Navy to implement the IR program for all Naval and Marine Corps 
facilities. The NACIP program was originally conducted in three phases: (1) 
Phase I, Initial Assessment Study (IAS), (2) Phase II, Confirmation Study 
(including a Verification Step and Characterization Step), and (3) Phase III, 
Planning and Implementation of Remedial Measures. The three-phase IR program was 
modified in 1987 and 1988 to be consistent with CERCLA and SARA. The updated 
nomenclature for the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) process is 
as follows: 

. Preliminary Assessment and Site Inspection 

. Remedial Investigation 

. Feasibility Study 

. Planning and Implementation of Remedial Design 

In addition to these programs, military installations are subject to regulations 
promulgated by the 1976 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and the 
1986 Hazardous and Solid Wastes Act. Southern Division of Naval Facility 
Engineering Command (SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM) has the responsibility for enforcement 
of the Navy IR program in the southeastern United States. 

As a component of the IR program, two previous investigations were performed to 
assess potential threats to human health at the Causeway Landfill on the Marine 
Corps Recruit Depot (MO), Parris Island, South Carolina. These investigations 
included the 1985 IAS (Naval Energy and Environmental Support Activity [NEESA], 
1986) and the 1990 Verification Study (NEESA, 1988). The history of the Causeway 
Landfill and environmental investigation is shown in Table l-l. The IAS 
concluded that leaching of contaminants from the site into adjacent marsh areas 
was likely, due to tidal flushing of the filled materials (NEESA, 1986). The IAS 
was the functional equivalent of a CERCLA preliminary assessment. Subsequent 
surface water (eight samples) and sediment sampling (eight samples) along the 
causeway during the Verification Study in 1988 (now termed Site Inspection) 
suggested that no further study of the site was necessary because no significant 
contamination was detected in either medium. The sediment samples were analyzed 
for priority pollutants including volatile organic compounds (VOCs), acid and 
base-neutral extractable organics including polychlorinatedbiphenyls (PCBs) and 
pesticides, total metals, and extraction procedure (EP) toxicity metals. Surface 
water samples were analyzed for similar parameters. The results of these assays 
indicated that no priority pollutant VOCs were detected in either medium. In 
addition, heavy metal concentrations did not exceedU.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA) ambient saltwater criteria or USEPA Drinking Water Standards. 
However, the USEPA and South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental 
Control (SCDHEC) asked that an additional study at the site be conducted. Because 
waters around the Causeway Landfill are used for recreational and/or subsistence 
fishing, an Extended Site Inspection (ESI) was recommended to determine if humans 
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1.1 BACKGROUND. In accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980 amended by the 1986 Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA), and as directed in Executive Order 
12580 of January 1987, the Department of Defense (DOD) conducts an Installation 
Restoration (IR) program for evaluating and remediating problems related to 
releases and disposal of toxic and hazardous material at DOD facilities. The 
Naval Assessment and Control of Installation Pollutants (NACIP) program was 
developed by the Navy to implement the IR program for all Naval and Marine Corps 
facilities. The NACIP program was originally conducted in three phases: (1) 
Phase I, Initial Assessment Study (lAS), (2) Phase II, Confirmation Study 
(including a Verification Step and Characterization Step), and (3) Phase III, 
Planning and Implementation of Remedial Measures. The three-phase IR program was 
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In addition to these programs, military installations are subject to regulations 
promulgated by the 1976 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and the 
1986 Hazardous and Solid Wastes Act. Southern Division of Naval Facility 
Engineering Command (SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM) has the responsibility for enforcement 
of the Navy IR program in the southeastern United States. 

As a component of the IR program, two previous investigations were performed to 
assess potential threats to human health at the Causeway Landfill on the Marine 
Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD) , Parris Island, South Carolina. These investigations 
included the 1985 lAS (Naval Energy and Environmental Support Activity [NEESAj, 
1986) and the 1990 Verification Study (NEESA, 1988). The history of the Causeway 
Landfill and environmental investigation is shown in Table 1-1. The lAS 
concluded that leaching of contaminants from the site into adjacent marsh areas 
was likely, due to tidal flushing of the filled materials (NEESA, 1986). The lAS 
was the functional equivalent of a CERCLA preliminary assessment. Subsequent 
surface water (eight samples) and sediment sampling (eight samples) along the 
causeway during the Verification Study in 1988 (now termed Site Inspection) 
suggested that no further study of the site was necessary because no significant 
contamination was detected in either medium. The sediment samples were analyzed 
for priority pollutants including volatile organic compounds (VOCs), acid and 
base-neutral extractable organics including polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and 
pesticides, total metals, and extraction procedure (EP) toxicity metals. Surface 
water samples were analyzed for similar parameters. The results of these assays 
indicated that no priority pollutant VOCs were detected in either medium. In 
addition, heavy metal concentrations did not exceed U. S. Environmental Pr.otection 
Agency (USEPA) ambient saltwater criteria or USEPA Drinking Water Standards. 
However, the USEPA and South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental 
Control (SCDHEC) asked that an additional study at the site be conducted. Because 
waters around the Causeway Landfill are used for recreational and/or subsistence 
fishing, an Extended Site Inspection (ESI) was recommended to determine if humans 
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Table 1-l 
Site History 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island. South Carolina 

Dates A&ii 

1960-1966 Causeway Landfill was the major recipient of solid waste 
generated by MCRD. 

1966-1966 

1969 - 1972 

1972 

1975 

1985 

1988 

1990 , 

1991 

November 1991 

Causeway Landfill was inactive 

Causeway Landfill received all of the M&D’s solid waste as well 
as incidental hazardous wastes or materials. 

Completion of the Causeway Landfill across the marsh 

Culverts and locks installed at two locations to partially recon- 
nect the impounded area pond with the estuary via tidal creeks. 

Initial Assessment Study (IAS) 

Verification Study including surface water and sediment sampling 

KEMRON prepared workplan for Extended Sfte Inspection (ESI) 

ABB-ES contracted under CLEAN CT0 No. 33 to conduct ESI 

Field sampling of fish and shellfish from waters adjacent to the 
Causeway Landfill. 

Notes: MCRD = Marine Corps Recruit Depot. 
KEMRON = KEMRON Environmental Services, Inc. 
ABBES = ABB Environmental Services, Inc. 
CLEAN = Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action, Navy. 
CT0 = contract task order. 
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Dates 

1960 - 1966 

1966 - 1968 

1969 - 1972 

1972 

1975 

1985 

1988 

1990 

1991 

November 1991 

Table 1-1 
Site History 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Activity 

Causeway Landfill was the major recipient of solid waste 
generated by MCRD. 

Causeway Landfill was inactive 

Causeway Landfill received all of the MCRD's solid waste as well 
as incidental hazardous wastes or materials. 

Completion of the Causeway Landfill across the marsh 

Culverts and locks installed at two locations to partially recon­
nect the impounded area pond with the estuary via tidal creeks. 

Initial Assessment Study (lAS) 

Verification Study including surface water and sediment sampling 

KEMRON prepared workplan for Extended Site Inspection (ESI) 

ABB-ES contracted under CLEAN CTO No. 33 to conduct ESI 

Field sampling of fish and shellfish from waters adjacent to the 
Causeway Landfill. 

Notes: MCRD = Marine Corps Recruit Depot. 

Parrisls. ESI 

KEMRON = KEMRON Environmental Services, Inc. 
ASB-ES = ABS Environmental Services, Inc. 
CLEAN = Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action, Navy. 
CTO = contract task order. 

FGB.OB.93 1-2 

Dates 

1960 - 1966 

1966 - 1968 

1969 - 1972 

1972 

1975 

1985 

1988 

1990 

1991 

November 1991 

Table 1-1 
Site History 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Activity 

Causeway Landfill was the major recipient of solid waste 
generated by MCRD. 

Causeway Landfill was inactive 

Causeway Landfill received all of the MCRD's solid waste as well 
as incidental hazardous wastes or materials. 

Completion of the Causeway Landfill across the marsh 

Culverts and locks installed at two locations to partially recon­
nect the impounded area pond with the estuary via tidal creeks. 

Initial Assessment Study (lAS) 

Verification Study including surface water and sediment sampling 

KEMRON prepared workplan for Extended Site Inspection (ESI) 

ABB-ES contracted under CLEAN CTO No. 33 to conduct ESI 

Field sampling of fish and shellfish from waters adjacent to the 
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Parrisls. ESI 

KEMRON = KEMRON Environmental Services, Inc. 
ASB-ES = ABS Environmental Services, Inc. 
CLEAN = Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action, Navy. 
CTO = contract task order. 
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consuming fish and shellfish from the water surrounding the causeway are at risk. 
In 1990, KEMRON Environmental Services, Inc. (KEMRON), prepared a workplan for 
such a study. 

ABB Environmental Services, Inc. (ABB-ES), was contractedunder the Comprehensive 
Long-term Environmental Action, Navy (CLEAN) contract (contract number N62467-89- 
D-0317, Contract Task Order Number 33 [CT0 No. 0331) to conduct an ES1 at the 
Causeway Landfill by (1) sampling selected biota, (2) analyzing tissue samples, 
and (3) preparing an ES1 report summarizing the data and evaluating any potential 
risk to public health from the consumption of fish and shellfish by comparing 
detected concentrations with the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (USFDA) action 
levels. 

1.2 SITE .DESCRIPTION. MCRD Parris Island is located 1 mile south of the city 
limits of Port Royal and about 3 miles south of the City of Beaufort, in the 
southeastern corner of South Carolina (Figure l-l). The MCRD consists of 8,047 
acres, of which 3,274 acres are dry land, 4,344 acres are salt marsh, and 429 
acres are saltwater creeks and ponds (NEESA, 1986). 

The Causeway Landfill, also referred to as Site 3, is located at the MCRD, Parris 
Island, South Carolina. The Causeway Landfill site is approximately 0.8-mile 
long and connects Parris Island and Horse Island (Figure l-2). At its 
completion, the Causeway Landfill consisted of a lo-acre area approximately lo- 
feet high. A two-lane gravel road was constructed along the center of the 
Causeway. The Causeway was constructed of solid wastes and fill dirt across the 
tidal marsh of the Broad River and Ribbon Creek and was the major Depot disposal 
area between 1960 and 1972. Between 1969 and 1972, the site received all the 
MCRD's solid wastes. In addition to trash, other solids and reported hazardous 
wastes were potentially disposed at the Causeway via MCRD dumpsters and trash 
cans (Table l-2). Wastes remaining uncovered during daily causeway construction 
activities were burned each night. 

Upon completion of the causeway, the area between the causeway and Scout Island 
became a saltwater impoundment. To improve drainage and control of water height 
and flow from the pond to Broad River, culverts and locks were installed through 
the sides of the causeway in 1975. At the time of excavation and installation 
of the culvert, only typical domestic trash was encountered (NEESA, 1986). 

1.3 PURPOSE. The results of the 1986 IAS conducted at the Causeway Landfill 
suggested that leaching of contaminants from the site into the adjacent marsh 
areas was likely because of tidal flushing of the filled materials (NEESA, 1986). 
Based on the results of the Verification Study, it was recommended that no 
further study of the site was necessary because no significant contamination 
(i.e., contaminants in surface water were below USEPA criteria) was detected in 
either surface water or sediment. However, USEPA and SCDHEC requested an 
additional study at the site to evaluate possible uptake and bioconcentration by 
aquatic biota subject to potential human consumption. 

As part of the ESI, a field sampling program was conducted in November 1991 to 
collect aquatic biota from the marsh areas adjacent to the Causeway Landfill. 
Marine and estuarine animals were collected from four general locations at the 
Causeway including the waters adjacent to the two fishing piers (Pl and P2) on 
the pond side of the causeway, and the waters adjacent to the tide gates (TGl and 
TG2) that are directly opposite each of the piers on the other side of the 
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Long-term Environmental Action, Navy (CLEAN) contract (contract number N62467-89-
D-03l7, Contract Task Order Number 33 [CTO No. 033) to conduct an ESI at the 
Causeway Landfill by (1) sampling selected biota, (2) analyzing tissue samples, 
and (3) preparing an ESI report summarizing the data and evaluating any potential 
risk to public health from the consumption of fish and shellfish by comparing 
detected concentrations with the U. S. Food and Drug Administration (USFDA) action 
levels. 
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limits of Port Royal and about 3 miles south of the City of Beaufort, in the 
southeastern corner of South Carolina (Figure 1-1). The MCRD consists of 8,047 
acres, of which 3,274 acres are dry land, 4,344 acres are salt marsh, and 429 
acres are saltwater creeks and ponds (NEESA, 1986). 

The Causeway Landfill, also referred to as Site 3, is located at the MCRD, Parris 
Island, South Carolina. The Causeway Landfill site is approximately 0.8-mile 
long and connects Parris Island and Horse Island (Figure 1-2). At its 
completion, the Causeway Landfill consisted of a 10-acre area approximately 10-
feet high. A two-lane gravel road was constructed along the center of the 
Causeway. The Causeway was constructed of solid wastes and fill dirt across the 
tidal marsh of the Broad River and Ribbon Creek and was the major Depot disposal 
area between 1960 and 1972. Between 1969 and 1972, the site received all the 
MCRD's solid wastes. In addition to trash, other solids and reported hazardous 
wastes were potentially disposed at the Causeway via MCRD dumpsters and trash 
cans (Table 1-2). Wastes remaining uncovered during daily causeway construction 
activities were burned each night. 

Upon completion of the causeway, the area between the causeway and Scout Island 
became a saltwater impoundment. To improve drainage and control of water height 
and flow from the pond to Broad River, culverts and locks were installed through 
the sides of the causeway in 1975. At the time of excavation and installation 
of the culvert, only typical domestic trash was encountered (NEESA, 1986). 

1.3 PURPOSE. The results of the 1986 lAS conducted at the Causeway Landfill 
suggested that leaching of contaminants from the site into the adjacent marsh 
areas was likely because of tidal flushing of the filled materials (NEESA, 1986). 
Based on the results of the Verification Study, it was recommended that no 
further study of the site was necessary because no significant contamination 
(i.e., contaminants in surface water were below USEPA criteria) was detected in 
ei ther surface water or sediment. However, USEPA and SCDHEC requested an 
additional study at the site to evaluate possible uptake and bioconcentration by 
aquatic biota subject to potential human consumption. 

As part of the ESI, a field sampling program was conducted in November 1991 to 
collect aquatic biota from the marsh areas adjacent to the Causeway Landfill. 
Marine and estuarine animals were collected from four general locations at the 
Causeway including the waters adjacent to the two fishing piers (PI and P2) on 
the pond side of the causeway, and the waters adjacent to the tide gates (TGI and 
TG2) that are directly opposite each of the piers on the other side of the 
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MCRD's solid wastes. In addition to trash, other solids and reported hazardous 
wastes were potentially disposed at the Causeway via MCRD dumpsters and trash 
cans (Table 1-2). Wastes remaining uncovered during daily causeway construction 
activities were burned each night. 

Upon completion of the causeway, the area between the causeway and Scout Island 
became a saltwater impoundment. To improve drainage and control of water height 
and flow from the pond to Broad River, culverts and locks were installed through 
the sides of the causeway in 1975. At the time of excavation and installation 
of the culvert, only typical domestic trash was encountered (NEESA, 1986). 

1.3 PURPOSE. The results of the 1986 lAS conducted at the Causeway Landfill 
suggested that leaching of contaminants from the site into the adjacent marsh 
areas was likely because of tidal flushing of the filled materials (NEESA, 1986). 
Based on the results of the Verification Study, it was recommended that no 
further study of the site was necessary because no significant contamination 
(i.e., contaminants in surface water were below USEPA criteria) was detected in 
ei ther surface water or sediment. However, USEPA and SCDHEC requested an 
additional study at the site to evaluate possible uptake and bioconcentration by 
aquatic biota subject to potential human consumption. 

As part of the ESI, a field sampling program was conducted in November 1991 to 
collect aquatic biota from the marsh areas adjacent to the Causeway Landfill. 
Marine and estuarine animals were collected from four general locations at the 
Causeway including the waters adjacent to the two fishing piers (PI and P2) on 
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Table 1-2 
Summary of Waste Deposited at Causeway Landfill (1960-1972) 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Waste Types Estimated Totals SOUICS 

Domestic trash 50,000 tons Entire depot 

Construction debris Unknown Unknown 

Solid paint wastes’ 28.2 tons Paint shop 

Empty pesticide containers mm Pest control shop 

Cleaning rags’ 3 tons Garages and shops 

Spent absorbent 2 tons Automobile hobby shops 

Solvent sludge’ 32 pounds Automobile hobby shops 

Perchloroethylene still bottoms 5,509 gallons Dry cleaning plant 

Mercury amalgam 2 tons Dental clinic 

Beryllium waste 3 pounds Dental clinic 

PCB-contaminated oil 15 pounds Ele+cal shop 

Source: NEESA, 1995. 

’ Solid paint wastes consist of used brushes, rollers, rags, cans, and spray booth scrapings and skimmings. 
2 Cleaning rags contaminated with oil, mineral spirits, and kerosene. 
’ Solvent consisted of equal amounts of aliphatic petroleum and chlorinated solvent compounds. 

Note: PCB = polychlorinated biphenyls. 
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Table 1-2 
Summary of Waste Deposited at Causeway Landfill (1960-1972) 
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PerchloroethyJene still bottoms 

Mercury amalgam 

Beryllium waste 

PCB-contaminated oil 

Source: NEESA, 1986. 
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, Solid paint wastes consist of used brushes, rollers, rags, cans, and spray booth scrapings and skimmings. 
2 Cleaning rags contaminated with oil, mineral spirits, and kerosene. 
3 Solvent consisted of equal amounts of aliphatic petroleum and chlorinated solvent compounds. 

Note: PCB = polychlorinated biphenyls. 
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causeway (Figure l-3). Upon completion of the field work, biological tissues 
were analyzed for inorganic compounds (mercury), organic polynuclear aromatic 
hydrocarbons (PAHs), PCBs, and pesticides. These analyses were selected based 
on the types of constituents potentially present at the site, (i.e., present in 
the causeway fill material), their persistence, and their tendency to biomagnify. 

The purpose of this report is to present the results of the field sampling and 
laboratory analyses conducted as part of the ES1 study and to compare these 
results to existing USFDA action levels and to data for other reference areas in 
the region where historic data are available to assess the potential risks to 
recreational fishermen. 
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2.0 TECHNICAL APPROACH 

This study was conducted, in general, according to the workplan developed by 
KEMRON (1990) entitled, Extended Site Inspection Workplan, The Causeway Landfill, 
MCRD, Parris Island, South Carol ina. 'Because both USEPA and SCDHEC had 
previously reviewed and approved this workplan, ABB-ES was directed to follow 
this workplan to carry out the ESI. The following subsections describe the 
sampling plan (including any changes to KEMRON's Workplan). The actual locations 
of samples collected were finally determined by the temporal and spatial 
availability of target species and limited site access related to tidal 
conditions, boat availability, restrictions due to use of the firing range, and 
the presence of endangered or threatened species that precluded the use of an 
outboard motor on the pond side. In each case, samples were collected as close 
as possible to the four stations originally proposed (Figure l-3). 

Field collection methods used to collect each species of fish and shellfish and 
laboratory analytical methods used to measure chemical concentrations in tissues 
are also described. Tissue sampling preparation and laboratory analysis for each 
class of compounds (i.e., PAHs, PCBs, pesticides, and mercury) are described in 
Section 2.2 

2.1 SAMPLING PLAN. As outlined in KEMRON's workplan, six species were proposed 
for collection and analysis: mullet, crabs, clams, oysters, shrimp, and an 
additional fish species (if available). These species were selectedbecause they 
represent the primary species harvested in the local area for human consumption. 
These species also represent different food webs and trophic levels and, 
therefore, provide a broad range of biological indicators. 

Based on a site visit conducted by ABB-ES on July 10 and 11, 1991, as well as 
subsequent discussions with the Engineer-in-Charge andthe analytical laboratory, 
the KEMRON workplan was slightly modified. The workplan was modified only where 
it could easily be changed to provide useful data without requiring additional 
review. Changes to the workplan included: identifying sampling locations, 
increasing the number of field samples and quality control samples, and 
specifying more appropriate laboratory analyses for the study. 

KEMRON's workplan did not specify sampling locations except to say that samples 
would be taken on each side of the causeway. Four specific sampling locations 
(Pl, P2, TGl, and TG2) were proposed by ABB-ES (see Figure l-3). These locations 
were identified because they represent the areas where most fishing occurs. 
These four locations would also permit possible discrimination of contamination 
among these locations. The revised sampling plan partitioned the site into four 
general sampling areas, and added a field replicate and quality control samples. 
The revised sample matrix is presented in Table 2-l. 

As part of the project planning process, a scientific collection permit (No. 
0502, dated October 21, 1991) was obtained from the South Carolina Wildlife and 
Marine Resources Department to conduct fish and shellfish sampling in the waters 
surrounding the Causeway Landfill. Also, information on other sampling programs 
e.g., State of South Carolina and National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
[NOAA]) was collected for comparison with the ES1 study results. 
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Table 2-l 
Planned Number of Samples to be Collected and Analyzed 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Species 

Fish4 
Muscle 
liver 

Mullet 
Muscle 
LiVtW 

Crab 

Clam 

Oyster 

Shrimp 

Sample Location’ 
FR2 cc Total 

Pl P2 TGl TG2 

3 3 3 3 1 7 24 
3 3 3 3 1 7 24 

3 3 3 3 1 7 24 
3 3 3 3 1 7 24 

4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

Total 208 

’ Pl = Pier 1, P2 = Pier 2, TGl = Tide Gate 1, and TG2 = Tide Gate 2. 
2 FR = field replicate if sufficient sample material can be collected. 
3 CC = quality control samples proposed include procedural blanks, matrix spike, and standard reference materials. 
l One additional recreationallv important fish will be collected dependina on capture rates. 
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Table 2-1 
Planned Number of Samples to be Collected and Analyzed 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Sample Location 1 

FR2 0<:3 Species I I I 
Total 

P1 P2 TG1 TG2 

Fish4 

Muscle 3 3 3 3 1 7 24 
Uver 3 3 3 3 1 7 24 

Mullet 
Muscle 3 3 3 3 1 7 24 
Uver 3 3 3 3 1 7 24 

Crab 4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

Clam 4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

Oyster 4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

Shrimp 4 4 4 4 1 7 28 

Total 208 

1 P1 = Pier 1, P2 = Pier 2, TG1 = Tide Gate 1, and TG2 = Tide Gate 2. 
2 FR = field replicate if sufficient sample material can be collected. 
3 OC = quality control samples proposed include procedural blanks, matrix spike, and standard reference materials. 
4 One additional recreationally important fish will be collected depending on capture rates. 
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2.2 FIELD SAMPLING METHODS. Fish and shellfish samples were collected as close 
as practicable to the four stations identified in the Plan of Action for this 
task order (Figure l-3); one by each fishing pier (Pl and P2) on the pond side 
and one by each tide gate (TGl and TG2) on the marsh side of the causeway. These 
stations, particularly Pl and P2, were close to the areas subject to the greatest 
fishing pressure. 

2.2.1 Fish Sampling Methods A variety of fishing gear was used to collect 
biological samples for tissue analysis (Table 2-2). Gear was selected based on 
target species behavior or habitat as well as the results of a preliminary site 
visit conducted to clarify site conditions and logistical constraints. 

Table 2-2 
Summary of Sampling Gear Used to Collect Fish and Shellfish 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Gear Type 

Gill net’ 

Cast net’ 

Crab trap3 

Trot line’ 

Rake 

Hand 

Target Species 

Mullet I Fish Crab I Clam Cyster Shrimp 

X X X 

X X X X 

X 

X 

X X 

X 

’ The gill nets used were experimental gill nets with stretched mesh size ranging from 1.5 to 4 inches. Gill nets were 
deployed to minimize by-catch, avoid interference with anglers, and to minimize entanglement by diving birds. 

’ An S-foot (mullet) and a S-foot (shrimp) cast net were used. 
’ Crab traps were a standard local variety of vinyl-coated wire. 
’ Trot lines were simple baited hooks used locally for crabs. 

Fish were collected using experimental gill nets and cast nets. Two experimental 
V (variable mesh size) gill nets were fabricated from five, 15-by-6 foot panels 
of 1.5-, 2-, 3-, 3.5- and 4-inch stretched monofilament net. The two cast nets 
used included a 6-foot diameter shrimp net and an 8-foot diameter mullet net. 
The cast nets were deployed either from the pier or from a small johnboat. Gill 
nets were deployed from the small johnboat, anchored in place, and marked with 
floats. 

Gill nets were deployed about 100 feet from each pier on the pond side of the 
causeway parallel to the shore in order to avoid interference from recreational 
cast nets and angling gear. Gill nets were not deployed in the tidal creeks due 
to hangs (snags), limited access, and tidal conditions. Cast nets Were used 
primarily from boats at high tide on the tide gate side where oyster beds and 
rubble prevented deployment of cast nets from the tide gates, and made deployment 
of gill nets difficult. Cast nets were deployed on the tide gate side starting 
at the gate or as close to the gate as the boat could reach and moved outward 
until either the sample was collected or collection efforts were limitedby tide, 
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at the gate or as close to the gate as the boat could reach and moved outward 
until either the sample was collected or collection efforts were limited by tide, 

Parrisl •. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 2-3 

2.2 FIELD SAMPLING METHODS. Fish and shellfish samples were collected as close 
as practicable to the four stations identified in the Plan of Action for this 
task order (Figure 1-3); one by each fishing pier (Pl and P2) on the pond side 
and one by each tide gate (TGI and TG2) on the marsh side of the causeway. These 
stations, particularly PI and P2, were close to the areas subject to the greatest 
fishing pressure. 

2.2.1 Fish Sampling Methods A variety of fishing gear was used to collect 
biological samples for tissue analysis (Table 2-2). Gear was selected based on 
target species behavior or habitat as well as the results of a preliminary site 
visit conducted to clarify site conditions and logistical constraints. 

Gear Type 

Gill net' 

Cast net2 

Crab trap3 

Trot Iine4 

Rake 

Hand 

Table 2-2 
Summary of Sampling Gear Used to Collect Fish and Shellfish 

Mullet Fish 

X X 

X X 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCAD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Target Species 

Crab 

x 

X 

X 

X 

Clam 

x 

Oyster 

X 

X 

Shrimp 

x 

, The gill nets used were experimental gill nets with stretched mesh size ranging from 1.5 to 4 inches. Gill nets were 
deployed to minimize by-catch, avoid interference with anglers, and to minimize entanglement by diving birds. 

2 An 8-foot (mullet) and a 6-foot (shrimp) cast net were used. 
3 Crab traps were a standard local variety of vinyl-coated wire. 
4 Trot lines were simple baited hooks used locally for crabs. 

Fish were collected using experimental gill nets and cast nets. Two experimental 
V (variable mesh size) gill nets were fabricated from five, lS-by-6 foot panels 
of 1.5-, 2-, 3-, 3.5- and 4-inch stretched monofilament net. The two cast nets 
used included a 6-foot diameter shrimp net and an 8-foot diameter mullet net. 
The cast nets were deployed either from the pier or from a small johnboat. Gill 
nets were deployed from the small johnboat, anchored in place, and marked with 
floats. 

Gill nets were deployed about 100 feet from each pier on the pond side of the 
causeway parallel to the shore in order to avoid interference from recreational 
cast nets and angling gear. Gill nets were not deployed in the tidal creeks due 
to hangs (snags), limited access, and tidal conditions. Cast nets were used 
primarily from boats at high tide on the tide gate side where oyster beds and 
rubble prevented deployment of cast nets from the tide gates, and made deployment 
of gill nets difficult. Cast nets were deployed on the tide gate side starting 
at the gate or as close to the gate as the boat could reach and moved outward 
until either the sample was collected or collection efforts were limited by tide, 

Parrisl •. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 2-3 



daylight, or boat availability. Cast nets were also cast on the pond side from 
the fishing piers. Stripedmullet (Mugil cephalus) were collected with both cast 
nets and experimental gill nets. Mullet were available on both sides of the 

LIL 

causeway. 

Based on the results of the first few gill net deployments on the pond side, the 
summer flounder (Paralichthys dentatus) was selected as a second fish species to 
be collected. Flounder were selected because they were present in sufficient 
numbers on the pond side, are likely to be resident in the pond for considerable 
periods of time, are high on the food chain (likely to bioaccumulate contami- 
nants), and are targeted by local fishermen. Summer flounder was the only large 
predatory fish captured in any number (sufficient numbers of other fish species 
were not available). Despite considerable effort, only one specimen was caught 
on the tidal creek side. Summer flounder are probably only marginally vulnerable 
to cast nets due to high burst speed swimming behavior. 

2.2.2 Shellfish Sampling Methods Shellfish samples of crustaceans and mollusks 
included blue crabs, hard clams, and American oysters. Shrimp were not available 
in sufficient abundance during the sampling period due to declining water 
temperatures and either reduced activity or migration to deeper waters. White 
shrimp (Penaeus setiferus) are very susceptible to low temperatures (Anderson and 
Lunz, 1965). 

Blue crabs (Cdlinectes sapidus) were fished using gill nets, cast nets, crab 
traps, and trot lines (baited hooks). Crabs were collected on the pond side from 
the gill nets deployed about 100 feet from Pl and P2. Because gill nets could 
not be readily deployed on the tidal creek side of the causeway, efforts were 
made to use trot lines and traps in proximity to TGl and TG2 and additional w 
efforts were made at both tidal streams on the tidal creek side using cast nets. 

Hard clams (Mercenaria mercenaria) were collected using a four-tined long handle 
rake or shorter three-tined short handled garden tool. Efforts were initially 
directed at the sample stations; however, based on lack of sampling success these 
efforts were extended outward from the proposed sample stations to those areas 
having indications of clams (shell, siphon evidence, or appropriate habitat 
conditions). 

American oysters (Crassostrea virginica) were collected using either a long- 
handled, four-tinedhand rake, three-tined short handled garden tool, or by hand, 
depending on the habitat. The tide gate stations had some hard substrate in 
proximity to the gates; however, beyond the gates oysters were found on mud flats 
or shell banks. On the pond side, oysters were removed by hand from hard, rubble 
substrate near the causeway. Oysters were found in the intertidal habitats on 
the tidal creek side of the landfill and subtidally on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

Sampling for shrimp was limited to cast nets deployed either from the fishing 
piers, tide gate structures, or from a small Johnboat deployed in the pond or 
tidal streams. The soft, "quicksand-like" composition of mud on the tidal creek 
side made it impossible to sample from shore on the tidal creek side of the 
causeway. Shrimp were not collected during this field effort. 

Procedures used for sample collection, handling, and shipping are included in 
Appendix A-l. A complete data package including all field and laboratory chain- 
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daylight, or boat availability. Cast nets were also cast on the pond side from 
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causeway. 

Based on the results of the first few gill net deployments on the pond side, the 
summer flounder (Paralichthys dentatus) was selected as a second fish species to 
be collected. Flounder were selected because they were present in sufficient 
numbers on the pond side, are likely to be resident in the pond for considerable 
periods of time, are high on the food chain (likely to bioaccumulate contami­
nants), and are targeted by local fishermen. Summer flounder was the only large 
predatory fish captured in any number (sufficient numbers of other fish species 
were not available). Despite considerable effort, only one specimen was caught 
on the tidal creek side. Summer flounder are probably only marginally vulnerable 
to cast nets due to high burst speed swimming behavior. 

2.2.2 Shellfish Sampling Methods Shellfish samples of crustaceans and mollusks 
included blue crabs, hard clams, and American oysters. Shrimp were not available 
in sufficient abundance during the sampling period due to declining water 
temperatures and either reduced activity or migration to deeper waters. White 
shrimp (Penaeus setiferus) are very susceptible to low temperatures (Anderson and 
Lunz, 1965). 

Blue crabs (Callinectes sapidus) were fished using gill nets, cast nets, crab 
traps, and trot lines (baited hooks). Crabs were collected on the pond side from 
the gill nets deployed about 100 feet from PI and P2. Because gill nets could 
not be readily deployed on the tidal creek side of the causeway, efforts were 
made to use trot lines and traps in proximity to TGl and TG2 and additional ~ 
efforts were made at both tidal streams on the tidal creek side using cast nets. 

Hard clams (Hercenaria mercenaria) were collected using a four-tined long handle 
rake or shorter three-tined short handled garden tool. Efforts were initially 
directed at the sample stations; however, based on lack of sampling success these 
efforts were extended outward from the proposed sample stations to those areas 
having indications of clams (shell, siphon evidence, or appropriate habitat 
conditions). 

American oysters (Crassostrea virginica) were collected using either a long­
handled, four-tined hand rake, three-tined short handled garden tool, or by hand, 
depending on the habitat. The tide gate stations had some hard substrate in 
proximity to the gates; however, beyond the gates oysters were found on mud flats 
or shell banks. On the pond side, oysters were removed by hand from hard, rubble 
substrate near the causeway. Oysters were found in the intertidal habitats on 
the tidal creek side of the landfill and subtidally on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

Sampling for shrimp was limited to cast nets deployed either from the fishing 
piers, tide gate structures, or from a small Johnboat deployed in the pond or 
tidal streams. The soft, "quicksand-like" composition of mud on the tidal creek 
side made it impossible to sample from shore on the tidal creek side of the 
causeway. Shrimp were not collected during this field effort. 

Procedures used for sample collection, handling, and shipping are included in 
Appendix A-I. A complete data package including all field and laboratory chain-
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daylight, or boat availability. Cast nets were also cast on the pond side from 
the fishing piers. Striped mullet (HugH cephalus) were collected with both cast 
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made to use trot lines and traps in proximity to TGl and TG2 and additional ~ 
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Hard clams (Hercenaria mercenaria) were collected using a four-tined long handle 
rake or shorter three-tined short handled garden tool. Efforts were initially 
directed at the sample stations; however, based on lack of sampling success these 
efforts were extended outward from the proposed sample stations to those areas 
having indications of clams (shell, siphon evidence, or appropriate habitat 
conditions). 

American oysters (Crassostrea virginica) were collected using either a long­
handled, four-tined hand rake, three-tined short handled garden tool, or by hand, 
depending on the habitat. The tide gate stations had some hard substrate in 
proximity to the gates; however, beyond the gates oysters were found on mud flats 
or shell banks. On the pond side, oysters were removed by hand from hard, rubble 
substrate near the causeway. Oysters were found in the intertidal habitats on 
the tidal creek side of the landfill and subtidally on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

Sampling for shrimp was limited to cast nets deployed either from the fishing 
piers, tide gate structures, or from a small Johnboat deployed in the pond or 
tidal streams. The soft, "quicksand-like" composition of mud on the tidal creek 
side made it impossible to sample from shore on the tidal creek side of the 
causeway. Shrimp were not collected during this field effort. 

Procedures used for sample collection, handling, and shipping are included in 
Appendix A-I. A complete data package including all field and laboratory chain-
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of-custody forms are contained in the project files. The only variance with 
these procedures was the storage of samples at the base ice house until Monday, 
November 25, 1991, when they were all shipped to the laboratory. However, all 
samples were packed on dry ice in the field and while in cold storage (<-20 
degrees Celsius ["Cl). This modification was made due to limited access to dry 
ice and transit time to late evening shipping points. 

2.3 LABORATORY ANALYTICAL METHODS. The list of analytes and methods proposed 
by KEMRON (1990) were USEPA RCRA procedures (SW846 Methods) that was developed 
primarily to identify and quantify the hazardous substances present in soil, 
solid waste, and groundwater at hazardous waste sites or RCRA units. These 
methods were optimized for soil or solid waste matrices and not intended for 
tissue analyses. These methods include the following: semivolatile organics 
(Method 8250),. polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons [PAH (Method 8100)], PCBs, 
chlorinated pesticides (Method 8080), and mercury (Method 7471). 

For this study, however, ABB-ES used the analytes and methods that are used in 
the Mussel Watch Project and Environmental Monitoring and Assessment Program 
(=p) * These methods have been developed specifically for the analysis of these 
contaminants in marine shellfish and fish tissue, and the list of analytes have 
been carefully selected as contaminants of importance in marine and estuarine 
resources. These methods, by and large, offer greater sensitivity, accuracy, and 
precision in animal tissues than do the comparable SW846 methods and provide more 
valuable information for the purposes of this study. The methodused for mercury 
analysis is a new Mussel Watch method that uses microwave digestion, and has been 
fully validated in the Mussel Watch Project (NOAA, 1989). The proposed methods 
for organic pollutant analysis have also been thoroughly validated, have been 
used for several years in the Mussel Watch project, and were recently adopted for 
use in the USEPA EMAP national monitoring program (USEPA, 1992). Using these 
methods not only provides high-quality data, but also provides data that can be 
confidently compared to data generated in these other national monitoring 
programs, including data from sites in the South Carolina coastal environment. 
Because no reference samples were proposed for this study, the availability of 
these comparable data was essential. 

Table 2-3 lists the analytical parameters for the inorganic (mercury) and organic 
(PAH, PCB, and pesticide) analyses, along with the associated Method Detection 
Limits (MDLs). Table 2-3 All sample processing and analysis methods were 
performed according to the procedures used in the Mussel Watch. Laboratory 
analyses were performed by Battelle Ocean Sciences, Duxbury, Massachusetts. 
Validated protocols and standard operating procedures (SOPS) were followed in all 
relevant aspects of this work. A list of some of the pertinent SOPS used in 
conducting this work is presented in Appendix A. 

2.3.1 Preliminary Laboratorv Sample Preparation Preliminary sample processing 
was conducted in a flow-through hood to minimize atmospheric contamination. 
Bivalve mollusks (oysters and clams) were shucked, and all the tissue from the 
animals that constituted one sample were placed in a precleaned glass jar. The 
tissue samples for analysis from the fish (mullet and flounder) was liver tissue 
and edible fillet tissue as presented in the original KEMRON (1990) workplan. 
Mullet and summer flounder were carefully filleted, and the liver and edible 
tissue fillets isolated and placed in precleaned glass jars. The bivalve and 
fish tissue were thoroughly homogenized using an Omni" homogenizer. Crabs that 
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(PAH, PCB, and pesticide) analyses, along with the associated Method Detection 
Limits (MDLs). Table 2-3 All sample processing and analysis methods were 
performed according to the procedures used in the Mussel Watch. Laboratory 
analyses were performed by Battelle Ocean Sciences, Duxbury, Massachusetts. 
Validated protocols and standard operating procedures (SOPs) were followed in all 
relevant aspects of this work. A list of some of the pertinent SOPs used in 
conducting this work is presented in Appendix A. 

2.3.1 Preliminary Laboratory Sample Preparation Preliminary sample processing 
was conducted in a flow-through hood to minimize atmospheric contamination. 
Bivalve mollusks (oysters and clams) were shucked, and all the tissue from the 
animals that constituted one sample were placed in a precleaned glass jar. The 
tissue samples for analysis from the fish (mullet and flounder) was liver tissue 
and edible fillet tissue as presented in the original KEMRON (1990) workplan. 
Mullet and summer flounder were carefully filleted, and the liver and edible 
tissue fillets isolated and placed in precleaned glass jars. The bivalve and 
fish tissue were thoroughly homogenized using an OmniN homogenizer. Crabs that 
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methods not only provides high-quality data, but also provides data that can be 
confidently compared to data generated in these other national monitoring 
programs, including data from sites in the South Carolina coastal environment. 
Because no reference samples were proposed for this study, the availability of 
these comparable data was essential. 

Table 2-3 lists the analytical parameters for the inorganic (mercury) and organic 
(PAH, PCB, and pesticide) analyses, along with the associated Method Detection 
Limits (MDLs). Table 2-3 All sample processing and analysis methods were 
performed according to the procedures used in the Mussel Watch. Laboratory 
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Validated protocols and standard operating procedures (SOPs) were followed in all 
relevant aspects of this work. A list of some of the pertinent SOPs used in 
conducting this work is presented in Appendix A. 

2.3.1 Preliminary Laboratory Sample Preparation Preliminary sample processing 
was conducted in a flow-through hood to minimize atmospheric contamination. 
Bivalve mollusks (oysters and clams) were shucked, and all the tissue from the 
animals that constituted one sample were placed in a precleaned glass jar. The 
tissue samples for analysis from the fish (mullet and flounder) was liver tissue 
and edible fillet tissue as presented in the original KEMRON (1990) workplan. 
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Table 2-3 
Analytical Parameters and Method Detection Limits (MDW 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

‘arameter 
Method Detection Limit 

(rig/g dry weight)’ 

‘olycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons 
Naphthalene 
2methylnaphthalene 
1 -methylnaphthalene 
Biphenyl 
2,6dimethyfnaphthalene 
Acenaphthylene 
Acenaphthene 
1,6,7-trimethyfnaphthalene 
Fluorene 
Phenanthrene 
Anthracene 
1 -methyfphenanthrene 
Fluoranthene 
Pyrene 
Benzo[a]anthracene 
Chrysene 
Benzo[b]fluoranthene 
Benzo[k]fluoranthene 
Benzo[e]pyrene 
Benzo[a] pyrene 
Perylene 
Indeno[l,2,3-c,d]pyrene 
Dibenzo[a,h]anthracene 
Benzo[g,h,i]perylene 

Chlorinated Pesticides 
Hexachlorobenzene 
Lindane (gamma-BHC) 
Heptachlor 
Aldrin 
Heptachlorepoxide 
2,4’-DDE 
cisChlordane 
trans-Nonachlor 
Dieldrin 
4,4’-DDE 
2,4’-DDD 
Endrin 
4,4’-DDD 
2,4’-DDT 
4,4’-DDT 
Mirex 

See notes at end of table. 

11.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 
29.72 
12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

2.35 
1.89 
3.17 
1.42 
1.18 
0.79 
1.36 
1.45 
2.36 
1.75 
2.20 
7.35 
2.36 
1.75 
8.15 
2.68 
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Table 2-3 
Analytical Parameters and Method Detection Umits (MDLs) 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MeRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Parameter 
Method Detection Limit 

(ng/g dry weight)' 

Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons 
Naphthalene 11.39 
2-methylnaphthalene 14.21 
1-methylnaphthalene 13.99 
Biphenyl 18.49 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalene 16.41 
Acenaphthylene 15.77 
Acenaphthene 14.35 
1,6,7 -trimethylnaphthalene 14.01 
Auorene 13.17 
Phenanthrene 18.19 
Anthracene 13.36 
1-methylphenanthrene 24.37 
Fluoranthene 30.38 
Pyrene 28.04 
Benzo[ a]anthracene 25.54 
Chrysene 26.44 
Benzo[b ]fluoranthene 46.94 
Benzo[k]fluoranthene 31.55 
Benzo[e]pyrene 24.12 
Benzo[a]pyrene 24.78 
Perylene 29.72 
Indeno[1,2,3-c,d]pyrene 12.08 
Oibenzo[a,h]anthracene 17.25 
Benzo[g,h,i] perylene 22.28 

Chlorinated Pesticides 
Hexachlorobenzene 2.35 
Lindane (gamma-BHC) 1.89 
Heptachlor 3.17 
Aldrin 1.42 
Heptachlorepoxide 1.18 
2,4'-00E 0.79 
cis-Chlordane 1.36 
trans-Nonachlor 1.45 
Dieldrin 2.36 
4,4'-00E 1.75 
2,4'-000 2.20 
Endrin 7.35 
4,4'-000 2.36 
2,4'-00T 1.75 
4,4'-00T 8.15 
Mirex 2.68 

See notes at end of table. 
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Heptachlor 3.17 
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Dieldrin 2.36 
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4,4'-00T 8.15 
Mirex 2.68 

See notes at end of table. 
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Table 2-3 (Continued) 
Analytical Parameters and Method Detection Limits (MDLs) 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island. South Carolina 

Parameter Method Detection Limit 
(rig/g dry weight)' 

Mercury 

Mercury 21 to 11 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls 

(3, (8) 6.75 
CUff3) 4.02 
C&W 2.79 
w52) 5.13 
ww 2.58 
Cl@) 1.33 
Cl,(lOl) 1.93 
ClJ77) 3.07 
CI,(118) 1.72 
C&(153) 1.24 
CI,(105) 1.10 
C&(138) 2.79 
C&(126) 3.01 
CI,(187) 2.23 
C&(128) 0.80 
CI,(180) 1.38 
CI,(170) 5.55 
C&(195) 1.61 
Cl,(206) 1.73 
chlGw 5.20 

Aroclor 1016/1242 
Aroclor 1221 
Aroclor 1232 
Aroclor 1248 
Aroclor 1254 
Aroclor 1260 

20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
3l-l 

’ Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH), pesticide, and polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) congener 
MDLs were determined by Battelle in Phase 6 (1991) of the National Status and Trends (NST) Mussel 
Watch Project. These organic MDLs were determined using seven replicate oyster tissues, with an 

2 average tissue dry weight of 2.23 grams. 
The range of mercury MDLs in this study. Separate mercury MDLs were determined for each batch. 

Note: rig/g = nanograms per gram. 
DDE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene. 
DDD = dichlorophenyl dichloroethane. 
DDT = dichlorophenyl trichloroethane. 
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Table 2-3 (Continued) 
Analytical Parameters and Method Detection Umits (MDLs) 

Parameter 

Mercury 

Mercury 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls 

CI2(8) 
CI3(18) 
CI3(28) 
CI4(52) 
CI4(44) 
CI4(66) 
Cls(101) 
CI4(77) 
Cls(118) 
Cls(153) 
Cls(105) 
Cls(138) 
Cls(126) 
CI7(187) 
Cls(128) 
CI7(180) 
CI7(170) 
Cla(195) 
Clg(206) 
CI,o(209) 

Aroclor 1016/1242 
Aroclor 1221 
Arocfor 1232 
Aroclor 1248 
Arocfor 1254 
Arocfor 1260 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Method Detection Limit 
(ng/g dry weight)' 

6.75 
4.02 
2.79 
5.13 
2.58 
1.33 
1.93 
3.07 
1.72 
1.24 
1.10 
2.79 
3.01 
2.23 
0.80 
1.38 
5.55 
1.61 
1.73 
5.20 

20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

, Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) , pesticide, and polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) congener 
MDLs were determined by Battelle in Phase 6 (1991) of the National Status and Trends (NST) Mussel 
Watch Project. These organic MDLs were determined using seven replicate oyster tissues, with an 
average tissue dry weight of 2.23 grams. 

2 The range of mercury MDLs in this study. Separate mercury MDLs were determined for each batch. 

Note: ng/g = nanograms per gram. 
DDE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethyteOf;. 
DDD = dichlorophenyt dichloroethane. 
DDT = dichlorophenyl trichloroethane. 
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20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

, Polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) , pesticide, and polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) congener 
MDLs were determined by Battelle in Phase 6 (1991) of the National Status and Trends (NST) Mussel 
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Note: ng/g = nanograms per gram. 
DDE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethyteOf;. 
DDD = dichlorophenyt dichloroethane. 
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represented one sample were processed by placing them whole in a precleaned 
WaringN blender, and homogenizing. The homogenate was then placed in a 
precleaned glass jar for storage. The tissue homogenate was used for PAH, PCB, 
pesticide, and mercury analyses. 

2.3.2 PolvnuclearAromaticHvdrocarbons (PAHs). polvchlorinatedbiphenvls (PCB), 
and Pesticide Analvsis The analytes determined in the organic analyses are 
listed in Table 2-3, along with their respective detection limits. All sample 
processing and analysis methods for organics was performed according to the 
procedures used in the Mussel Watch Project (NOAA, 1989). 

2.3.2.1 Tissue Sample Preparation An aliquot of approximately 30 grams (g) (wet 
weight) was taken from the tissue homogenate for organic compound analysis. At 
this time, a separate 5-g aliquot of the homogenate was removed for dry-weight 
determination. The appropriate surrogate internal standards (SIS) were added to 
the 30-g subsample to allow accurate measurement of target organic compounds. 
The PAH surrogate compounds were de-naphthalene, dlO-acenaphthene, and d,,- 
benzo[a]pyrene. The PCB and pesticide surrogate compounds were dibromo- 
octafluorobiphenyl (DBOFB), and tetrachloronaphthalene (TCN). Sodium sulfate was 
added to absorb water from the sample to facilitate extraction with organic 
solvent. The homogenate was macerated twice for 2 minutes each with a 
TissumizerN, using methylene chloride (DCM) as the extraction solvent. The 
sample was centrifuged between the extractions, and the solvent decanted into a 
precleaned, labeled Erlenmeyer flask. After the two maceration steps, DCM was 
added to the sample and the jar was shaken for approximately 30 minutes. Once 
again, the sample was centrifuged and the solvent decanted into the Erlenmeyer 
flask. A lo-ml aliquot was removed from the combined extract and was dried for 
lipid-weight determination. The combined extract was passed through a 20-g -1 
alumina cleanup column and concentrated, using Kuderna-Danish (KD) techniques 
followed by gentle evaporation with nitrogen gas, to a final volume of 
approximately 900 microliters (pa). The volume of the concentrated extract was 
measured exactly with a syringe, and 600 ~1 were processed by size-exclusion 
high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) (the remaining 300 ,uJ were 
archived). The HPLC cleanup step was calibrated by using standards containing 
lipid, sulfur, and the first and last eluting analytes of interest. 

After HPLC fractionation, the extract was concentrated to approximately 500 ~1 
using nitrogen gas evaporation methods, spiked with recovery internal standards 
(to allow the determination of SIS recovery), and split for the two separate 
analyses [PAHs by gas chromatography with mass spectrometry (GC/MS) and PCBs and 
pesticides by gas chromatography and electron-capture detection (GC/ECD)]. The 
extract intended for PCB and pesticide analysis was solvent-substituted with 
isooctane, concentrated to 250 ~1, and analyzed by GC/ECD. The portion of the 
extract intended for PAH analysis remained in the extraction solvent, methylene 
chloride, and was analyzed by GC/MS. 

2.3.2.2 PAH Analysis Instrumental methods, maintenance, and quality control 
(QC) related to the GC/MS analysis of samples for PAH were performed according 
to a modification of USEPA Method 8270 (which in itself is an improvement over 
Methods 8250 and 8100 for PAH analysis) using a 3-point calibration curve. The 
modifications include the use of selected ion monitoring (SIM) to improve method 
sensitivity and the use of surrogates as internal standards to improve method 
accuracy. Analytes were quantified by the internal standard method by using d,- 
naphthalene (for the quantification of naphthalene through acenaphthylene), d,,- 
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represented one sample were processed by placing them whole in a precleaned 
Waringlll blender, and homogenizing. The homogenate was then placed in a 
precleaned glass jar for storage. The tissue homogenate was used for PAR, PCB, 
pesticide, and mercury analyses. 

2.3.2 Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) , polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) , 
and Pesticide Analysis The analytes determined in the organic analyses are 
listed in Table 2-3, along with their respective detection limits. All sample 
processing and analysis methods for organics was performed according to the 
procedures used in the Mussel Watch Project (NOAA, 1989). 

2.3.2.1 Tissue Sample Preparation An aliquot of approximately 30 grams (g) (wet 
weight) was taken from the tissue homogenate for organic compound analysis. At 
this time, a separate 5-g aliquot of the homogenate was removed for dry-weight 
determination. The appropriate surrogate internal standards (SIS) were added to 
the 30-g subsample to allow accurate measurement of target organic compounds. 
The PAR surrogate compounds were ds_naphthalene, d10_acenaphthene, and d12-
benzo [a] pyrene. The PCB and pes ticide surrogate compounds were dibromo­
octafluorobiphenyl (DBOFB), and tetrachloronaphthalene (TCN). Sodium sulfate was 
added to absorb water from the sample to facilitate extraction with organic 
solvent. The homogenate was macerated twice for 2 minutes each with a 
Tissumizerlll

, using methylene chloride (OCM) as the extraction solvent. The 
sample was centrifuged between the extractions, and the solvent decanted into a 
precleaned, labeled Erlenmeyer flask. After the two maceration steps, OCM was 
added to the sample and the jar was shaken for approximately 30 minutes. Once 
again, the sample was centrifuged and the solvent decanted into the Erlenmeyer 
flask. A lO-ml aliquot was removed from the combined extract and was dried for 
lipid-weight determination. The combined extract was passed through a 20-g 
alumina cleanup column and concentrated, using Kuderna-Oanish (KO) techniques 
followed by gentle evaporation with nitrogen gas, to a final volume of 
approximately 900 microliters (~i). The volume of the concentrated extract was 
measured exactly with a syringe, and 600 ~i were processed by size-exclusion 
high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) (the rema~n1ng 300 ~i were 
archived). The HPLC cleanup step was calibrated by using standards containing 
lipid, sulfur, and the first and last eluting analytes of interest. 

After HPLC fractionation, the extract was concentrated to approximately 500 ~i 
using nitrogen gas evaporation methods, spiked with recovery internal standards 
(to allow the determination of SIS recovery), and split for the two separate 
analyses [PARs by gas chromatography with mass spectrometry (GC/MS) and PCBs and 
pesticides by gas chromatography and electron-capture detection (GC/ECD)]. The 
extract intended for PCB and pesticide analysis was solvent-substituted with 
isooctane, concentrated to 250 ~i, and analyzed by GC/ECD. The portion of the 
extract intended for PAR analysis remained in the extraction solvent, methylene 
chloride, and was analyzed by GC/MS. 

2.3.2.2 PAH Analysis Instrumental methods, maintenance, and quality control 
(QC) related to the GC/MS analysis of samples for PAR were performed according 
to a modification of USEPA Method 8270 (which in itself is an improvement over 
Methods 8250 and 8100 for PAR analysis) using a 3-point calibration curve. The 
modifications include the use of selected ion monitoring (SIM) to improve method 
sensitivity and the use of surrogates as internal standards to improve method 
accuracy. Analytes were quantified by the internal standard method by using ds-
naphthalene (for the quantification of naphthalene through acenaphthylene), d10 -
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represented one sample were processed by placing them whole in a precleaned 
Waringlll blender, and homogenizing. The homogenate was then placed in a 
precleaned glass jar for storage. The tissue homogenate was used for PAR, PCB, 
pesticide, and mercury analyses. 

2.3.2 Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) , polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) , 
and Pesticide Analysis The analytes determined in the organic analyses are 
listed in Table 2-3, along with their respective detection limits. All sample 
processing and analysis methods for organics was performed according to the 
procedures used in the Mussel Watch Project (NOAA, 1989). 

2.3.2.1 Tissue Sample Preparation An aliquot of approximately 30 grams (g) (wet 
weight) was taken from the tissue homogenate for organic compound analysis. At 
this time, a separate 5-g aliquot of the homogenate was removed for dry-weight 
determination. The appropriate surrogate internal standards (SIS) were added to 
the 30-g subsample to allow accurate measurement of target organic compounds. 
The PAR surrogate compounds were ds_naphthalene, d10_acenaphthene, and d12-
benzo [a] pyrene. The PCB and pes ticide surrogate compounds were dibromo­
octafluorobiphenyl (DBOFB), and tetrachloronaphthalene (TCN). Sodium sulfate was 
added to absorb water from the sample to facilitate extraction with organic 
solvent. The homogenate was macerated twice for 2 minutes each with a 
Tissumizerlll

, using methylene chloride (OCM) as the extraction solvent. The 
sample was centrifuged between the extractions, and the solvent decanted into a 
precleaned, labeled Erlenmeyer flask. After the two maceration steps, OCM was 
added to the sample and the jar was shaken for approximately 30 minutes. Once 
again, the sample was centrifuged and the solvent decanted into the Erlenmeyer 
flask. A lO-ml aliquot was removed from the combined extract and was dried for 
lipid-weight determination. The combined extract was passed through a 20-g 
alumina cleanup column and concentrated, using Kuderna-Oanish (KO) techniques 
followed by gentle evaporation with nitrogen gas, to a final volume of 
approximately 900 microliters (~i). The volume of the concentrated extract was 
measured exactly with a syringe, and 600 ~i were processed by size-exclusion 
high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) (the rema~n1ng 300 ~i were 
archived). The HPLC cleanup step was calibrated by using standards containing 
lipid, sulfur, and the first and last eluting analytes of interest. 

After HPLC fractionation, the extract was concentrated to approximately 500 ~i 
using nitrogen gas evaporation methods, spiked with recovery internal standards 
(to allow the determination of SIS recovery), and split for the two separate 
analyses [PARs by gas chromatography with mass spectrometry (GC/MS) and PCBs and 
pesticides by gas chromatography and electron-capture detection (GC/ECD)]. The 
extract intended for PCB and pesticide analysis was solvent-substituted with 
isooctane, concentrated to 250 ~i, and analyzed by GC/ECD. The portion of the 
extract intended for PAR analysis remained in the extraction solvent, methylene 
chloride, and was analyzed by GC/MS. 

2.3.2.2 PAH Analysis Instrumental methods, maintenance, and quality control 
(QC) related to the GC/MS analysis of samples for PAR were performed according 
to a modification of USEPA Method 8270 (which in itself is an improvement over 
Methods 8250 and 8100 for PAR analysis) using a 3-point calibration curve. The 
modifications include the use of selected ion monitoring (SIM) to improve method 
sensitivity and the use of surrogates as internal standards to improve method 
accuracy. Analytes were quantified by the internal standard method by using ds-
naphthalene (for the quantification of naphthalene through acenaphthylene), d10 -
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acenaphthene (for acenaphthene through chrysene), and drz-benzo[a]pyrene (for 
benzo[b]fluoranthene through benzo[g,h,i]perylene) as the SIS. Just prior to 
instrumental analysis, the recovery internal standards (RIS), d,,-biphenyl, d,,- 
phenanthrene, and dl,-benzo[e]pyrene were added to the samples to measure 
recovery of the SIS. Gas chromatographic separation was carried out on a 30- 
meter (m) DB-5 capillary column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). The target analytes are 
listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.2.3 PCB and Chlorinated Pesticide Analysis Instrument methods, maintenance, 
and QC applicable to GC/ECD analysis of samples for pesticides and PCBs conformed 
to guidance presented in laboratory SOPS. The Battelle method uses a 3-point 
calibration curve and is a modification of USEPA Method 8080. This method 
modification includes the use of capillary column chromatography for improved 
analyte resolution and quantification of discrete PCB congeners using SIS for 
improved accuracy. All analytes were quantified by the method of internal 
standards using DBOFB and TCN as the SIS. Just prior to instrumental analysis, 
the RIS tetrachloro-m-xylene (TCMX) was added to samples to measure recovery of 
the DBOFB and TCN. Primary, quantitative analysis was carried out on a 30-m DB-5 
capillary column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). Secondary qualitative confirmation 
analysis was performed on 20 percent of the samples using a 30-m DB-17 capillary 
column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). The target analytes are listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.3 Mercury Analysis. Mercury analysis is the only nonorganic analysis in 
this study. The detection limit for the mercury analyses is listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.3.1 Tissue Sample Preparation Tissue samples were prepared and analyzed 
using methods that have been developed for optimum performance with marine 
samples. Tissue samples were homogenized, freeze-dried, and digested using 
nitric acid and microwave heating. TeflonN digestion vessels were used 
throughout the processing steps to minimize laboratory contamination. 

2.3.3.2 Mercury Analysis The analyses for mercury were performed by cold vapor 
atomic absorption (CVAA). 

2.4 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL (OA/QC). Data generated during the ES1 
required sufficient precision, accuracy and documentation to present a valid 
characterization of the site and to serve as a basis for deciding whether this 
site poses a threat to humans consuming fish and shellfish associated with the 
site. A rigorous QC program was implemented for this study because little tissue 
analysis work has been performed under NEESA guidelines. Both field and 
laboratory QA/QC procedures were implemented as*part of this study. 

2.4.1 Field Sampling Field QA/QC procedures included determining the locations 
of sampling sites, selecting the appropriate sample collection methods for 
different animals, obtaining the necessary boat and sampling equipment, and 
identifying qualified sampling personnel. A senior field scientist monitored the 
sample collection effort andwas responsible for the custody and integrity of all 
samples collected for chemical analyses. 

During sample collection, Sample Collection Forms were completed and included 
such information as location, sample identification, date, time, and person(s) 
collecting the field sample. Sample labeling, chain-of-custody, and log-in 
procedures adhered to SOPS. Sample collection forms were completed by the field 
personnel and remained in the custody of the senior field scientist while in the 
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acenaphthene (for acenaphthene through chrysene), and d1Z-benzo[a]pyrene (for 
benzo[b]f1uoranthene through benzo[g,h,i]pery1ene) as the SIS. Just prior to 
instrumental analysis, the recovery internal standards (RIS), d1o -bipheny1, d10 -
phenanthrene, and d1Z -benzo [ e] pyrene were added to the samp les to measure 
recovery of the SIS. Gas chromatographic separation was carried out on a 30-
meter (m) DB-5 capillary column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). The target analytes are 
listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.2.3 PCB and Chlorinated Pesticide Analysis Instrument methods, maintenance, 
and QC applicable to GC/ECD analysis of samples for pesticides and PCBs conformed 
to guidance presented in laboratory SOPs. The Battelle method uses a 3-point 
calibration curve and is a modification of USEPA Method 8080. This method 
modification includes the use of capillary column chromatography for improved 
analyte resolution and quantification of discrete PCB congeners using SIS for 
improved accuracy. All analytes were quantified by the method of internal 
standards using DBOFB and TCN as the SIS. Just prior to instrumental analysis, 
the RIS tetrachloro-m-xylene (TCMX) was added to samples to measure recovery of 
the DBOFB and TCN. Primary, quanti tati ve analys is was carried out on a 30 -m DB - 5 
capillary column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). Secondary qualitative confirmation 
analysis was performed on 20 percent of the samples using a 30-m DB-17 capillary 
column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). The target ana1ytes are listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.3 Mercury Analysis. Mercury analysis is the only nonorganic analysis in 
this study. The detection limit for the mercury analyses is listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.3.1 Tissue Sample Preparation Tissue samples were prepared and analyzed 
using methods that have been developed for optimum performance with marine 
samples. Tissue samples were homogenized, freeze-dried, and digested using 
nitric acid and microwave heating. Teflonlll digestion vessels were used 
throughout the processing steps to minimize laboratory contamination. 

2.3.3.2 Mercury Analysis The analyses for mercury were performed by cold vapor 
atomic absorption (CVAA). 

2.4 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL (QA/QC). Data generated during the ESI 
required sufficient prec1s10n, accuracy and documentation to present a valid 
characterization of the site and to serve as a basis for deciding whether this 
site poses a threat to humans consuming fish and shellfish associated with the 
site. A rigorous QC program was implemented for this study because little tissue 
analysis work has been performed under NEESA guidelines. Both field and 
laboratory QA/QC procedures were implemented as-part of this study. 

2.4.1 Field Sampling Field QA/QC procedures included determining the locations 
of sampling sites, selecting the appropriate sample collection methods for 
different animals, obtaining the necessary boat and sampling equipment, and 
identifying qualified sampling personnel. A senior field scientist monitored the 
sample collection effort and was responsible for the custody and integrity of all 
samples collected for chemical analyses. 

During sample collection, Sample Collection Forms were completed and included 
such information as location, sample identification, date, time, and person(s) 
collecting the field sample. Sample labeling, chain-of-custody, and log-in 
procedures adhered to SOPs. Sample collection forms were completed by the field 
personnel and remained in the custody of the senior field scientist while in the 
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acenaphthene (for acenaphthene through chrysene), and d1Z-benzo[a]pyrene (for 
benzo[b]f1uoranthene through benzo[g,h,i]pery1ene) as the SIS. Just prior to 
instrumental analysis, the recovery internal standards (RIS), d1o -bipheny1, d10 -
phenanthrene, and d1Z -benzo [ e] pyrene were added to the samp les to measure 
recovery of the SIS. Gas chromatographic separation was carried out on a 30-
meter (m) DB-5 capillary column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). The target analytes are 
listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.2.3 PCB and Chlorinated Pesticide Analysis Instrument methods, maintenance, 
and QC applicable to GC/ECD analysis of samples for pesticides and PCBs conformed 
to guidance presented in laboratory SOPs. The Battelle method uses a 3-point 
calibration curve and is a modification of USEPA Method 8080. This method 
modification includes the use of capillary column chromatography for improved 
analyte resolution and quantification of discrete PCB congeners using SIS for 
improved accuracy. All analytes were quantified by the method of internal 
standards using DBOFB and TCN as the SIS. Just prior to instrumental analysis, 
the RIS tetrachloro-m-xylene (TCMX) was added to samples to measure recovery of 
the DBOFB and TCN. Primary, quanti tati ve analys is was carried out on a 30 -m DB - 5 
capillary column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). Secondary qualitative confirmation 
analysis was performed on 20 percent of the samples using a 30-m DB-17 capillary 
column (J&W Scientific, Inc.). The target ana1ytes are listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.3 Mercury Analysis. Mercury analysis is the only nonorganic analysis in 
this study. The detection limit for the mercury analyses is listed in Table 2-3. 

2.3.3.1 Tissue Sample Preparation Tissue samples were prepared and analyzed 
using methods that have been developed for optimum performance with marine 
samples. Tissue samples were homogenized, freeze-dried, and digested using 
nitric acid and microwave heating. Teflonlll digestion vessels were used 
throughout the processing steps to minimize laboratory contamination. 

2.3.3.2 Mercury Analysis The analyses for mercury were performed by cold vapor 
atomic absorption (CVAA). 

2.4 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL (QA/QC). Data generated during the ESI 
required sufficient prec1s10n, accuracy and documentation to present a valid 
characterization of the site and to serve as a basis for deciding whether this 
site poses a threat to humans consuming fish and shellfish associated with the 
site. A rigorous QC program was implemented for this study because little tissue 
analysis work has been performed under NEESA guidelines. Both field and 
laboratory QA/QC procedures were implemented as-part of this study. 

2.4.1 Field Sampling Field QA/QC procedures included determining the locations 
of sampling sites, selecting the appropriate sample collection methods for 
different animals, obtaining the necessary boat and sampling equipment, and 
identifying qualified sampling personnel. A senior field scientist monitored the 
sample collection effort and was responsible for the custody and integrity of all 
samples collected for chemical analyses. 

During sample collection, Sample Collection Forms were completed and included 
such information as location, sample identification, date, time, and person(s) 
collecting the field sample. Sample labeling, chain-of-custody, and log-in 
procedures adhered to SOPs. Sample collection forms were completed by the field 
personnel and remained in the custody of the senior field scientist while in the 
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field. Field chain-of-custody forms accompanied the samples when they were 
shipped from the field to the laboratory. Upon receipt of the samples at the 
laboratory, custody was released to the laboratory sample custodian who examined 
the samples, verified that sample specific information recorded on the chain-of- 
custody form was.accurate, and logged in the received samples. 

All samples were wrapped in aluminum foil and placed in ZiplocTy bags before being 
shipped in coolers with dry ice by Federal Express to the laboratory. Upon 
arrival at the laboratory, the sample custody was transferred to the Laboratory 
Sample Custodian and all samples were stored at or below -20 "C until sample 
preparation could begin. 

2.4.2 Laboratory Analysis As much of the preliminary sample processing 
(filleting of fish, shucking of clams and oysters, and sample homogenization) as 
practically possible was conducted in a flow-throughhood to minimize atmospheric 
contamination. 

Level E QC of the NEESA guidelines were in effect for this study (NEESA, 1988). 
NEESA Level E is functionally equivalent to the USEPA Contract Laboratory Program 
(CLP) Data Quality Level V or "Special Analytical Services" to be used for the 
application of "non-standard" (i.e., not CLP or SW846 methods) methods analysis 
of unusual environmental matrices such as waste or tissue. Level E QC is also 
suitable for the assessment of sites that are located away from a populated area, 
not on the National Priorities List, and have a low probability of litigation. 
The samples for this study were processed in seven analytical batches. Each 
batch of 7 to 17 field samples also included 5 (PAH, PCB, and pesticide) or 7 I 
(mercury) laboratory QC samples. These QC samples were as follows. 

PAH, PCB, and Pesticide Analysis: One procedural blank, one matrix spike, 
one blank spike, one blank spike duplicate, and one standard reference 
material (SRM) sample were included with each of the seven batches of field 
samples. Additionally, surrogate recoveries were tracked in all samples. 

Mercury Analysis: Two procedural blanks, one matrix spike, one blank 
spike, one blank spike duplicate, one laboratory duplicate, and one SRM 
were included with each of the seven batches of field samples. 

Laboratory QC sample criteria goals in effect for this work can be found in Table 
A-2 in Appendix A. 

All project documentation and data were reviewed by the laboratory's QA unit. 
This review included system inspections, performance data audits, and document 
review. 

2.5 COMPARISON WITH U.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION (USFDA) ACTION LEVELS. 
As specified in KEMRON's workplan, data were interpreted based on USFDA action 
levels. Using this approach as specified, mean contaminant levels plus one 
standard error of the mean are compared to USFDA levels. According to KEMRON's 
workplan, if these levels are not exceeded, the aquatic fauna are deemed safe for 
human consumption. It should be noted that although this approach can be used 
as a screening tool, its application and utility are limited. The USFDA is 
primarily responsible for regulating risks in foods sold in interstate commerce. 
USFDA action levels are developed in response to national needs and are based on 
national patterns of consumption that are often different than those of local 
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field. Field chain-of-custody forms accompanied the samples when they were 
shipped from the field to the laboratory. Upon receipt of the samples at the 
laboratory, custody was released to the laboratory sample custodian who examined 
the samples, verified that sample specific information recorded on the chain-of­
custody form was·accurate, and logged in ~he received samples. 

All samples were wrapped in aluminum foil and placed in Ziploclll bags before being 
shipped in coolers with dry {ce by Federal Express to the laboratory. Upon 
arrival at the laboratory, the sample custody was transferred to the Laboratory 
Sample Custodian and all samples were stored at or below -20°C until sample 
preparation could begin. 

2.4.2 Laboratorv Analvsis As much of the preliminary sample processing 
(filleting of fish, shucking of clams and oysters, and sample homogenization) as 
practically possible was conducted in a flow-through hood to minimize atmospheric 
contamination. 

Level E QC of the NEESA guidelines were in effect for this study (NEESA, 1988). 
NEE SA Level E is functionally equivalent to the USEPA Contract Laboratory Program 
(CLP) Data Quality Level V or "Special Analytical Services" to be used for the 
application of "non-standard" (i.e., not CLP or SW846 methods) methods analysis 
of unusual environmental matrices such as waste or tissue. Level E QC is also 
suitable for the assessment of sites that are located away from a populated area, 
not on the National Priorities List, and have a low probability of litigation. 
The samples for this study were processed in seven analytical batches. Each 
batch of 7 to 17 field samples also included 5 (PAH, PCB, and pesticide) or 7 
(mercury) laboratory QC samples. These QC samples were as follows. 

PAR, PCB, and Pesticide Analysis: One procedural blank, one matrix spike, 
one blank spike, one blank spike duplicate, and one standard reference 
material (SRM) sample were included with each of the seven batches of field 
samples. Additionally, surrogate recoveries were trqcked in all samples. 

Mercury Analysis: Two procedural blanks, one matrix spike, one blank 
spike, one blank spike duplicate, one laboratory duplicate, and one SRM 
were included with each of the seven batches of field samples. 

Laboratory QC sample criteria goals in effect for this work can be found in Table 
A-2 in Appendix A. 

All project documentation and data were reviewed by the laboratory's QA unit. 
This review included system inspections, performance data audits, and document 
review. 

2.5 COMPARISON WITH u.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION (USFDA) ACTION LEVELS. 
As specified in KEMRON's workplan, data were interpreted based on USFDA action 
levels. Using this approach as specified, mean contaminant levels plus one 
standard error of the mean are compared to USFDA levels. According to KEMRON's 
workplan, if these levels are not exceeded, the aquatic fauna are deemed safe for 
human consumption. It should be noted that although this approach can be used 
as a screening tool, its application and utility are limited. The USFDA is 
primarily responsible for regulating risks in foods sold in interstate commerce. 
USFDA action levels are developed in response to national needs and are based on~' 
national patterns of consumption that are often different than those of local 
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field. Field chain-of-custody forms accompanied the samples when they were 
shipped from the field to the laboratory. Upon receipt of the samples at the 
laboratory, custody was released to the laboratory sample custodian who examined 
the samples, verified that sample specific information recorded on the chain-of­
custody form was·accurate, and logged in ~he received samples. 

All samples were wrapped in aluminum foil and placed in Ziploclll bags before being 
shipped in coolers with dry {ce by Federal Express to the laboratory. Upon 
arrival at the laboratory, the sample custody was transferred to the Laboratory 
Sample Custodian and all samples were stored at or below -20°C until sample 
preparation could begin. 

2.4.2 Laboratorv Analvsis As much of the preliminary sample processing 
(filleting of fish, shucking of clams and oysters, and sample homogenization) as 
practically possible was conducted in a flow-through hood to minimize atmospheric 
contamination. 

Level E QC of the NEESA guidelines were in effect for this study (NEESA, 1988). 
NEE SA Level E is functionally equivalent to the USEPA Contract Laboratory Program 
(CLP) Data Quality Level V or "Special Analytical Services" to be used for the 
application of "non-standard" (i.e., not CLP or SW846 methods) methods analysis 
of unusual environmental matrices such as waste or tissue. Level E QC is also 
suitable for the assessment of sites that are located away from a populated area, 
not on the National Priorities List, and have a low probability of litigation. 
The samples for this study were processed in seven analytical batches. Each 
batch of 7 to 17 field samples also included 5 (PAH, PCB, and pesticide) or 7 
(mercury) laboratory QC samples. These QC samples were as follows. 

PAR, PCB, and Pesticide Analysis: One procedural blank, one matrix spike, 
one blank spike, one blank spike duplicate, and one standard reference 
material (SRM) sample were included with each of the seven batches of field 
samples. Additionally, surrogate recoveries were trqcked in all samples. 

Mercury Analysis: Two procedural blanks, one matrix spike, one blank 
spike, one blank spike duplicate, one laboratory duplicate, and one SRM 
were included with each of the seven batches of field samples. 

Laboratory QC sample criteria goals in effect for this work can be found in Table 
A-2 in Appendix A. 

All project documentation and data were reviewed by the laboratory's QA unit. 
This review included system inspections, performance data audits, and document 
review. 

2.5 COMPARISON WITH u.S. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION (USFDA) ACTION LEVELS. 
As specified in KEMRON's workplan, data were interpreted based on USFDA action 
levels. Using this approach as specified, mean contaminant levels plus one 
standard error of the mean are compared to USFDA levels. According to KEMRON's 
workplan, if these levels are not exceeded, the aquatic fauna are deemed safe for 
human consumption. It should be noted that although this approach can be used 
as a screening tool, its application and utility are limited. The USFDA is 
primarily responsible for regulating risks in foods sold in interstate commerce. 
USFDA action levels are developed in response to national needs and are based on~' 
national patterns of consumption that are often different than those of local 
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sport or subsistence anglers. Furthermore, USFDA action levels are not solely 
risk based but also consider the adverse economic impacts on commercial fishing. 

Because USFDA action levels are available for only a few chemicals (Table 2-4) 
and because there are uncertainties associated with this approach, contaminant 
levels are also compared to regional data available through SCDHEC and the Mussel 
Watch national monitoring program. 

Table 2-4 
Summary of U.S. Food and Drug Administration (USFDA) Action Levels 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Chemical(s) 

Aldrin and dieldrin 

Chlordane 

DDT, DDE, and DDD 

Endrin 

Heptachlor and heptachlor epoxide 

Mercury 

Mirex 

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) 

Toxaphene 

USFDA Action Level’ 
kw4 

0.3 

0.3 

5.0 

30.3 

30.3 

41.0 

30.1 

2.0 

%.O 

Reference’ 

CPG 7141 .Ol -B1,4/1/87 

CPG 7141 .Ol -83, 11/20/89 

CPG 7141 .Ol -B5, 4/l /87 

CPG 7141 .Ol-8.7, 12/l 7/86 

CPG 7141 .Ol -B.9, g/28/89 

CPG 7108.07, 11/6/84 

CPG 7141.01-8.11, 12/17/86 

21 CFR 109.30 

CPG 7141 .Ol -B.12, 12/l 7/86 

1 For fish, edible portion unless otherwise noted. 
Food and Drug Administration, Compliance Policy Guides, FDA Action Levels for Unavoidable Residues in Food and 
Animal Feed (1987) and 21 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 109.30. 

: Fish and shellfish specified. 
Fish, shellfish, crustaceans, and other aquatic organisms. 

Note: ppm = parts per million. 
DDT = dichlorophenyl trichloroethane. 
DDE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene. 
DDD = dichlorophenyl dichloroethane. 
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sport or subsistence anglers. Furthermore, USFDA action levels are not solely 
risk based but also consider the adverse economic impacts on commercial fishing. 

Because USFDA action levels are available for only a few chemicals (Table 2-4) 
and because there are uncertainties associated with this approach, contaminant 
levels are also compared to regional data available through SGDHEC and the Mussel 
Watch national monitoring program. 

Table 2-4 
Summary of U.S. Food and Drug Administration (USFDA) Action Levels 

Chemical(s) 

Aldrin and dieldrin 

Chlordane 

DDT, DOE, and ODD 

Endrin 

Heptachlor and heptachlor epoxide 

Mercury 

Mirex 

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) 

Toxaphene 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

USFDA Action Level' 
(ppm) 

0.3 

0.3 

5.0 

30.3 

30.3 

41.0 

30.1 

2.0 

35.0 

Reference2 

CPG 7141.01-B1,4/1/87 

CPG 7141.01-B3, 11/20/89 

CPG 7141.01-B5, 4/1/87 

CPG 7141.01-B.7, 12/17/86 

CPG 7141.01-B.9, 9/28/89 

CPG 7108.07, 11/6/84 

CPG 7141.01-B.11, 12/17/86 

21 CFR 109.30 

CPG 7141.01-B.12, 12/17/86 

, For fish, edible portion unless otherwise noted. 
2 Food and Drug Administration, Compliance Policy Guides, FDA Action Levels for Unavoidable Residues in Food and 

Animal Feed {1987} and 21 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 109.30. 
3 Fish and shellfish specified. 
4 Fish, shellfish, crustaceans, and other aquatic organisms. 

Note: ppm = parts per million. 
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DDT = dichlorophenyl trichloroethane. 
DOE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene. 
DOD = dichlorophenyl dichloroethane. 
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sport or subsistence anglers. Furthermore, USFDA action levels are not solely 
risk based but also consider the adverse economic impacts on commercial fishing. 

Because USFDA action levels are available for only a few chemicals (Table 2-4) 
and because there are uncertainties associated with this approach, contaminant 
levels are also compared to regional data available through SGDHEC and the Mussel 
Watch national monitoring program. 

Table 2-4 
Summary of U.S. Food and Drug Administration (USFDA) Action Levels 

Chemical(s) 

Aldrin and dieldrin 

Chlordane 

DDT, DOE, and ODD 

Endrin 

Heptachlor and heptachlor epoxide 

Mercury 

Mirex 

Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) 

Toxaphene 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

USFDA Action Level' 
(ppm) 

0.3 

0.3 

5.0 

30.3 

30.3 

41.0 

30.1 

2.0 

35.0 

Reference2 

CPG 7141.01-B1,4/1/87 

CPG 7141.01-B3, 11/20/89 

CPG 7141.01-B5, 4/1/87 

CPG 7141.01-B.7, 12/17/86 

CPG 7141.01-B.9, 9/28/89 

CPG 7108.07, 11/6/84 

CPG 7141.01-B.11, 12/17/86 

21 CFR 109.30 

CPG 7141.01-B.12, 12/17/86 

, For fish, edible portion unless otherwise noted. 
2 Food and Drug Administration, Compliance Policy Guides, FDA Action Levels for Unavoidable Residues in Food and 

Animal Feed {1987} and 21 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 109.30. 
3 Fish and shellfish specified. 
4 Fish, shellfish, crustaceans, and other aquatic organisms. 

Note: ppm = parts per million. 
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DOD = dichlorophenyl dichloroethane. 
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3.0 RESULTS 

Field sampling methods and specific collection locations were briefly discussed 
in Section 2.0. Field sampling results are presented in Section 3.1. Laboratory 
analytical results are discussed in Section 3.2 for PAHs, PCBs and pesticides, 
and mercury. Laboratory summary data tables can be found in Appendix B. Quality 
control sample results are presented in Appendix C. 

3.1 FIELD SAMPLING RESULTS. 
sampling effort, however, 

Weather conditions were generally good during the 
unexpected cold weather on Sunday, November 24, and 

dramatically changed the water temperature and clarity of water on the pond side 
of the Causeway Landfill and thereby altered species availability. 

After several attempts to collect a sample or series of samples at a given 
location had failed, due to either absence of target species, adverse weather or 
tidal conditions, or practical constraints, 
sampling on that day at that site. 

it was necessary to terminate 
If, based on initial collection effort, 

adequate numbers of specimens were not available at the originally proposed site, 
sampling efforts were moved outward from the originally proposed site until an 
adequate sample was obtained or schedule constraints precluded further effort. 

3.1.1 Fish and Shellfish Samples Collected 

3.1.1.1 Mullet Mullet sample sites and the number of samples collected at each 
site are shown in Figure 3-l and Table 3-1, respectively. A total of ll.mullet 
samples were collected. Three samples were collected from Pl on the pond side 
and one mullet sample was collected from P2. Two samples were collected at TGl, 
and an additional mullet sample was collected approximately 1500-feet down the 
tidal creek that leads from TGl. 

One mullet sample was collected at TG2 and three additional mullet samples were 
collected approximately 1,500 feet downstream from TG2. With the exception of 
one specimen taken at TGl, all specimens were striped mullet. 

3.1.1.2 Summer Flounder Four samples of summer flounder were collected from Pl; 
two flounder were collected from P2. Despite considerable effort on the two days 
during which boat access was allowed on the tidal creek side of the causeway, it 
was only possible to collect one flounder from TG2 using a mullet cast net. 
Sample sites and the number of samples collected at each site are shown in Figure 
3-l and Table 3-l. 

3.1.1.3 Blue Crabs Four blue crab samples were collected at both Pl and P2 and 
a field replicate was collected at Pl (Figure 3-2). Two samples of crab were 
collected about1,500 feet from TG2 using cast nets, however, it was not possible 
to obtain samples near TGl. The only sample collected at TGl was in a recently 
molted (soft shell) condition and therefore not suitable for comparative 
analysis. Total soak time (period of active fishing) for baited traps and trot 
lines at TGl and TG2 exceeded 24 hours at each site. 

3.1.1.4 Hard Clams At TG2, two hard clam samples were collected within 30 feet 
of the tide gate and two additional samples as well as a field replicate were 
collected about 800 feet further down the tidal creek on that side of the 
causeway (Figure 3-2). No clams were found at TGl; however, two samples were 
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Table 3-l 
Numbers and Types of Samples Analyzed 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Species’ 
Analytical Total Number of Samples 

Batch No. Sample Type 
Field Field Dup. c?e Total3 

I ~~~ ~~ 
Fish4 1. Muscle 6 7 5/7 12/14 

2 Liver 6 3 517 12/14 

Mullet 3 Muscle’ 10 1 
Liver6 

5/7 16/18 
4 9 1 517 15117 

Whole organism 

Edible tissue 6 

1 

1 

I Oyster 7 Edible tissue 16 1 5/7 22124 
I 

’ 

Total 63 7 34/49 105/l 19 

The species used in this study were as follows. 
Fish were summer flounder (Paralychtys denrarus). 
Mullet were striped mullet (Mugil cephalus) except for TGZ-FI-01, which was a southern species of mullet 
(Mugilidae family) not redfish as indicated on the sample collection form. 
Crabs were blue crab (Callinectes sepidus). 
Clams were hard clam or quehog (Merceneria mercen8ri8). 
Oysters were American/eastern oyster (Clsssosrrea virginice). 

’ The laboratory quality control (QC) samples were as follows. 
Organics: one procedural blank, one blank spike, one blank spike duplicate, one matrix spike, and one standard 
reference material (SRM) with each of the seven batches. 
Mercury: two procedural blanks, one blank spike, one blank spike duplicate, one matrix spike, one SRM, and one 
laboratory duplicate with each of the seven batches. There were five and seven QC samples for each batch of 
organic6 and mercury analysis, respectively. 

3 The total number of samples listed reflects the number of QC samples for organic (first number) and mercury (second 
number) analysis. 

4 Includes six summer flounder and one southern mullet species (a different mullet species than the fish that were 

6 
caught for the mullet sample matrix) sample. 
Samples PI-FIM-ARCH (muscle) and Pl-FIL-ARCH (liver) were reported as the field duplicate samples for the fish 
matrix, however, these samples were treated as additional samples rather than duplicates. 

6 There were 9 mullet liver and 10 mullet muscle samples. The livers were too small to accurately isolate from the fish 
for one of the mullet samples. 
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collected at about 600 and 800 feet down the tidal stream on this side. No clams 
were found on the pond side despite considerable sampling effort. 

3.1.1.5 American Oysters A total of eight American oyster samples were 
collected from subtidal rubble substrate at two locations between Pl and P2 
(Figure 3-2). Four samples were collected from intertidal rocks and mud close 
to TGl. Two samples and a field replicate were collected near TG2 and two 
additional samples were collected about 500 yards up the tidal creek that 
connects to TG2. The latter samples were collected from mud and shell banks. 
Oysters collected on the pond side were much larger than those on the tidal creek 
side of the causeway. This was probably because these oysters are submerged for 
a longer period of time, are found on hard elevated substrate rather than 
directly on mud flats, and probably have access to a more food-rich environment. 

3.1.1.6 Shrimp Efforts to collect shrimp using cast nets either from piers on 
the pond side or from a small boat on the tidal gate side were unsuccessful. 
Shrimp were not available in any abundance because of the cold temperatures. 
Although shrimp were reported to have been caught in reasonable numbers up until 
a week before sampling, the season had passed and only a few, not enough for a 
sample, were caught on the pond side. No shrimp were observed or collected on 
the tidal creek side despite extensive cast net effort. Substantial recreational 
and subsistence fishing during the survey period confirmed the absence of shrimp. 

3.1.2 Samulinn Constraints and Potential Conseauences for Data Interpretation 
Operational and logistical constraints as well as variations in habitat 
conditions at the four sample locations all reduced the completeness of the 
originally proposed sample collection matrix. These differences have potential 
consequences for data interpretation. 

Sample collection activities were constrained by access limitations, gear 
restrictions, tidal conditions, and the presence of endangered species near the 
site during the survey period. Restrictions on the tidal creek side were due to 
limited boat availability, safety issues related to soft mud on the creek banks, 
use of the firing range (tidal creeks are in the impact zone and access is 
restricted during firing), and extreme tidal conditions (full moon) during the 
survey period. Access to the tidal creek side of the causeway was not possible 
during the November 22 to 25 sampling period due to activity at the range 
(despite earlier coordination that indicated no firing was scheduled during this 
week). Gill nets were not used on the tidal creek side because of the presence 
of hangs and access limitations that raised concerns about net retrieval and 
damage to natural resources. Additionally, recent sighting of a bald eagle on 
the pond side precluded the use of a motor on the John boat, which increased the 
time needed to sample on the pond side. 

In addition, variations in physical circulation and habitat conditions between 
the pond and tidal creek sides of the Causeway Landfill also influenced 
collection plans by affecting species presence, distribution, size, abundance, 
or exposure. The tidal creek side of the landfill is composed of a well-flushed 
tidal creek habitat characterized by tidally-induced changes in water depth and 
flow conditions and very soft mud embankments. In contrast, the pond side of the 
landfill has restricted circulation and relatively constant water levels as a 
result of the tide gates and coarser substrate composition. 
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Although shrimp were reported to have been caught in reasonable numbers up until 
a week before sampling, the season had passed and only a few, not enough for a 
sample, were caught on the pond side. No shrimp were observed or collected on 
the tidal creek side despite extensive cast net effort. Substantial recreational 
and subsistence fishing during the survey period confirmed the absence of shrimp. 

3.1.2 Sampling Constraints and Potential Consequences for Data Interpretation 
Operational and logistical constraints as well as variations in habitat 
conditions at the four sample locations all reduced the completeness of the 
originally proposed sample collection matrix. These differences have potential 
consequences for data interpretation. 

Sample collection activities were constrained by access limitations, gear 
restrictions, tidal conditions, and the presence of endangered species near the 
site during the survey period. Restrictions on the tidal creek side were due to 
limited boat availability, safety issues related to soft mud on the creek banks, 
use of the firing range (tidal creeks are in the impact zone and access is 
restricted during firing), and extreme tidal conditions (full moon) during the 
survey period. Access to the tidal creek side of the causeway was not possible 
during the November 22 to 25 sampling period due to activity at the range 
(despite earlier coordination that indicated no firing was scheduled during this 
week). Gill nets were not used on the tidal creek side because of the presence 
of hangs and access limitations that raised concerns about net retrieval and 
damage to natural resources. Additionally, recent sighting of a bald eagle on 
the pond side precluded the use of a motor on the John boat, which increased the 
time needed to sample on the pond side. 

In addition, variations in physical circulation and habitat conditions between 
the pond and tidal creek sides of the Causeway Landfill also influenced 
collection plans by affecting species presence, distribution, size, abundance, 
or exposure. The tidal. creek side of the landfill is composed of a well-flushed 
tidal creek habitat characterized by tidally-induced changes in water depth and 
flow conditions and very soft mud embankments. In contrast, the pond side of the 
landfill has restricted circulation and relatively constant water levels as a 
result of the tide gates and coarser substrate composition. 
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Some of the primary effects of the different environmental conditions include the 
following: 

. Oysters were found subtidally on hard artificial substrate on the pond 
side and intertidally and primarily on mud flats on the tide gate side 
of the causeway. 

. Clams were absent or considerably less abundant on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

. Residence time in proximity to the causeway for mobile crabs, mullet, 
and flounder was probably much greater on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

These conditions and resulting effects on species distribution or the ability to 
use certain gear types, precluded some of the location comparisons and eliminated 
one species (shrimp) from the sample collection effort as originally planned. 
However, five species representing a range of feeding types and trophic levels 
were collected in adequate numbers to characterize fish and shellfish tissue 
contaminant levels at the Causeway Landfill. 

3.2 LABORATORY ANALYSIS. A summary of the laboratory analytical results is 
presented PAHs, PCBs, pesticides, and mercury in the following subsections. 
Laboratory results are presented in summary tables in Appendix B. Data are 
presented as both wet weight and dry weight concentrations. The significance of 
these results is presented in Sections 4.3 and 4.4. 

3.2.1 Polvnuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PARS) The results of the field sample w 
analysis for PAHs are presented in micrograms per kilogram (pg/kg) dry weight, 
which is equivalent to nanograms per gram (ng/g). The data for all 24 PAHs are 
presented in Appendix B. The tables also include the sample dry weight, lipid 
weight, and analytical batch number. Concentrations below the MDL are reported 
if the analyst could confidently identify and quantify the analyte in that 
particular sample, and are qualified with a "J". Additional data tables 
presenting wet weight contaminant concentrations are also presented in Appendix 
B. 

With the exception of some of the liver samples, the PAH levels in the tissue 
samples were generally low, with most PAHs either not detected at all or reported 
at levels below the detection limit. Individual PAHs including naphthalenes, 
phenanthrene, and/or fluorene were detected at levels slightly above the MDL in 
flounder muscle, mullet muscle, crab, and clam tissue samples. Fluoranthene was 
generally the most abundant PAH in the oyster tissue samples. Data tables D-l 
through D-25 summarize the range of PAHs detected, the mean concentrations, and 
frequencies of detection for each matrix. 

Contaminant concentration, dry weight (moisture content), and lipidweight (lipid 
content) data are reported with a low degree of confidence for 12 liver samples 
and are considered estimates. Four flounder liver samples in Batch 2 (Pl-FIL-03, 
Pl-FIL-ARCH, P2-FIL-02, and TG2-FIL-01) and eight liver samples in Batch 4 (Pl- 
MUL-01, Pl-MUL-02, Pl-MUL-03, TGl-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-01, TG2-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-03, and 
TG2-MUL-DUP) had so little material available for sample processingthataccurate 
data could not be obtained. Because approximately 1 g or less of wet tissue was my 
used for the extraction of these liver samples (0.059 g for Pl-FIL-03, for 
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Some of the primary effects of the different environmental conditions include the 
following: 

Oysters were found sub tidally on hard artificial substrate on the pond 
side and intertidally and primarily on mud flats on the tide gate side 
of the causeway. 

Clams were absent or considerably less abundant on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

Residence time in proximity to the causeway for mobile crabs, mullet, 
and flounder was probably much greater on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

These conditions and resulting effects on species distribution or the ability to 
use certain gear types, precluded some of the location comparisons and eliminated 
one species (shrimp) from the sample collection effort as originally planned. 
However, five species representing a range of feeding types and trophic levels 
were collected in adequate numbers to characterize fish and shellfish tissue 
contaminant levels at the Causeway Landfill. 

3.2 LABORATORY ANALYSIS. A summary of the laboratory analytical results is 
presented PAHs, PCBs, pesticides, and mercury in the following subsections. 
Laboratory results are presented in summary tables in Appendix B. Data are 
presented as both wet weight and dry weight concentrations. The significance of 
these results is presented in Sections 4.3 and 4.4. 

3.2.1 Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PARs) The results of the field sample 
analysis for PAHs are presented in micrograms per kilogram (~g/kg) dry weight, 
which is equivalent to nanograms per gram (ng/g). The data for all 24 PAHs are 
presented in Appendix B. The tables also include the sample dry weight, lipid 
weight, and analytical batch number. Concentrations below the MDL are reported 
if the analyst could confidently identify and quantify the analyte in that 
particular sample, and are qualified with a "J". Additional data tables 
presenting wet weight contaminant concentrations are also presented in Appendix 
B. 

With the exception of some of the liver samples, the PAH levels in the tissue 
samples were generally low, with most PAHs either not detected at all or reported 
at levels below the detection limit. Individual PAHs including naphthalenes, 
phenanthrene, and/or fluorene were detected at levels slightly above the MDL in 
flounder muscle, mullet muscle, crab, and clam tissue samples. Fluoranthene was 
generally the most abundant PAH in the oyster tissue samples. Data tables 0-1 
through 0-25 summarize the range of PAHs detected, the mean concentrations, and 
frequencies of detection for each matrix. 

Contaminant concentration, dry weight (moisture content), and lipid weight (lipid 
content) data are reported with a low degree of confidence for 12 liver samples 
and are considered estimates. Four flounder liver samples in Batch 2 (Pl-FIL-03, 
P1-FIL-ARCH, P2-FIL-02, and TG2-FIL-Ol) and eight liver samples in Batch 4 (Pl­
MUL-Ol, Pl-MUL-02, Pl-MUL-03, TG1-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-01, TG2-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-03, and 
TG2 -MUL-DUP) had so little material available for sample processing that accurate 
data could not be obtained. Because approximately 1 g or less of wet tissue was 
used for the extraction of these liver samples (0.059 g for Pl-FIL-03, for 
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Some of the primary effects of the different environmental conditions include the 
following: 

Oysters were found sub tidally on hard artificial substrate on the pond 
side and intertidally and primarily on mud flats on the tide gate side 
of the causeway. 

Clams were absent or considerably less abundant on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

Residence time in proximity to the causeway for mobile crabs, mullet, 
and flounder was probably much greater on the pond side of the 
causeway. 

These conditions and resulting effects on species distribution or the ability to 
use certain gear types, precluded some of the location comparisons and eliminated 
one species (shrimp) from the sample collection effort as originally planned. 
However, five species representing a range of feeding types and trophic levels 
were collected in adequate numbers to characterize fish and shellfish tissue 
contaminant levels at the Causeway Landfill. 

3.2 LABORATORY ANALYSIS. A summary of the laboratory analytical results is 
presented PAHs, PCBs, pesticides, and mercury in the following subsections. 
Laboratory results are presented in summary tables in Appendix B. Data are 
presented as both wet weight and dry weight concentrations. The significance of 
these results is presented in Sections 4.3 and 4.4. 

3.2.1 Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PARs) The results of the field sample 
analysis for PAHs are presented in micrograms per kilogram (~g/kg) dry weight, 
which is equivalent to nanograms per gram (ng/g). The data for all 24 PAHs are 
presented in Appendix B. The tables also include the sample dry weight, lipid 
weight, and analytical batch number. Concentrations below the MDL are reported 
if the analyst could confidently identify and quantify the analyte in that 
particular sample, and are qualified with a "J". Additional data tables 
presenting wet weight contaminant concentrations are also presented in Appendix 
B. 

With the exception of some of the liver samples, the PAH levels in the tissue 
samples were generally low, with most PAHs either not detected at all or reported 
at levels below the detection limit. Individual PAHs including naphthalenes, 
phenanthrene, and/or fluorene were detected at levels slightly above the MDL in 
flounder muscle, mullet muscle, crab, and clam tissue samples. Fluoranthene was 
generally the most abundant PAH in the oyster tissue samples. Data tables 0-1 
through 0-25 summarize the range of PAHs detected, the mean concentrations, and 
frequencies of detection for each matrix. 

Contaminant concentration, dry weight (moisture content), and lipid weight (lipid 
content) data are reported with a low degree of confidence for 12 liver samples 
and are considered estimates. Four flounder liver samples in Batch 2 (Pl-FIL-03, 
P1-FIL-ARCH, P2-FIL-02, and TG2-FIL-Ol) and eight liver samples in Batch 4 (Pl­
MUL-Ol, Pl-MUL-02, Pl-MUL-03, TG1-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-01, TG2-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-03, and 
TG2 -MUL-DUP) had so little material available for sample processing that accurate 
data could not be obtained. Because approximately 1 g or less of wet tissue was 
used for the extraction of these liver samples (0.059 g for Pl-FIL-03, for 
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instance), dry weights could not be determined individually. Average moisture 
content from the other liver samples in the batch were therefore used to 
calculate approximate dry weights. These dry weights may or may not have been 
representative of these samples, and probably result in erroneous concentrations 
of unknown discrepancy. Lipid content values of the liver samples are also 
estimates because of the little tissue and lipid material extracted and used for 
the determination. The lipid data for Pl-FIL-03, for instance, indicated that 
the sample was >lOO percent lipid, which obviously is an error, and is a result 
of not having enough material for the extraction and accurate lipid determina- 
tion. 

3.2.2 Polvchlorinated Biphenvls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides The results 
of the field sample analysis for PCB and chlorinated pesticides are presented in 
Appendix B in micrograms per kilogram (pg/kg) dry weight, which is equivalent to 
"g/g * The data are presented for the 16 chlorinated pesticides, 20 individual 
PCB congeners, and total PCB as the most predominant Aroclor. The tables also 
include the sample dry weight, lipid weight, and analytical batch number (see 
Appendix B). Tables summarizing wet weight conversions are also presented. 
Concentrations below the MDL are reported if the analyst could confidently 
identify and quantify the analyte in that particular sample, and are qualified 
with a "J". 

The total PCB (by Aroclor) determination was done using the sum of the areas 
under the curve of each of the 20 congeners that could be reliably detected and 
integrated. For this reason, peaks with areas that represented little in 
individual congener concentration were used in the total PCB determination if 
they could be reliably identified and integrated. On the other hand, a total PCB 
value, by Aroclor, could not be determined unless sufficient numbers of congeners 
were detected in the sample to identify an Aroclor pattern. In some instances 
a few major congeners were identified, and reported, without being able to 
identify an Aroclor. The most abundant Aroclor was identified by pattern 
recognition and the response factor, determined using the detectable congeners 
in the standard of the identified Aroclor, was applied to the sum of the areas 
of all identified congeners to obtain a total PCB value. 
Cl,(77), C1,(126), C1,(170), 

Congeners C&(08), 
and C1,,(209) were excluded from the total PCB 

determination for both the Aroclor response factor and field sample total area 
calculation (thereby not affecting concentration determinations), because these 
congeners are susceptible to matrix interference. These congeners are relatively 
minor in Aroclor 1254, which was the predominant Aroclor in all samples for which 
Aroclors could be identified. However, C1,(170) and C1,,(209) were included in 
the total PCB determination for sample Pl-FIL-01, after carefully reviewing the 
chromatogram to ensure accurate determination, because this sample had a 
significant contribution of Aroclor 1260 in addition to Aroclor 1254 (relative 
contribution was estimated at a ratio of approximately 60:40 of Aroclor 
1254:1260). 

As with the PAH data, the PCB and pesticide concentration, dry weight (moisture 
content), and lipid weight (lipid content) data for 12 liver samples should be 
considered estimates, and are reported with a low degree of confidence. Four 
flounder liver samples (Batch 2) (Pl-FIL-03, Pl-FIL-ARCH, P2-FIL-02, andTG2-FIL- 
01) and eight mullet liver samples (Batch 4) (Pl-MUL-01, Pl-MUL-02, Pl-MUL-03, 
TGl-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-01, TG2-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-03, and TG2-MUL-DUP) had so little 
material available for sample processing that accurate data could not be 
obtained. 
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instance), dry weights could not be determined individually. Average moisture 
content from the other liver samples in the batch were therefore used to 
calculate approximate dry weights. These dry weights mayor may not have been 
representative of these samples, and probably result in erroneous concentrations 
of unknown discrepancy. Lipid content values of the liver samples are also 
estimates because of the little tissue and lipid material extracted and used for 
the determination. The lipid data for Pl-FIL-03, for instance, indicated that 
the sample was >100 percent lipid, which obviously is an error, and is a result 
of not having enough material for the extraction and accurate lipid determina­
tion. 

3.2.2 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides The results 
of the field sample analysis for PCB and chlorinated pesticides are presented in 
Appendix B in micrograms per kilogram (~g/kg) dry weight, which is equivalent to 
ng/g. The data are presented for the 16 chlorinated pesticides, 20 individual 
PCB congeners, and total PCB as the most predominant Aroclor. The tables also 
include the sample dry weight, lipid weight, and analytical batch number (see 
Appendix B). Tables swnmarizing wet weight conversions are also presented. 
Concentrations below the MDL are reported if the analyst could confidently 
identify and quantify the analyte in that particular sample, and are qualified 
with a "J". 

The total PCB (by Aroclor) determination was done using the sum of the areas 
under the curve of each of the 20 congeners that could be reliably detected and 
integrated. For this reason, peaks with areas that represented little in 
individual congener concentration were used in the total PCB determination if 
they could be reliably identified and integrated. On the other hand, a total PCB 
value, by Aroclor, could not be determined unless sufficient numbers of congeners 
were detected in the sample to identify an Aroclor pattern. In some instances 
a few major congeners were identified, and reported, without being able to 
identify an Aroclor. The most abundant Aroclor was identified by pattern 
recognition and the response factor, determined using the detectable congeners 
in the standard of the identified Aroclor, was applied to the sum of the areas 
of all identified congeners to obtain a total PCB value. Congeners C12 (08), 
C1 4 (77), C1s(126), C1 7 (170), and Cl 10 (209) were excluded from the total PCB 
determination for both the Aroclor response factor and field sample total area 
calculation (thereby not affecting concentration determinations), because these 
congeners are susceptible to matrix interference. These congeners are relatively 
minor in Aroclor 1254, which was the predominant Aroclor in all samples for which 
Aroc10rs could be identified. However, C1 7 (170) and Cl10 (209) were included in 
the total PCB determination for sample Pl-FIL-01, after carefully reviewing the 
chromatogram to ensure accurate determination, because this sample had a 
significant contribution of Aroclor 1260 in addition to Aroclor 1254 (relative 
contribution was estimated at a ratio of approximately 60: 40 of Aroclor 
1254:1260). 

As with the PAH data, the PCB and pesticide concentration, dry weight (moisture 
content), and lipid weight (lipid content) data for 12 liver samples should be 
considered estimates, and are reported with a low degree of confidence. Four 
flounder liver samples (Batch 2) (Pl-FIL-03, Pl-FIL-ARCH, P2-FIL-02, and TG2-FIL-
01) and eight mullet liver samples (Batch 4) (Pl-MUL-Ol, Pl-MUL-02, Pl-MUL-03, 
TG1-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-Ol, TG2-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-03, and TG2-MUL-DUP) had so little 
material available for sample processing that accurate data could not be 
obtained. 
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instance), dry weights could not be determined individually. Average moisture 
content from the other liver samples in the batch were therefore used to 
calculate approximate dry weights. These dry weights mayor may not have been 
representative of these samples, and probably result in erroneous concentrations 
of unknown discrepancy. Lipid content values of the liver samples are also 
estimates because of the little tissue and lipid material extracted and used for 
the determination. The lipid data for Pl-FIL-03, for instance, indicated that 
the sample was >100 percent lipid, which obviously is an error, and is a result 
of not having enough material for the extraction and accurate lipid determina­
tion. 

3.2.2 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides The results 
of the field sample analysis for PCB and chlorinated pesticides are presented in 
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ng/g. The data are presented for the 16 chlorinated pesticides, 20 individual 
PCB congeners, and total PCB as the most predominant Aroclor. The tables also 
include the sample dry weight, lipid weight, and analytical batch number (see 
Appendix B). Tables swnmarizing wet weight conversions are also presented. 
Concentrations below the MDL are reported if the analyst could confidently 
identify and quantify the analyte in that particular sample, and are qualified 
with a "J". 

The total PCB (by Aroclor) determination was done using the sum of the areas 
under the curve of each of the 20 congeners that could be reliably detected and 
integrated. For this reason, peaks with areas that represented little in 
individual congener concentration were used in the total PCB determination if 
they could be reliably identified and integrated. On the other hand, a total PCB 
value, by Aroclor, could not be determined unless sufficient numbers of congeners 
were detected in the sample to identify an Aroclor pattern. In some instances 
a few major congeners were identified, and reported, without being able to 
identify an Aroclor. The most abundant Aroclor was identified by pattern 
recognition and the response factor, determined using the detectable congeners 
in the standard of the identified Aroclor, was applied to the sum of the areas 
of all identified congeners to obtain a total PCB value. Congeners C12 (08), 
C1 4 (77), C1s(126), C1 7 (170), and Cl 10 (209) were excluded from the total PCB 
determination for both the Aroclor response factor and field sample total area 
calculation (thereby not affecting concentration determinations), because these 
congeners are susceptible to matrix interference. These congeners are relatively 
minor in Aroclor 1254, which was the predominant Aroclor in all samples for which 
Aroc10rs could be identified. However, C1 7 (170) and Cl10 (209) were included in 
the total PCB determination for sample Pl-FIL-01, after carefully reviewing the 
chromatogram to ensure accurate determination, because this sample had a 
significant contribution of Aroclor 1260 in addition to Aroclor 1254 (relative 
contribution was estimated at a ratio of approximately 60: 40 of Aroclor 
1254:1260). 

As with the PAH data, the PCB and pesticide concentration, dry weight (moisture 
content), and lipid weight (lipid content) data for 12 liver samples should be 
considered estimates, and are reported with a low degree of confidence. Four 
flounder liver samples (Batch 2) (Pl-FIL-03, Pl-FIL-ARCH, P2-FIL-02, and TG2-FIL-
01) and eight mullet liver samples (Batch 4) (Pl-MUL-Ol, Pl-MUL-02, Pl-MUL-03, 
TG1-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-Ol, TG2-MUL-02, TG2-MUL-03, and TG2-MUL-DUP) had so little 
material available for sample processing that accurate data could not be 
obtained. 
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As stated above, not all samples for which PCB congeners were reported in the 
primary analysis could be reported as Aroclor. However, for samples with a 
distinguishable PCB pattern, the pattern was more similar to that of Aroclor 1254 
than any other Aroclor. 

The dichlorophenyl trichloroethane (DDT) metabolite/degradation product 4,4'- 
dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene (4,4'-DDE) was consistently the most abundant 
pesticide. Other pesticides that were frequently determined to be present in 
these samples include dichlorophenyl dichloroethane (4,4'-DDD), trans-nonachlor, 
cis-chlordane, and mirex. Summary statistics are presented for PCBs and 
pesticides in Appendix D. 

The PCB and pesticide data table for the oyster samples (Batch 7) includes the 
sum of the 20 PCB congener concentrations, which generally represents between 40 
and 60 percent of the total PCB in environmental samples. An approximate total 
PCB value can be obtained by multiplying this sum of congener concentrations by 
2. This total PCB value generally approximates the reported total PCB value 
obtained by Aroclor determination. 

The oyster data also include the sum of the six DDT/DDD/DDE compounds (CDDT). 
These analyte sums include any analytes reported at levels below the detection 
limit and non-confirmed analytes, but these data contribute relatively little to 
the total sum. These PCB and pesticide data are compared to the Mussel Watch 
oyster data in Section 4.2. 

3.2.3 Mercury The results of the field sample analyses for mercury are 
presented in Appendix B in micrograms per gram (pg/g) dry weight. The table also 
includes the sample batch number as presented in the workplan, and the batch 
number relating to the mercury sample processing in the laboratory. The field 
sample data reported for this study have not been background corrected. To 
obtain true field sample concentrations, background subtraction, a routine 
practice for reporting mercury and other metals data, was performed using the 
procedural blank (PB) data reported for the mercury analysis in the QC data 
section. Data presented in the mercury wet weight summary tables have been 
modified using background correction. 

3.3 QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLE RESULTS. QC sample results are presented in 
Appendix C. 

3.4 SUMMARY OF RESULTS. Mullet and oyster were the only species collected at 
all of the proposed sampling stations (Pl, P2, TGl, TG2). Flounder and crab were 
not collected at TGl and clams were only present on the tidal creek side of the 
causeway. 

PAH levels, with the exception of some liver samples, were generally low, with 
most PAHs either not detected at all or reported below the detection limit. 
Fluoranthene was generally the most abundant PAH in oyster tissue. Aroclor 1254 
was reported most often. Highest PCB concentrations were detected on the pond 
side of the causeway. Samples collected on the tidal creek side had lower 
concentrations of PCBs than the pond side of the causeway. The DDT metabo- 
lite/degradation product 4,4-DDE was consistently the most abundant pesticide. 
Other pesticides that were frequently determined to be present included 4,4-DDD, 
trans-nonchlor, cis-chlordane, and mirex. Mercury concentrations were uniformly ti 
low among the different Parris Island sites. 
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As stated above, not all samples for which PCB congeners were reported in the 
primary analysis could be reported as Aroclor. However, for samples with a 
distinguishable PCB pattern, the pattern was more similar to that of Aroclor 1254 
than any other Aroclor. 

The dichlorophenyl trichloroethane (DDT) metabolite/degradation product 4,4'­
dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene (4,4'-DDE) was consistently the most abundant 
pesticide. Other pesticides that were frequently determined to be present in 
these samples include dichlorophenyl dichloroethane (4,4'-000), trans-nonachlor, 
cis-chlordane, and mirex. Summary statistics are presented for PCBs and 
pesticides in Appendix D. 

The PCB and pesticide data table for the oyster samples (Batch 7) includes the 
sum of the 20 PCB congener concentrations, which generally represents between 40 
and 60 percent of the total PCB in environmental samples. An approximate total 
PCB value can be obtained by multiplying this sum of congener concentrations by 
2. This total PCB value generally approximates the reported total PCB value 
obtained by Aroclor determination. 

The oyster data also include the sum of the six DDT/DOD/DOE compounds (~DDT). 

These analyte sums include any analytes reported at levels below the detection 
limit and non-confirmed analytes, but these data contribute relatively little to 
the total sum. These PCB and pesticide data are compared to the Mussel Watch 
oyster data in Section 4.2. 

3.2.3 Mercury The results of the field sample analyses for mercury are 
presented in Appendix B in micrograms per gram (J.l.g/g) dry weight. The table also 
includes the sample batch number as presented in the workplan, and the batch 
number relating to the mercury sample processing in the laboratory. The field 
sample data reported for this study have not been background corrected. To 
obtain true field sample concentrations, background subtraction, a routine 
practice for reporting mercury and other metals data, was performed using the 
procedural blank (PB) data reported for the mercury analysis in the QC data 
section. Data presented in the mercury wet weight summary tables have been 
modified using background correction. 

3 . 3 QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLE RESULTS. 
Appendix C. 

QC sample results are presented in 

3.4 SUMMARY OF RESULTS. Mullet and oyster were the only species collected at 
all of the proposed sampling stations (PI, P2, TGI, TG2). Flounder and crab were 
not collected at TGI and clams were only present on the tidal creek side of the 
causeway. 

PAH levels, with the exception of some liver samples, were generally low, with 
most PAHs either not detected at all or reported below the detection limit. 
Fluoranthene was generally the most abundant PAH in oyster tissue. Aroclor 1254 
was reported most often. Highest PCB concentrations were detected on the pond 
side of the causeway. Samples collected on the tidal creek side had lower 
concentrations of PCBs than the pond side of the causeway. The DDT metabo­
lite/degradation product 4,4-DDE was consistently the most abundant pesticide. 
Other pesticides that were frequently determined to be present included 4,4-000, 
trans-nonchlor, cis-chlordane, and mirex. Mercury concentrations were uniformly 
low among the different Parris Island sites. 
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As stated above, not all samples for which PCB congeners were reported in the 
primary analysis could be reported as Aroclor. However, for samples with a 
distinguishable PCB pattern, the pattern was more similar to that of Aroclor 1254 
than any other Aroclor. 

The dichlorophenyl trichloroethane (DDT) metabolite/degradation product 4,4'­
dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene (4,4'-DDE) was consistently the most abundant 
pesticide. Other pesticides that were frequently determined to be present in 
these samples include dichlorophenyl dichloroethane (4,4'-000), trans-nonachlor, 
cis-chlordane, and mirex. Summary statistics are presented for PCBs and 
pesticides in Appendix D. 

The PCB and pesticide data table for the oyster samples (Batch 7) includes the 
sum of the 20 PCB congener concentrations, which generally represents between 40 
and 60 percent of the total PCB in environmental samples. An approximate total 
PCB value can be obtained by multiplying this sum of congener concentrations by 
2. This total PCB value generally approximates the reported total PCB value 
obtained by Aroclor determination. 

The oyster data also include the sum of the six DDT/DOD/DOE compounds (~DDT). 

These analyte sums include any analytes reported at levels below the detection 
limit and non-confirmed analytes, but these data contribute relatively little to 
the total sum. These PCB and pesticide data are compared to the Mussel Watch 
oyster data in Section 4.2. 

3.2.3 Mercury The results of the field sample analyses for mercury are 
presented in Appendix B in micrograms per gram (J.l.g/g) dry weight. The table also 
includes the sample batch number as presented in the workplan, and the batch 
number relating to the mercury sample processing in the laboratory. The field 
sample data reported for this study have not been background corrected. To 
obtain true field sample concentrations, background subtraction, a routine 
practice for reporting mercury and other metals data, was performed using the 
procedural blank (PB) data reported for the mercury analysis in the QC data 
section. Data presented in the mercury wet weight summary tables have been 
modified using background correction. 

3 . 3 QUALITY CONTROL SAMPLE RESULTS. 
Appendix C. 

QC sample results are presented in 

3.4 SUMMARY OF RESULTS. Mullet and oyster were the only species collected at 
all of the proposed sampling stations (PI, P2, TGI, TG2). Flounder and crab were 
not collected at TGI and clams were only present on the tidal creek side of the 
causeway. 

PAH levels, with the exception of some liver samples, were generally low, with 
most PAHs either not detected at all or reported below the detection limit. 
Fluoranthene was generally the most abundant PAH in oyster tissue. Aroclor 1254 
was reported most often. Highest PCB concentrations were detected on the pond 
side of the causeway. Samples collected on the tidal creek side had lower 
concentrations of PCBs than the pond side of the causeway. The DDT metabo­
lite/degradation product 4,4-DDE was consistently the most abundant pesticide. 
Other pesticides that were frequently determined to be present included 4,4-000, 
trans-nonchlor, cis-chlordane, and mirex. Mercury concentrations were uniformly 
low among the different Parris Island sites. 

Parrisl •. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 3-8 



4.0 DISCUSSION 

The original workplan called for a comparison of tissue levels detected at the 
Causeway Landfill with established USFDA action levels for the selected 
chemicals. This section evaluates the site data by comparing them to existing 
USFDA action levels as well as to regional and national reference data. This 
section also includes a comparison of tissue levels on the tidal creek and pond 
sides of the causeway. 

Section 4.1 presents the comparison of site tissue data with USFDA action levels 
for those chemicals for which such levels currently exist. In order to place the 
site findings in regional context, detected tissue levels were also comparedwith 
data from NOAA Mussel Watch and SCDHEC monitoring programs in Section 4.2. 
Observed differences between pond side and tidal creek sample data and between 
species variations are briefly discussed in Section 4.3 along with a description 
of the local environment and species behavior-ecology that may affect this 
variability. A review of relevant aspects of the biology of each of the 
collected species is included in Appendix E. Data adequacy issues are reviewed 
in Section 4.4. 

4.1 COMPARISON WITH USFDA ACTION LEVELS. Table 4-l compares tissue concentra- 
tion data by chemical, species, and pond or tidal creek side of the Causeway 
Landfill with available USFDA action levels. The tissue data are presented in 
mean wet weight concentrations plus one standard error of the mean as specified 
in the KEMRON workplan. SCDHEC data are also summarized using the mean plus one 
standard error of the mean. It should be noted, however, that the use of the 
arithmetic mean implies a normal distribution which may not be appropriate for 
such a small data set. Using the mean plus one standard error as a comparison 
shows that USFDA action levels are not exceeded for any of the chemicals 
examined. Further evaluation indicates that even the maximum observed levels do 
not exceed USFDA action levels. 

A review of the recent literature (USEPA 1989, Quantitative Risk Assessment 
Committee [QRAC], 1990 and Reinert, et al., 1991), however, raised some concern 
regarding the appropriateness of USFDA action levels for the recreational or 
subsistence fishing scenario at the Causeway Landfill. These issues together 
with recommended approaches for resolving them are described in the Section 5.0. 

4.2 COMPARISON WITH NATIONAL AND REGIONAL DATABASES. Because USFDA action 
levels were developed to be protective nationally, rather than on a regional or 
local basis, data collected for this study were also compared to data from NOAA's 
Mussel Watch Project and the SCDHEC monitoring Program in order to put the 
observed data in a regional context. These two comparisons are presented in 
sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, respectively. Mussel Watch sampling sites and the 
South Carolina sampling site (Broad River only) are presented in Figure 4-1. 

4.2.1 Comparison with National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
Mussel Watch Database The NOAA Mussel Watch Project includes the annual 
collection and chemical analysis of mussels and oysters from 177 sites around the 
coastal and estuarine United States. Several of these sites are located in the 
South Atlantic coastal areas (Figure 4-l). The chemical contaminants analyzed 
have included PAHs, PCBs, chlorinated pesticides, and trace elements. The main 
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Table 4-I 
Data Comparison with USFDA Action Levels 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

USFDA Action Level Concentrations in Species’ (ppb) 

Flounder Mullet Crab Clam Cyster Values Above 
(wm) @pW - USFDA Levels 

Pond Tidal Pond Tidal Pond Tidal Pond Tidal Pond Tidal 

Aldrin 0.3 300 - - 0.17 0.17 - - 

I Chlordane 0.3 300 0.57 0.52 - Q.18 0.99 0.4 1.2 

DDT (4,4) 5 5,006 - - 0.98 1.1 - 0.32 - 

I DDE (2,4) 

I DDE (4,4) 5 56QQ 24 1.3 45 25 18 14 0.41 15.7 3.1 
I 

I DDD (2,4) 5 5,000 - - 0.088 - 

DDD (4,4) 5 5,000 7.4 0.25 7.1 

Endrin 0.3 300 - - 0.88 

Heptachlor 0.3 300 - - 0.38 

Heptachlor epoxide 0.3 300 - - 0.14 

Mercury 1 l,ooo 66 58 5.6 

Mirex 0.1 100 1.5 0.4 2.3 

PCB (Aroclor 1254) 2 zoo0 54 2.1 59 

’ Concentrations are reported as mean wet weight plus one standard error. 

6.6 8.5 2.5 - 0.0936 7.5 0.97 

0.89 - 

0.38 - 

0.14 0.38 0.95 - - 

7.8 28 59 8.2 13 9.6 

1.1 1.4 1.1 - - 0.469 0.14 

47 58 

Notes: USFDA =, U.S. Food and Drug Administration. DDE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene. 
ppm = parts per million. DDD = dichlorophenyl dichloroethane. 
ppb = parts per billion. PCB = polychlorinated biphenyls. 
DIJT = dichloraohenvi trichloroethane. 
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Table 4-1 
Data Comparison with USFDA Action Levels 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCAD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

USFDA Action Level Concentrations in Species' (Ppb) 

Chemical 
Flounder Mullet Crab 

(ppm) (Ppb) 
Pond Tidal Pond Tidal Pond Tidal Pond 
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Dieldrin 0.3 300 - -- 0.43 0.57 0.43 0.98 -
Chlordane 0.3 300 0.53 - 1.2 1.3 0.57 0.52 -
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DOE (2,4) 5 5,000 0.53 - 0.095 0.31 0.2 - -
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Mirex 0.1 100 1.5 0.4 2.3 1.1 1.4 1.1 -
PCB (Aroclor 1254) 2 2,000 54 2.1 59 47 - - -
, Concentrations are reported as mean wet weight plus one standard error. 

Notes: USFDA =. U.S. Food and Drug Administration. DOE = dichlorophenyl dichloroethylene. 
ppm = parts per million. DOD = dichlorophenyl dichloroethane. 
ppb = parts per billion. PCB = polychlorinated biphenyls. 
DDT = dichlorophenyl trichloroethane. 

( ( 

Clam Oyster Values Above 
USFDA Levels 

Tidal Pond Tidal 

- - - -
0.094 - - -
Q.18 0.99 0.4 -
0.0696 0.29 - -
0.32 - - -
0.11 0.565 0.29 -
0.41 15.7 3.1 -
0.088 - - -
0.0936 7.5 0.97 -
- - - -
- - - -

- - - -
8.2 13 9.6 -

- 0.469 0.14 -

- 58 - -
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Mirex 0.1 100 1.5 0.4 2.3 1.1 1.4 1.1 -
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reason for analyzing these mollusks is to establish temporal trends; however, 
these data provide a useful comparison for this study as well. 

Comparative data available from the NOAA Mussel Watch Project are restricted to 
oysters. Table 4-2 presents 1991 Georgia and South Carolina Mussel Watch data for 
oyster tissue and the maximum concentrations found near the Causeway Landfill. 
Figure 4-l illustrates the Mussel Watch sample sites used for comparison 
purposes. Table 4-2 includes the total PAHs for oysters, defined as the sum of 
the 24 individual PAH analytes, including any PAHs reported at levels below the 
detection limit. This sum does not include PAHs that were not analyzed. The 
total PAH concentrations in oysters from the Pl and P2 sites are higher than from 
the TGl and TG2 sites, but most sites have concentrations that are in the range 
found at the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites (Table 4-2). 

Table 4-2 also includes total PCBs for oysters, defined as the sum of the 20 
individual PCB congener analytes. The PCB concentrations in oysters from the Pl 
and P2 sites were considerably higher than from the TGl and TG2 sites and higher 
than the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites. The PCB levels in 
oysters from the TGl and TG2 sites were comparable to the less contaminated South 
Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites. The DDT concentrations in oysters from 
the Pl and P2 sites were higher than from the TGl sites, which in turn were 
higher than the TG2 sites. The Pl, P2, and TGl sites all had oyster DDT levels 
that were higher than the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites (Table 
4-3). The levels in oysters from the TG2 sites were comparable to the Mussel 
Watch sites. The 4,4'-DDE levels comprised more than 60 percent (generally 60 
to 70 percent) of the sum of the six DDT/DDD/DDE compounds in all oyster samples, 
and DDT consistently contributed less than 5 percent to the sum, suggesting that 
this contamination is not due to recent DDT inputs. 

The mercury concentrations were quite uniform among the different Parris Island 
sites, ranging from 0.053 to 0.122 gram per gram (g/g) dry weight for the 17 
oyster samples, after background and blank correction (using the average of the 
two procedural blank values for the sample batch). These concentrations are in 
the range of those of the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites (Table 
4-2). 

4.2.2 Comparison with South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental 
Control (SCDHEC's) Database SCDHEC maintains a statewide monitoring network that 
includes a component that evaluates the presence and concentration of potentially 
hazardous substances in aquatic organisms. Sixteen stations are maintained in 
the major estuarine areas of the State; one of these stations is located on the 
Broad River (latitude 32" 20'35" and longitude 80" 42' 30") near Parris Island. 
American oysters and blue crabs were collected from this station during 1984 to 
1986 (oysters) and in 1986 (crabs) and analyzed for heavy metals, pesticides, 
PCBs, PAHs, and volatile organic compounds. Tables 4-3 and 4-4 present SCDHEC 
data for PAH and pesticide levels, respectively, for oysters and blue crabs 
compared to maximum concentrations at the Causeway Landfill. PCB data were not 
comparable and are not included in this discussion. 

Based on the 1984 to 1988 data, SCDHEC concluded (SCDHEC, 1987) that the 16 
estuarine areas they had sampled were not contaminated by toxic organic or 
inorganic chemicals within the context of the analysis conducted. Levels of 
contaminants measured in oysters or crabs did not approach the available USFDA 
action levels. Maximum PAH levels at the Broad River SCDHEC sampling site 
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data for PAR and pesticide levels, respectively, for oysters and blue crabs 
compared to maximum concentrations at the Causeway Landfill. PCB data were not 
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Based on the 1984 to 1988 data, SCDHEC concluded (SCDHEC, 1987) that the 16 
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higher than the TG2 sites. The P1, P2, and TG1 sites all had oyster DDT levels 
that were higher than the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites (Table 
4-3). The levels in oysters from the TG2 sites were comparable to the Mussel 
Watch sites. The 4,4'-DDE levels comprised more than 60 percent (generally 60 
to 70 percent) of the sum of the six DDT/DDD/DDE compounds in all oyster samples, 
and DDT consistently contributed less than 5 percent to the sum, suggesting that 
this contamination is not due to recent DDT inputs. 

The mercury concentrations were quite uniform among the different Parris Island 
sites, ranging from 0.053 to 0.122 gram per gram (g/g) dry weight for the 17 
oyster samples, after background and blank correction (using the average of the 
two procedural blank values for the sample batch). These concentrations are in 
the range of those of the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites (Table 
4-2). 

4.2.2 Comparison with South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental 
Control (SCDHEC' s) Database SCDHEC maintains a statewide monitoring network that 
includes a component that evaluates the presence and concentration of potentially 
hazardous substances in aquatic organisms. Sixteen stations are maintained in 
the major estuarine areas of the State; one of these stations is located on the 
Broad River (latitude 32° 20'35" and longitude 80° 42' 30") near Parris Island. 
American oysters and blue crabs were collected from this station during 1984 to 
1986 (oysters) and in 1986 (crabs) and analyzed for heavy metals, pesticides, 
PCBs, PARs, and volatile organic compounds. Tables 4-3 and 4-4 present SCDHEC 
data for PAR and pesticide levels, respectively, for oysters and blue crabs 
compared to maximum concentrations at the Causeway Landfill. PCB data were not 
comparable and are not included in this discussion. 

Based on the 1984 to 1988 data, SCDHEC concluded (SCDHEC, 1987) that the 16 
estuarine areas they had sampled were not contaminated by toxic organic or 
inorganic chemicals within the context of the analysis conducted. Levels of 
contaminants measured in oysters or crabs did not approach the available USFDA 
action levels. Maximum PAR levels at the Broad River SCDHEC sampling site 
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Table 4-2 
Mussel Watch Oyster Tissue Data From South Carolina and Georgia Sites, 1991 

Site No. 

225 

226 

44 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 
. 

Analyte Concentration’ 
Site Location 

Mercury IPAl-? TPCB3 TDDTs’ 

Lower Bay, Wrnyah Bay, SC 0.103 62.3 7.54 4.67 

North Bay, Santee River, SC 0.096 41.1 0.38 7.33 

Fort Johnson, Charleston Harbor, 0.113 1,165 14.6 19.3 
SC 

4,4-DDE 

4.87 

7.33 

12.3 

45 Shutes Folly Island, Charleston 
Harbor, SC 

0.092 1,206 26.2 31.0 19.5 

Causeway Landfill, Parris Island, 
SC 

Pond so.1 14 ‘324 ‘212 %24 Y37 
Tidal Creek ‘0.123 %I.1 ‘92 849.7 035.19 

46 

47 

227 

Tybee Island, Savannah River 0.142 450 25.0 12.8 7.63 
Estuary, GA 

tipelo Island, Sapelo Sound, GA 0.071 52.2 5.86 4.69 4.69 

Wolfe Island, Altamaha River, GA 0.069 52.4 To.8 5.97 5.97 

’ Concentrations are in micrograms per kilogram b/kg) nanograms per gram (ng/g) dry weight for organics, and 
micrograms per gram h/g) dry weight for mercury. Concentrations are 1991 (Phase 6) site averages calculated from 
three samples, representing three stations, from each site (Battelle, 1991). A value of 0 was used for non detects in the 
determination of these average Mussel Watch concentration values, for easy comparison to the data generated in this 
study. 

’ EPAH is the sum of the 24. individual polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) analytes. 
3 IPCB is the sum of the 20 individual polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) congener analytes. 
* EDDTs is the sum of 4,edichlorophenyl trichloroethane (DDT), 4,edichlorophenyl dichloroethane (DDD), 4,4dichlorophenyl 

dichloroethylene (DDE), P&DDT, 2,4-DDD, and 2,4-DDE. 
’ Concentrations are maximum dry weight concentrations. 
* Total PAHs are defined as the sum of the 24 PAH analytes, including any PAH reported at levels below the detection limit. 

This sum does not include PAHs that were not analyzed. 
’ Total PCB (by Aroclor) was determined using the sum of the areas of each of the 20 congeners that could be reliably 

detected and integrated. 
a Sum of the six DDT/DDD/DDE compounds for any analyte reported at or below the detection limit. 
a Maximum drv weioht concentrations. 
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Table 4-2 
Mussel Watch Oyster Tissue Data From South Carolina and Georgia Sites, 1991 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRO 

Parris Island, South Carolina 
. 

Analyte Concentration 1 

Site No, Site Location 
Mercury IPAH2 IPCB3 IOOTs· 4,4-00E 

225 Low~r Bay, Winyah Bay, SC 0.103 62.3 7.54 4.87 4.87 

226 North Bay, Santee River, SC 0.096 41.1 0.38 7.33 7.33 

44 Fort Johnson, Charleston Harbor, 0.113 1,165 14.8 19.3 12.3 
SC 

45 Shutes Folly Island, Charleston 0.092 1,208 26.2 31.0 19.5 
Harbor, SC 

Causeway Landfill, Parris Island, 
SC 

Pond 50.114 8324 7212 8224 9,37 
Tidal Creek 50.123 8104.1 792 849.7 935.19 

46 Tybee Island, Savannah River 0.142 450 25.0 12.8 7.63 
Estuary, GA 

47 Sapelo Island, Sapelo Sound, GA 0.071 52.2 5.86 4.69 4.69 

227 Wolfe Island, Altamaha River, GA 0.069 52.4 10.8 5.97 5.97 

1 Concentrations are in micrograms per kilogram (JJQ/kg) nanograms per gram (ng/g) dry weight for organiCS, and 
micrograms per gram (JJQ/g) dry weight for mercury. Concentrations are 1991 (Phase 6) site averages calculated from 
three samples, representing three stations, from each site (Battelle, 1991). A value of 0 was used for non detects in the 
determination of these average Mussel Watch concentration values, for easy comparison to the data generated in this 
study. 

2 IPAH is the sum of the 24. individual polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) analytes. 
3 IPCB is the sum of the 20 individual polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) congener analytes. 
• IOOTs is the sum of 4,4-dichlorophenyl trichloroethane (DDT), 4,4-dichlorophenyl dichloroethane (ODD), 4,4-dichlorophenyl 

dichloroethylene (DOE), 2,4-00T, 2,4-000, and 2,4-00E. 
5 Concentrations are maximum dry weight concentrations. 
6 Total PAHs are defined as the sum of the 24 PAH analytes, including any PAH reported at levels below the detection limit. 

This sum does not include PAHs that were not analyzed. 
7 Total PCB (by Aroclor) was determined using the sum of the areas of each of the 20 congeners that could be reliably 

detected and integrated. 
8 Sum of the six DDT/ODD/ODE compounds for any analyte reported at or below the detection limit. 
e Maximum dry weight concentrations. 
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micrograms per gram (JJQ/g) dry weight for mercury. Concentrations are 1991 (Phase 6) site averages calculated from 
three samples, representing three stations, from each site (Battelle, 1991). A value of 0 was used for non detects in the 
determination of these average Mussel Watch concentration values, for easy comparison to the data generated in this 
study. 

2 IPAH is the sum of the 24. individual polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) analytes. 
3 IPCB is the sum of the 20 individual polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) congener analytes. 
• IOOTs is the sum of 4,4-dichlorophenyl trichloroethane (DDT), 4,4-dichlorophenyl dichloroethane (ODD), 4,4-dichlorophenyl 

dichloroethylene (DOE), 2,4-00T, 2,4-000, and 2,4-00E. 
5 Concentrations are maximum dry weight concentrations. 
6 Total PAHs are defined as the sum of the 24 PAH analytes, including any PAH reported at levels below the detection limit. 

This sum does not include PAHs that were not analyzed. 
7 Total PCB (by Aroclor) was determined using the sum of the areas of each of the 20 congeners that could be reliably 

detected and integrated. 
8 Sum of the six DDT/ODD/ODE compounds for any analyte reported at or below the detection limit. 
e Maximum dry weight concentrations. 
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Table 4-3 
Data Comparison with Statewide Summary of PAH Levels 

in Oysters and Blue Crabs 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island. South Carolina 

. 

Compound 
Maximum Level in Cysters’ (ppb) Maximum Level in Blue Crabs’.’ (ppb) 

SCDHEC? . Causeway Landfill SCDHEC? Causeway Landfill 

Acenaphthene 
Acenaphthylene 
Anthracene 
Benzo(a)anthracene 
Benro(a)pyrene 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Chrysene 
fluoranthene 
fluorene 
Indeno[l,2&c,d]pyrene 
Naphthalene 
Phenanthrene 
Pyrene 

55 

428 
987 

42 

10 
2 

4 * 2 
34 

142 

44 
74 

0.67 
0.95 
0.42 
2.1 
1.6 
2.8 
0.78 
1.9 
3.1 

11.0 
0.55 
0.89 
1.4 
2.2 
6.2 

245 
21 
51 
28 
24 

195 
149 

30 

157 
207 

1.8 
2.7 
1.6 

ND 
4.1 
6.9 
3.7 
4.7 
3.9 
0.45 
0.46 
2.0 
1.6 
0.61 
0.39 

’ Maximum wet weight concentration. 
’ South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) tissue levels include somatic muscle only; 

hepatopancreatic material was not included in the analysis. Causeway Landfill data represent whole body concentrations. 
: Data represent maximum concentrations reported for the statewide summary, 198486 (SCDHEC, 1987). 

Benzo(k)fluoranthene was the PAH detected with highest levels in oysters at the Broad River location (SCDHEC) in 1966. 
PAHs were not detected at this station in 1984 or 1985. 

Notes: ppb = parts per billion. 
SCDHEC = South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control. 
- = concentration below the lower detection limit. 
ND = not detected. 
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Table 4-3 
Data Comparison with Statewide Summary of PAH Levels 

in Oysters and Blue Crabs 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Maximum Level in Oysters' (Ppb) Maximum Level in Blue Crabs'·2 (ppb) 
Compound I Causeway Landfill SCDHE~ SCDHE~ I Causeway Landfill 

Acenaphthene 55 0.67 - 1.8 
Acenaphthylene - 0.95 - 2.7 
Anthracene 428 0.42 - 1.6 
Benzo(a)anthracene 987 2.1 245 ND 
Benzo(a)pyrene 42 1.6 21 4.1 
Benzo (b )fluoranthene 10 2.8 51 6.9 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 2 0.78 28 3.7 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 422 1.9 24 4.7 
Chrysene 34 3.1 195 3.9 
Fluoranthene 142 11.0 149 0.45 
Fluorene - 0.55 - 0.48 
Indeno[1.2.3-c.d)pyrene - 0.89 30 2.0 
Naphthalene - 1.4 - 1.6 
Phenanthrene 44 2.2 157 0.61 
Pyrene 74 6.2 207 0.39 

, Maximum wet weight concentration. 
2 South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) tissue levels include somatic muscle only; 

hepatopancreatic material was not included in the analysis. Causeway Landfill data represent whole body concentrations. 
3 Data represent maximum concentrations reported for the statewide summary. 1984-86 (SCDHEC. 1987). 
4 Benzo(k)fluoranthene was the PAH detected with highest levels in oysters at the Broad River location (SCDHEC) in 1986. 

PAHs were not detected at this station in 1984 or 1985. 

Notes: ppb '" parts per billion. 

Paniel •. ESI 

SCDHEC '" South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control. 
- '" concentration below the lower detection limit. 
ND '" not detected. 
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Table 4-3 
Data Comparison with Statewide Summary of PAH Levels 

in Oysters and Blue Crabs 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Maximum Level in Oysters' (Ppb) Maximum Level in Blue Crabs'·2 (ppb) 
Compound I Causeway Landfill SCDHE~ SCDHE~ I Causeway Landfill 

Acenaphthene 55 0.67 - 1.8 
Acenaphthylene - 0.95 - 2.7 
Anthracene 428 0.42 - 1.6 
Benzo(a)anthracene 987 2.1 245 ND 
Benzo(a)pyrene 42 1.6 21 4.1 
Benzo (b )fluoranthene 10 2.8 51 6.9 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 2 0.78 28 3.7 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 422 1.9 24 4.7 
Chrysene 34 3.1 195 3.9 
Fluoranthene 142 11.0 149 0.45 
Fluorene - 0.55 - 0.48 
Indeno[1.2.3-c.d)pyrene - 0.89 30 2.0 
Naphthalene - 1.4 - 1.6 
Phenanthrene 44 2.2 157 0.61 
Pyrene 74 6.2 207 0.39 

, Maximum wet weight concentration. 
2 South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) tissue levels include somatic muscle only; 

hepatopancreatic material was not included in the analysis. Causeway Landfill data represent whole body concentrations. 
3 Data represent maximum concentrations reported for the statewide summary. 1984-86 (SCDHEC. 1987). 
4 Benzo(k)fluoranthene was the PAH detected with highest levels in oysters at the Broad River location (SCDHEC) in 1986. 

PAHs were not detected at this station in 1984 or 1985. 

Notes: ppb '" parts per billion. 
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SCDHEC '" South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control. 
- '" concentration below the lower detection limit. 
ND '" not detected. 
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Table 4-4 
Data Comparison with Statewide Summary of Pesticide Levels 

in Oysters and Blue Crabs 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Compound 

Maximum Level in Oysters (ppb) 

Broad River 
Causeway Landfill 

SCDHEC 

Maximum Level in Blue Crabs’ (ppb) 

Broad River 
SCDHEC 

Causeway Landfill 

Aldrin <5 
Dieldrin <5 
Endrin <5 
Chlordane c5 
DDD <5 
DDE 15.6 
DDT <5 
Lindane <5 
Heptachlor <5 
Heptachlor epoxide <5 
HCB <5 
Methoxychlor <5 
a-BHC 7.0 
b-BHC <5 
Mirex <5 

1.2 
10 
20 

0.36 

<5 
c5 
<5 
c5 
<5 
<5 

177 
<5 
<5 
<5 
<5 
c5 
c5 
c5 
<5 

0.9 

0.6 
12 
22 

’ South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) tissue levels include somatic muscle only; 
hepatopancreatic material was not included in the analysis. Causeway Landfill data represent whole body concentrations. 

Notes: ppb = parts per billion. 
SCDHEC = South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control 
- = concentration below the lower detection limit. 
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Table 4-4 
Data Comparison with Statewide Summary of Pesticide Levels 

in Oysters and Blue Crabs 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Maximum Level in Oysters (Ppb) Maximum Level in Blue Crabs' (Ppb) 

Compoun~ Broad River Broad River 1 SCDHEC 
Causeway Landfill 

SCDHEC 
Causeway Landfill 

Aldrin <5 - <5 -
Dieldrin <5 - <5 0.9 
Endrin <5 - <5 -
Chlordane <5 1.2 <5 0.6 
DOD <5 10 <5 12 
DOE 15.6 20 <5 22 
DDT <5 0.36 1n -
Undane <5 - <5 -
Heptachlor <5 - <5 -
Heptachlor epoxide <5 - <5 0.9 
HCB <5 - <5 -
Methoxychlor <5 - <5 -
a-BHC 7.0 - <5 -
b-BHC <5 - <5 -
Mirex <5 0.53 <5 1.7 

1 South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) tissue levels include somatic muscle only; 
hepatopancreatic material was not included in the analysis. Causeway Landfill data represent whole body concentrations. 

Notes: 
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ppb = parts per billion. 
SCDHEC = South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control 

- = concentration below the lower detection limit. 
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Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 
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Maximum Level in Oysters (Ppb) Maximum Level in Blue Crabs' (Ppb) 

Compoun~ Broad River Broad River 1 SCDHEC 
Causeway Landfill 

SCDHEC 
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b-BHC <5 - <5 -
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1 South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) tissue levels include somatic muscle only; 
hepatopancreatic material was not included in the analysis. Causeway Landfill data represent whole body concentrations. 

Notes: 
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ppb = parts per billion. 
SCDHEC = South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control 

- = concentration below the lower detection limit. 
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exceeded those at the Causeway Landfill. Maximum PAH tissue levels for oysters 
and crabs observed at the Causeway Landfill were considerably lower than maximum 
statewide levels reported by SCDHEC. PAHs were not detected at the SCDHEC Broad 
River station during the 1984 and 1985 surveys. In 1986, however, PAHs were 
detected andbenzo(k)fluoranthene was the PAH detected at the highest concentra- 
tions (2 fig/kg) which is close to the 1.9 pg/kg detected in oysters collected 
near the causeway. 

DDD and DDE levels in oysters and crabs collected from at the Causeway Landfill 
exceeded the maximum levels observed statewide (SCDHEC, 1987). 

4.3 VARIATION IN TISSUE CONCENTRATIONS BETWEEN LOCATIONS AND SPECIES. A review 
of the tissue concentration level data from the four locations sampled in this 
study during the comparison with regional and national data suggested that there 
were some differences between the pond and tidal creek sides of the causeway. 
In some cases, such as for oysters, the sum of individual analytes for PAH, PCB, 
and DDT were greater on the pond side. However, individual analytes were not 
consistent with this pattern. Observed differences between locations may be due 
to physical factors related to circulation or flushing, the behavior/ecology of 
the sampled species, or the distribution of contaminants in the landfill. 

Although some analytes, such as 4-4 DDD, 4-4 DDE, PCB (Aroclor 1254), and mirex 
were consistently higher on the pond side for all species, there was no 
consistent relationship in tissue concentrations based on trophic levels. This 
may be due to differences in residence periods for mobile species, the number of 
samples, and size differences in those with a limited number of samples on the 
tidal gate side, such as flounder and crab. Although tissue concentrations in 
oysters were consistently higher on the pond side, concentrations may be 
influenced by the fact that these oysters were subtidal and larger than those on 
the tidal creek side. 

Due to differences in fishing practices and issues related to potential 
off-stationmigration of contaminants of concern, it was of interest to determine 
whether organisms occurring in the pond and tidal creek sides of the causeway had 
differing tissue concentrations of detected contaminants. Fishing primarily 
occurs on the pond side and based on a review of the species ecology and site 
observations, it is also likely that mobile species such as mullet, summer 
flounder, and crab are resident for longer periods on the pond side (Appendix E). 

To determine whether significant differences in average tissue concentrations 
exist between these two habitats, the two data sets were compared using a 
non-parametric statistical test. A non-parametric test was required due to the 
small sample sizes obtained during the sampling program and uneven sample size. 
Small sample size made it impossible to determine whether the two distributions 
being compared were distributed normally (an assumption of any parametric test). 
The uneven sample sizes (and variances) generally precludes a more rigorous 
treatment of the data (i.e., a more powerful parametric test such as a t-test). 
Consequently, Wilcoxon's matched pairs signed-rank test was used to test the null 
hypothesis that there were no significant differences between the pier (pond) and 
tide gate (tidal creek) arithmetic averages across individual analytes. 

No statistical analysis was attempted for the mercury data because the single 
analysis precluded statistical treatment using Wilcoxon's test, and this 
contaminant is sufficiently different from the other compounds analyzed that it 

Pamisls.ESI 
FGB.08.93 4-a 

exceeded those at the Causeway Landfill. Maximum PAR tissue levels for oysters 
and crabs observed at the Causeway Landfill were considerably lower than maximum 
statewide levels reported by SCDHEC. PARs were not detected at the SCDHEC Broad 
River station during the 1984 and 1985 surveys. In 1986, however, PARs were 
detected and benzo (k) f1uoranthene was the PAR detected at the highest concentra­
tions (2 ~g/kg) which is close to the 1.9 ~g/kg detected in oysters collected 
near the causeway. 

DDD and DDE levels in oysters and crabs collected from at the Causeway Landfill 
exceeded the maximum levels observed statewide (SCDHEC, 1987). 

4.3 VARIATION IN TISSUE CONCENTRATIONS BETWEEN LOCATIONS AND SPECIES. A review 
of the tissue concentration level data from the four locations sampled in this 
study during the comparison with regional and national data suggested that there 
were some differences between the pond and tidal creek sides of the causeway. 
In some cases, such as for oysters, the sum of individual ana1ytes for PAR, PCB, 
and DDT were greater on the pond side. However, individual ana1ytes were not 
consistent with this pattern. Observed differences between locations may be due 
to physical factors related to circulation or flushing, the behavior/ecology of 
the sampled species, or the distribution of contaminants in the landfill. 

Although some ana1ytes, such as 4-4 DDD, 4-4 DOE, PCB (Aroc1or 1254), and mirex 
were consistently higher on the pond side for all species, there was no 
consistent relationship in tissue concentrations based on trophic levels. This 
may be due to differences in residence periods for mobile species, the number of 
samples, and size differences in those with a limited number of samples on the 
tidal gate side, such as flounder and crab. Although tissue concentrations in 
oysters were consistently higher on the pond side, concentrations may be 
influenced by the fact that these oysters were subtidal and larger than those on 
the tidal creek side. 

Due to differences in fishing practices and issues related to potential 
off-station migration of contaminants of concern, it was of interest to determine 
whether organisms occurring in the pond and tidal creek sides of the causeway had 
differing tissue concentrations of detected contaminants. Fishing primarily 
occurs on the pond side and based on a review of the species ecology and site 
observations, it is also likely that mobile species such as mullet, summer 
flounder, and crab are resident for longer periods on the pond side (Appendix E) . 

To determine whether significant differences in average tissue concentrations 
exist between these two habitats, the two data sets were compared using a 
non-parametric statistical test. A non-parametric test was required due to the 
small sample sizes obtained during the sampling program and uneven sample size. 
Small sample size made it impossible to determine whether the two distributions 
being compared were distributed normally (an assumption of any parametric test). 
The uneven sample sizes (and variances) generally precludes a more rigorous 
treatment of the data (i.e., a more powerful parametric test such as at-test). 
Consequently, Wilcoxon's matched pairs signed-rank test was used to test the null 
hypothesis that there were no significant differences between the pier (pond) and 
tide gate (tidal creek) arithmetic averages across individual ana1ytes. 

No statistical analysis was attempted for the mercury data because the single 
analysis precluded statistical treatment using Wilcoxon's test, and this 
contaminant is sufficiently different from the other compounds analyzed that it 
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exceeded those at the Causeway Landfill. Maximum PAR tissue levels for oysters 
and crabs observed at the Causeway Landfill were considerably lower than maximum 
statewide levels reported by SCDHEC. PARs were not detected at the SCDHEC Broad 
River station during the 1984 and 1985 surveys. In 1986, however, PARs were 
detected and benzo (k) f1uoranthene was the PAR detected at the highest concentra­
tions (2 ~g/kg) which is close to the 1.9 ~g/kg detected in oysters collected 
near the causeway. 

DDD and DDE levels in oysters and crabs collected from at the Causeway Landfill 
exceeded the maximum levels observed statewide (SCDHEC, 1987). 

4.3 VARIATION IN TISSUE CONCENTRATIONS BETWEEN LOCATIONS AND SPECIES. A review 
of the tissue concentration level data from the four locations sampled in this 
study during the comparison with regional and national data suggested that there 
were some differences between the pond and tidal creek sides of the causeway. 
In some cases, such as for oysters, the sum of individual ana1ytes for PAR, PCB, 
and DDT were greater on the pond side. However, individual ana1ytes were not 
consistent with this pattern. Observed differences between locations may be due 
to physical factors related to circulation or flushing, the behavior/ecology of 
the sampled species, or the distribution of contaminants in the landfill. 

Although some ana1ytes, such as 4-4 DDD, 4-4 DOE, PCB (Aroc1or 1254), and mirex 
were consistently higher on the pond side for all species, there was no 
consistent relationship in tissue concentrations based on trophic levels. This 
may be due to differences in residence periods for mobile species, the number of 
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small sample sizes obtained during the sampling program and uneven sample size. 
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analysis precluded statistical treatment using Wilcoxon's test, and this 
contaminant is sufficiently different from the other compounds analyzed that it 
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is not reasonable to include it with one of the other data sets. In addition, 
no comparison was possible for clams due to the fact that no clams were collected 
on the pier side and mullet liver samples was not evaluated due the small number 
of analytes that were detected in either area. For the remaining chemicals, the 
Wilcoxon matched pairs signed-ranked test was used on each data set to test the 
hypothesis that there is no statistical difference between the arithmetic average 
pier and tidal gate data across individual analytes. Of the available 
non-parametric tests, Wilcoxon's is one of the more powerful because it uses 
information concerning both the direction (i.e., the area with the greater 
average concentration, for each analyte) and magnitude of the difference in mean 
values between the two areas being evaluated (Siegel, 1956). 

To conduct the test, the difference in the arithmetic average for each analyte 
was calculated, the absolute value of the results was sorted from smallest to 
largest, and the results were. ranked from 1 to n where n is the total number of 
analytes in the data set for which the particular analyte was detected in at 
least one of the two areas (Sokal and Rohlf, 1969). Finally, the original sign 
of each difference was assigned to the corresponding rankvalue and the positive 
and negative ranks summed. A table of two-tailed critical values for this 
particular test (Siegel, 1956) was used to determine if the lesser of the sum of 
positive and negative ranked values were significantly different from that 
expected under the null hypothesis. 

The results of the Wilcoxon test for the P&-is, PCB, and pesticide data sets are 
presented in Tables 4-5 and 4-6. In the analysis of the PAH data set, it was 
determined that the arithmetic average concentrations of all detected analytes 
were significantly higher (a = 0.01) in the tide gate data set for the flounder 
muscle, mullet muscle, and crab data sets relative to pier side data. No 
significant differences were detected for the two fish liver data sets or for 
oysters. Mean analyte concentrations of PCB and pesticides were determined to 
be significantly higher in the pond data sets for four of the five data sets 
evaluated; significantly higher average concentrations of PCBs and pesticides 
were detected for the flounder muscle and Table 4-5 liver, crab, and oyster data 
sets relative to the tide gate data sets. No significant difference was detected 
between average concentrations of PCBs and pesticides for mullet muscle, however. 

4.4 ADEQUACY OF SAMPLE COLLECTION. Due to operational and logistical 
constraints noted in Section 3.0, the complete set of proposed samples was not 
obtained. However, the revisions to the workplan which increased sample numbers 
and applied a more appropriate sample analysis procedure as well as range of 
species sampled compensated for potential data gaps. The species collected 
represented at least three trophic levels and a variety of feeding types, as 
shown in Table 4-7 and described in detail in Appendix E, and present an adequate 
picture of contamination levels at the site, particularly on the pond side of the 
causeway where fishing is concentrated. 

The suite of species sampled adequately represents the primary, secondary, and 
tertiary consumers in the aquatic food web at the Causeway Landfill. It includes 
sessile filter feeders with long-term residence at the site as well as top 
predatory carnivores. Long lived, sessile filter feeders such as the hard clam 
and oyster make good test organisms because they integrate conditions over time 
and provide site-specific data. Mobile secondary or tertiary consumers with high 
growth rates, such and the crab and summer flounder, provide some integration 
over the area of concern, particularly on the pond side where residence times are 
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Table 4-5 
Wilcoxon’s Matched Pairs Signed-Ranks Test, Summary of 

Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 
I 

I Species Batch No. n’ 
Sum of Ranks’ Significance 

I + Levels’ I 

flounder (muscle) 1 21 191 40 <0.005 

flounder (liver) 2 22 82 171 NS 

Mullet (muscle) 3 19 183 7 <0.005 

Mullet (liver) 4 18 118 53 NS 

Blue crab 5 22 217 36 <o.oos 

Hard clam ‘6 

American oyster 7 24 171 129 NS 

’ Total number of analytes in the particular data set that were detected at least once in either the pier or tide gate sides of 
the causeway. 

’ Sum of the negative and positive ranks. These values should be roughly equal if neither data set consistently has higher 
average analyte concentrations (see text). 

’ As provided in Siegel, 1966. 
’ No analysis of Batch No. 6 (clams) data was done because no clams were collected on the pier side of the causeway. 

Note: NS = not significant. 

Table 4-6 
Wilcoxon’s Matched Pairs Signed-Ranks Test, Summary of 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) and Pesticides 

Extended Site Inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Species Batch No. n’ 
Sum of Ranks2 Significance 

I + Levels’ 

flounder (muscle) 

flounder (liver) 

Mullet (muscle) 

Mullet (liver) 

Blue crab 

Hard clam 

American oyster 

I 

1 22 13 240 <O.OOS 

2 25 1 324 CO.005 

3 42 404 499 NS 

44 

5 23 60 216 co.01 

=6 

7 20 0 210 <0.005 

’ Total number of analytes in the particular data set that were detected at least once in either the pier or tide gate sides of 
the causeway. 

2 Sum of the negative and positive ranks. These values should be roughly equal if neither data set consistently has higher 
average analyte concentrations (see text). 

’ As provided in Siegel, 1966. 
’ No analysis of Batch No. 4 (mullet liver) data was done because of insufficient sample size. 
5 No analysis of Batch No. 6 (clams) data was done because no clams were collected on the pier side of the causeway 

Note: NS = not significant. 
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Table 4-7 
Profiles of Species 

Extended Site inspection 
Causeway Landfill, MCRD 

Parris Island, South Carolina 

Species Description 

Striped mullet Transient fish 

Summer flounder Migratory fish 

Trophic Level (principle) Feeding Mode (adult) Primary Food 

Primary consumer Benthic herbivore and Aquatic vegetation detritus, 
detritivore and inorganic sediment. 

Tertiary consumer Active carnivore Fish and large inverte- 
brates. 

Blue crab 

Hard clam 

Mobile epifauna 

Sessile infauna 

Secondary/tertiary con- 
sumer 

Primary consumer 

Active omnivore 

Filter feeder 

Fish, macro invertebrates. 
and aquatic vegetation. 

Plankton and microor- 
ganisms’. 

American oyster Sessile epifauna Primary consumer Filter feeder Plankton and microorgan- 
isms’ . 

Shrimp2 Mobile Primary/secondary 
consumer 

Active encounter omni- Plant detritus, algae, micro- 
vore organisms, and inverte- 

brates. 

’ including diatoms, flagellates, bacteria, detritus, and silt. 
’ Not sampled, but shown for reference purposes. 

likely to be much greater. Mobile fish species that may inhabit one source area 
for only a small part of their life (such as would be the case on the tide gate 
side) would receive only a limited exposure to any contaminant and never come 
into equilibrium (USEPA, 1991). 

Due to fishing activity at the site described in Subsection 3.1.2 as well as the 
longer residence times expected for mobile species on the pond side, samples for 
this area should provide a worst case scenario for analysis. The more complete 
sample set from this side represents an adequate hazard scenario for contaminant 
uptake in biota. Because this is also where the majority of fishing effort is 
concentrated, any human exposure is also maximized on the pond side. An analysis 
of information from this side of the causeway provides, essentially, a worst case 
exposure scenario that permits a conservative assessment and affords adequate 
protection to potential recreational fishermen. 
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5.0 CONCLUSIONS 

Results of the ES1 indicate that maximum chemical tissue concentrations for the 
five species sampled (mullet, flounder, crab, clam, and oyster) are below USFDA 
action levels for samples collected on both the pond and tidal creek side of the 
causeway. PAHs and mercury concentrations in oysters collected from the pond and 
tidal creek were in the range of those of the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel 
Watch sites. PCB concentrations in oysters from the Pl and P2 sites were 
considerably higher than from the TGl and TG2 sites (tidal creek) and higher than 
the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel Watch sites. The Pl, P2, and TGl sites all 
had oyster DDT levels that were higher than the South Carolina and Georgia Mussel 
Watch sites. 

Although there were no cases where USFDA action levels were exceeded at the 
Causeway Landfill site, it is not possible to conclude that there is no public 
health risk associated with the consumption of seafood caught at the site based 
on these findings. USFDA action levels are not appropriate or adequately 
protective for the Causeway Landfill because (1) the USFDA approach does not 
explicitly provide a clear link between levels of actual risk used in a risk 
assessment approach; (2) USFDA action levels are not suitable for subpopulations 
of anglers, such as those at the MCRD, who may tend to consume more fish than the 
general public and often fish in the same location; and (3) not all contaminants 
of concern have USFDA action levels, 

USFDA action levels are designed to protect the general public from fish shipped 
in interstate commerce. These established action levels are based on a risk 
management approach that includes a consideration of the adverse economic impacts 
likely to accrue to the commercial fishery as a result of an advisory or closure. 
As such, they reflect a balance between public health protection and the 
economics involved in the loss of commercial fish to the consumer. Although 
perhaps appropriate for purchased seafood and "average" consumers, the USFDA 
action level approach does not explicitly provide the same link between levels 
of risk and the levels of fish consumption as in a risk assessment approach 
(Reinert, et al., 1991). 

As a result of the focus on interstate commerce, USFDA action levels are based 
on national patterns of consumption that are often quite different than those of 
local recreational and/or subsistence anglers (USEPA, 1989). Although the 
results from the tissue analysis indicated the maximum observed levels from the 
causeway site were far below the USFDA action levels, anglers at the Causeway 
Landfill are recreational fishermen (there is no commercial fishery) and, 
therefore, the exposure scenario used in the USFDA approach may not be valid for 
these fishermen. However, the base population at MCRD is highly transient and 
the area around the causeway is not used for shellfishing, thereby reducing the 
potential exposures. 

A preliminary review of risk-based levels established by USEPA Region III, Water 
Quality Standards Unit in their "Toxic Substance Spreadsheet" (October 29, 1991, 
edition) suggests that these values are much more conservative than USFDA action 
levels. Data from the Causeway Landfill fall somewhere between USFDA and USEPA 
levels. These USEPA fish tissue concentrations are the fish tissue values from 
which the USEPA human health water quality criteria are calculated using 
established bioconcentration factors. These are used to evaluate the health risk 
associated with fish tissue data for priority pollutants. 
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perhaps appropriate for purchased seafood and "average" consumers, the USFDA 
action level approach does not explicitly provide the same link between levels 
of risk and the levels of fish consumption as in a risk assessment approach 
(Reinert, et al., 1991). 

As a result of the focus on interstate commerce, USFDA action levels are based 
on national patterns of consumption that are often quite different than those of 
local recreational and/or subsistence anglers (USEPA, 1989). Although the 
results from the tissue analysis indicated the maximum observed levels from the 
causeway site were far below the USFDA action levels, anglers at the Causeway 
Landfill are recreational fishermen (there is no commercial fishery) and, 
therefore, the exposure scenario used in the USFDA approach may not be valid for 
these fishermen. However, the base population at MCRD is highly transient and 
the area around the causeway is not used for shellfishing, thereby reducing the 
potential exposures. 

A preliminary review of risk-based levels established by USEPA Region III, Water 
Quality Standards Unit in their "Toxic Substance Spreadsheet" (October 29, 1991, 
edition) suggests that these values are much more conservative than USFDA action 
levels. Data from the Causeway Landfill fall somewhere between USFDA and USEPA 
levels. These USEPA fish tissue concentrations are the fish tissue values from 
which the USEPA human health water quality criteria are calculated using 
established bioconcentration factors. These are used to evaluate the health risk 
associated with fish tissue data for priority pollutants. 
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Before drawing conclusions regarding human health risk using these criteria, the 
data must be further reviewed, the statistical attributes of the data evaluated, 
and the appropriate summary statistics (e.g., 95 percent upper confidence limit 
or other estimates of maximum probable concentration) developed to assess risk. 
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SAMPLE COLLECTION, HANDLING AND SHIPPING 

Sample Collection 

Four samples of each of mullet and fish, and five samples of each of shrimp, 
oyster, clam, and crab will be collected at each of four sites. This includes 
one sample of each matrix/type from each of the four sites as a sample for 
archival (ARCH). Additionally, one field duplicate (DUP) will be collected for 
each of the six sample matrices/types. It is important that all animals 
collected for each matrix/type be of the same species (i.e., all clams collected 
at all sites should be of the same species). 

If possible, collect sufficient biomass to yield a final, laboratory 
homogenized, tissue sample volume of 1 to 2 cups. This is equivalent 
to approximately 20 average (7 to 10 cm shell length) size oysters. 
Remember, crab and shrimp will be homogenized whole body but only the 
edible tissue of the clam, oyster, and fish will be used for analysis. 
If large amounts of animals are caught at a station, select an 
appropriate number of representative animals for the sample. Remove 
any debris and rinse off any excess mud using water from the site. Use 
polyethylene gloves at all times when handling the samples. Rinse 
and/or change gloves whenever necessary. 

. Place the newly caught, undisturbed animals on the dull side of a 2' to 
3' piece of aluminum foil. Wrap the sample, trying to completely seal 
the sample with the aluminum foil. Place the wrapped sample on the dull 
side of a second piece of aluminum foil, and wrap securely. If 
necessary, split the animals that comprise the sample into more than 
one "package" should there be more animals than will fit into one 
package and one Ziploc bag. 

. Complete the information needed on the Sample Collection Form and the 
Sample Labels, using a non-erasable pen. If the sample is a field 
duplicate write -DUP in the space immediately following the pre-printed 
sample ID on each of the labels. If the sample is one of the samples 
for archival indicae the site rep/station identification (01, 02, 03, 
or 04) where the -ARCH sample was collected when completing the Sample 
Collection Form for that sample. The Comments/Visual Observations part 
of the form can be used for this type of information. The following 
identification codes will be used whenever abbreviated: 

Site ID: Pl, P2, TGl, and TG2 
Sample Matrix/Type MU (mullet) 

FI (fish) 
SH (shrimp) 
OY (oyster) 
CL (clam) 
CR (crab) 

Site Rep: 01, 02, 03, 04, and ARCH for shrimp, oys- 
ter, clam, and crab 
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SAMPLE COLLECTION, HANDLING AND SHIPPING 

Sample Collection 

Four samples of each of mullet and fish, and five samples of each of shrimp, 
oyster, clam, and crab will be collected at each of four sites. This includes 
one sample of each matrix/type from each of the four sites as a sample for 
archival (ARCH). Additionally, one field duplicate (DUP) will be collected for 
each of the six sample matrices/types. It is important that all animals 
collected for each matrix/type be of the same species (i.e., all clams collected 
at all sites should be of the same species). 
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If possible, collect sufficient biomass to yield a final, laboratory 
homogenized, tissue sample volume of 1 to 2 cups. This is equivalent 
to approximately 20 average (7 to 10 cm shell length) size oysters. 
Remember, crab and shrimp will be homogenized whole body but only the 
edible tissue of the clam, oyster, and fish will be used for analysis. 
If large amounts of animals are caught at a station, select an 
appropriate number of representative animals for the sample. Remove 
any debris and rinse off any excess mud using water from the site. Use 
polyethylene gloves at all times when handling the samples. Rinse 
and/or change gloves whenever necessary. 

Place the newly caught, undisturbed animals on the dull side of a 2' to 
3' piece of aluminum foil. Wrap the sample, trying to completely seal 
the sample with the aluminum foil. Place the wrapped sample on the dull 
side of a second piece of aluminum foil, and wrap securely. If 
necessary, split the animals that comprise the sample into more than 
one "package" should there be more animals than will fit into one 
package and one Ziploc bag. 

Complete the information needed on the Sample Collection Form and the 
Sample Labels, using a non-erasable pen. If the sample is a field 
duplicate write -DUP in the space immediately following the pre-printed 
sample ID on each of the labels. If the sample is one of the samples 
for archival indicae the site rep/station identification (01, 02, 03, 
or 04) where the -ARCH sample was collected when completing the Sample 
Collection Form for that sample. The Comments/Visual Observations part 
of the form can be used for this type of information. The following 
identification codes will be used whenever abbreviated: 

Site ID: 
Sample Matrix/Type 

FI (fish) 

Site Rep: 

PI, P2, TGl, and TG2 
MU (mullet) 

SH (shrimp) 
OY (oyster) 
CL (clam) 
CR (crab) 

01, 02, 03, 04, and ARCH for shrimp, oys­
ter, clam, and crab 
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SAMPLE COLLECTION, HANDLING AND SHIPPING 

Sample Collection 

Four samples of each of mullet and fish, and five samples of each of shrimp, 
oyster, clam, and crab will be collected at each of four sites. This includes 
one sample of each matrix/type from each of the four sites as a sample for 
archival (ARCH). Additionally, one field duplicate (DUP) will be collected for 
each of the six sample matrices/types. It is important that all animals 
collected for each matrix/type be of the same species (i.e., all clams collected 
at all sites should be of the same species). 
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If possible, collect sufficient biomass to yield a final, laboratory 
homogenized, tissue sample volume of 1 to 2 cups. This is equivalent 
to approximately 20 average (7 to 10 cm shell length) size oysters. 
Remember, crab and shrimp will be homogenized whole body but only the 
edible tissue of the clam, oyster, and fish will be used for analysis. 
If large amounts of animals are caught at a station, select an 
appropriate number of representative animals for the sample. Remove 
any debris and rinse off any excess mud using water from the site. Use 
polyethylene gloves at all times when handling the samples. Rinse 
and/or change gloves whenever necessary. 

Place the newly caught, undisturbed animals on the dull side of a 2' to 
3' piece of aluminum foil. Wrap the sample, trying to completely seal 
the sample with the aluminum foil. Place the wrapped sample on the dull 
side of a second piece of aluminum foil, and wrap securely. If 
necessary, split the animals that comprise the sample into more than 
one "package" should there be more animals than will fit into one 
package and one Ziploc bag. 

Complete the information needed on the Sample Collection Form and the 
Sample Labels, using a non-erasable pen. If the sample is a field 
duplicate write -DUP in the space immediately following the pre-printed 
sample ID on each of the labels. If the sample is one of the samples 
for archival indicae the site rep/station identification (01, 02, 03, 
or 04) where the -ARCH sample was collected when completing the Sample 
Collection Form for that sample. The Comments/Visual Observations part 
of the form can be used for this type of information. The following 
identification codes will be used whenever abbreviated: 

Site ID: 
Sample Matrix/Type 

FI (fish) 

Site Rep: 

PI, P2, TGl, and TG2 
MU (mullet) 

SH (shrimp) 
OY (oyster) 
CL (clam) 
CR (crab) 

01, 02, 03, 04, and ARCH for shrimp, oys­
ter, clam, and crab 
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01, 02, 03, and ARCH for mullet and fish 
(only three site replicates collected for 
analysis). 

. Affix one of the labels to the Sample Collection Form, one label to the 
aluminum-foil package(s), and one label to the Ziploc bag(s). 

. Wrap the aluminum-foil package at least twice completely around with 
clear packaging tape, ensuring the tape covers the label on the 
package. Place the package inside the Ziploc bag and seal. Place the 
sample package in a cooler with dry ice. 

Handling 

. Keep the samples on dry ice or in a freezer at all times following 
sample collection. 

. At the end of each day's sampling activities, place the completed 
Sample Collection Forms in Ziploc bags and inside the cooler containing 
the samp,les to which the forms correspond. Tape the Ziploc bag to the 
inside of the lid of the cooler. 

. The ABB Field Scientist has custody of all samples at all times in the 
field. At the end of each day's sampling activities, complete the 
Field Chain-of-Custody Forms and place them in Ziploc bags and inside 
the cooler containing the samples to which the forms correspond. Tape 
the Ziploc bag to the inside of the lid of the cooler. 

Shipping 

. Ship samples at the end of each sample collection day. Do not store 
samples for shipping on another day, unless absolutely necessary. 
Sample shipping is expected to occur on 11/22 (Friday), 11/23 (Satur- 
day) , and 11/24 (Sunday), with the possibility of a final shipment on 
11/25 (Monday). 

Replenish the dry ice in the coolers at the end of the day, shortly 
before sealing the coolers for shipping. If the coolers will not be 
delivered in the morning of the following day (a possibility with 
Saturday shipment) make sure there is enough dry ice in the coolers to 
ensure that the samples remain frozen until delivery. Affix the 
completed Federal Express label and seal the cooler securely with the 
reinforced packaging tape. Remember to indicate that the coolers 
contain dry ice. 
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Handling 

Shipping 
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01, 02, 03, and ARCH for mullet and fish 
(only three site replicates collected for 
analysis). 

Affix one of the labels to the Sample Collection Form, one label to the 
aluminum-foil package(s), and one label to the Zip10c bag(s). 

Wrap the aluminum-foil package at least twice completely around with 
clear packaging tape, ensuring the tape covers the label on the 
package. Place the package inside the Ziploc bag and seal. Place the 
sample package in a cooler with dry ice. 

Keep the samples on dry ice or in a freezer at all times following 
sample collection. 

At the end of each day's sampling activities, place the completed 
Sample Collection Forms in Ziploc bags and inside the cooler containing 
the samples to which the forms correspond. Tape the Ziploc bag to the 
inside of the lid of the cooler. 

The ABB Field Scientist has custody of all samples at all times in the 
field. At the end of each day's sampling activities, complete the 
Field Chain-of-Custody Forms and place them in Ziploc bags and inside 
the cooler containing the samples to which the forms correspond. Tape 
the Zip10c bag to the inside of the lid of the cooler. 

Ship samples at the end of each sample collection day. Do not store 
samples for shipping on another day, unless absolutely necessary. 
Sample shipping is expected to occur on 11/22 (Friday), 11/23 (Satur­
day), and 11/24 (Sunday), with the possibility of a final shipment on 
11/25 (Monday). 

Replenish the dry ice in the coolers at the end of the day, shortly 
before sealing the coolers for shipping. If the coolers will not be 
delivered in the morning of the following day (a possibility with 
Saturday shipment) make sure there is enough dry ice in the coolers to 
ensure that the samples remain frozen until delivery. Affix the 
completed Federal Express label and seal the cooler securely with the 
reinforced packaging tape. Remember to indicate that the coolers 
contain dry ice. 
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01, 02, 03, and ARCH for mullet and fish 
(only three site replicates collected for 
analysis). 

Affix one of the labels to the Sample Collection Form, one label to the 
aluminum-foil package(s), and one label to the Zip10c bag(s). 

Wrap the aluminum-foil package at least twice completely around with 
clear packaging tape, ensuring the tape covers the label on the 
package. Place the package inside the Ziploc bag and seal. Place the 
sample package in a cooler with dry ice. 

Keep the samples on dry ice or in a freezer at all times following 
sample collection. 

At the end of each day's sampling activities, place the completed 
Sample Collection Forms in Ziploc bags and inside the cooler containing 
the samples to which the forms correspond. Tape the Ziploc bag to the 
inside of the lid of the cooler. 

The ABB Field Scientist has custody of all samples at all times in the 
field. At the end of each day's sampling activities, complete the 
Field Chain-of-Custody Forms and place them in Ziploc bags and inside 
the cooler containing the samples to which the forms correspond. Tape 
the Zip10c bag to the inside of the lid of the cooler. 

Ship samples at the end of each sample collection day. Do not store 
samples for shipping on another day, unless absolutely necessary. 
Sample shipping is expected to occur on 11/22 (Friday), 11/23 (Satur­
day), and 11/24 (Sunday), with the possibility of a final shipment on 
11/25 (Monday). 

Replenish the dry ice in the coolers at the end of the day, shortly 
before sealing the coolers for shipping. If the coolers will not be 
delivered in the morning of the following day (a possibility with 
Saturday shipment) make sure there is enough dry ice in the coolers to 
ensure that the samples remain frozen until delivery. Affix the 
completed Federal Express label and seal the cooler securely with the 
reinforced packaging tape. Remember to indicate that the coolers 
contain dry ice. 
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Ship the coolers with the samples, Sample Collection Forms, and Chain- 
of-Custody Forms to Battelle Ocean Sciences in Duxbury, MA, using 
Federal Express next-day morning-delivery service. Do not use the 
afternoon delivery option. If there is no Sunday delivery and you have 
samples for Saturday shipment then ensure that they will be delivered 
on Monday morning. 

Call the Battelle Project Manager on the day of shipment, or in the 
morning of the next day, to notify him of each shipment. 
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Ship the coolers with the samples, Sample Collection Forms, and Chain­
of-Custody Forms to Battelle Ocean Sciences in Duxbury, MA, using 
Federal Express next-day morning-delivery service. Do not use the 
afternoon delivery option. If there is no Sunday delivery and you have 
samples for Saturday shipment then ensure that they will be delivered 
on Monday morning. 

Call the Battelle Project Manager on the day of shipment, or in the 
morning of the next day, to notify him of each shipment. 
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Ship the coolers with the samples, Sample Collection Forms, and Chain­
of-Custody Forms to Battelle Ocean Sciences in Duxbury, MA, using 
Federal Express next-day morning-delivery service. Do not use the 
afternoon delivery option. If there is no Sunday delivery and you have 
samples for Saturday shipment then ensure that they will be delivered 
on Monday morning. 

Call the Battelle Project Manager on the day of shipment, or in the 
morning of the next day, to notify him of each shipment. 
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TABLE A-l 

SOP 6-007 

SOP 6-810 

SOP 5-198 

SOP 5-157 

SOP 5-191 

SOP 5-025 

SOP 5-148 

SOP 5-128 

SOP 5-088 

SOP 3-089 

SOP 3-070 

LIST OF PERTINENT STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES 
USED IN THIS STUDY 

Chemistry Laboratory Sample Custody and Laboratory Sample Identifica- 
tion 

Chemistry Laboratory Sample Control 

Tissue Extraction for Trace Level Semivolatile Organic Compounds 
Including Lipid Weight Determination 

Identification and Quantification of Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons by 
Gas Chromatography/Mass Selective Detector (GC/MSD) 

HPLC Cleanup of Sediment and Tissue Extracts for Semi-Volatile Organic 
Contaminants 

Gas Chromatography Protocols 

Preparation of Wet Tissue Samples for Trace Metal Analysis Using MDS- 
81 D Microwave Digestion System 

Identification and Quantification of Polychlorinated Biphenyis (by Conge- 
ners and Aroclor) and Pesticides by Gas Chromatography/Electron 
Capture Detection 

The Analyses of Prepared Samples for Mercury Analysis 

Operation of the MDS-81 D Microwave Digestion System 

Operation of an LDC Mercury Monitor 
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SOP 6-007 

SOP 6-010 

SOP 5-190 

SOP 5-157 

SOP 5-191 

SOP 5-025 

SOP 5-140 

SOP 5-128 

SOP 5-088 

SOP 3-089 

SOP 3-070 

Parris Is. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 

TABLE A-1 

LIST OF PERTINENT STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES 
USED IN THIS STUDY 

Chemistry Laboratory Sample Custody and Laboratory Sample Identifica­
tion 

Chemistry Laboratory Sample Control 

Tissue Extraction for Trace Level Semivolatile Organic Compounds 
Including Lipid Weight Determination 

Identification and Quantification of Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons by 
Gas Chromatography/Mass Selective Detector (GC/MSD) 

HPLC Cleanup of Sediment and Tissue Extracts for Semi-Volatile Organic 
Contaminants 

Gas Chromatography Protocols 

Preparation of Wet Tissue Samples for Trace Metal Analysis Using MDS-
81 D Microwave Digestion System 

Identification and Quantification of Polychlorinated Biphenyls (by Conge­
ners and Aroclor) and Pesticides by Gas Chromatography/Electron 
Capture Detection 

The Analyses of Prepared Samples for Mercury Analysis 

Operation of the MDS-81 D Microwave Digestion System 

Operation of an LDC Mercury Monitor 
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SOP 3-089 
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TABLE A-1 

LIST OF PERTINENT STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES 
USED IN THIS STUDY 

Chemistry Laboratory Sample Custody and Laboratory Sample Identifica­
tion 

Chemistry Laboratory Sample Control 

Tissue Extraction for Trace Level Semivolatile Organic Compounds 
Including Lipid Weight Determination 

Identification and Quantification of Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons by 
Gas Chromatography/Mass Selective Detector (GC/MSD) 

HPLC Cleanup of Sediment and Tissue Extracts for Semi-Volatile Organic 
Contaminants 

Gas Chromatography Protocols 

Preparation of Wet Tissue Samples for Trace Metal Analysis Using MDS-
81 D Microwave Digestion System 

Identification and Quantification of Polychlorinated Biphenyls (by Conge­
ners and Aroclor) and Pesticides by Gas Chromatography/Electron 
Capture Detection 

The Analyses of Prepared Samples for Mercury Analysis 

Operation of the MDS-81 D Microwave Digestion System 

Operation of an LDC Mercury Monitor 
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TABLE A-2 

QUALIlY CONTROL DATA CRITERIA GOALS 

Organics (PAH and PCB/Pesticides) 
Surrogate recovery 
Blank spike analyte relative recovery 
Blank spike analyte absolute recovery 
Blank spike precision 
Matrix spike analyte relative recovery 
Matrix spike analyte absolute recovery 
Mat& spike precision 
SRM accuracy 
SRM quantification precision 
Procedural blank 

Mercury 
Blank spike analyte recovery 
Blank spike precision 
Matrii spike analyte recovery 
Matrix spike precision 
SRM accuracy 
Sample duplicate precision 
Procedural blank 

40%-l 20% 
50%-l 50%a 
40%-l 20%a 
30% RPDb 
50%-l 50%a 
40%-l 20%a 
30% RSD” 
*30% of certified valued 
30% RSD” 
~5 x detection limit 

50%-l 20% 
20% RPDb 
50%-l 20% 
20% RSD” 
*20% of certified valued 
20% RPD’ 
c5 x detection limit 

a Relative recoveries are based on quantification relative to the quantification internal standards 
(surrogate compounds), and is the way the field samples were quantified. Absolute recoveries are 
based on quantification relative to the recovery internal standard, and is the way surrogate recoveries 
were determined. Relative recoveries of target analytes were reported in the organics BS and MS 
tables because this is the information that best represents the accuracy of the field sample 
quantification. However, since the relative recovery criteria were not specified in the Work Plan, the 
pore stringent absolute recovery criteria were used to qualify BS and MS data. 

RPD of recoveries determined for the two duplicates in each analytical batch of samples. 
’ Precision in the recoveries determined for the seven MS samples. 
d Accuracy of PAH and mercury determination of SRM samples relative to certified values. 
e Precision of PCB/pesticide quantification of the seven SRM samples. No certified values exist for 
PCB/pesticides. 
‘ RPD in values determined for the two laboratory duplicates in each analytical batch of samples. 
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TABLE A-2 

QUALITY CONTROL DATA CRITERIA GOALS 

Organics (PAH and PCB/Pesticides) 
Surrogate recovery 
Blank spike analyte relative recovery 
Blank spike analyte absolute recovery 
Blank spike precision 
Matrix spike analyte relative recovery 
Matrix spike analyte absolute recovery 
Matrix spike precision 
SRM accuracy 
SRM quantification precision . 
Procedural blank 

Mercury 
Blank spike analyte recovery 
Blank spike precision 
Matrix spike analyte recovery 
Matrix spike precision 
SRM accuracy 
Sample duplicate precision 
Procedural blank 

40%-120% 
50%-150%a 
40%-120%a 
30% RPOb 

50%-150%a 
40%-120%a 
30% RSOc 

± 30% of certified valued 
30% RSOe 

< 5 x detection limit 

50%-120% 
20% RPOb 

50%-120% 
20% RSOc 

± 20% of certified valued 
20% RPOf 

< 5 x detection limit 

a Relative recoveries are based on quantification relative to the quantification internal standards 
(surrogate compounds), and is the way the field samples were quantified. Absolute recoveries are 
based on quantification relative to the recovery internal standard, and is the way surrogate recoveries 
were determined. Relative recoveries of target analytes were reported in the organics BS and MS 
tables because this is the information that best represents the accuracy of the field sample 
quantification. However, since the relative recovery criteria were not specified in the Work Plan, the 
more stringent absolute recovery criteria were used to qualify BS and MS data. 
b RPD of recoveries determined for the two duplicates in each analytical batch of samples. 
C Precision in the recoveries determined for the seven MS samples. 
d Accuracy of PAH and mercury determination of SRM samples relative to certified values. 
e Precision of PCB/pesticide quantification of the seven SRM samples. No certified values exist for 
PCB /pesticides. 
f RPO in values determined for the two laboratory duplicates in each analytical batch of samples. 
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TABLE A-2 

QUALITY CONTROL DATA CRITERIA GOALS 

Organics (PAH and PCB/Pesticides) 
Surrogate recovery 
Blank spike analyte relative recovery 
Blank spike analyte absolute recovery 
Blank spike precision 
Matrix spike analyte relative recovery 
Matrix spike analyte absolute recovery 
Matrix spike precision 
SRM accuracy 
SRM quantification precision . 
Procedural blank 

Mercury 
Blank spike analyte recovery 
Blank spike precision 
Matrix spike analyte recovery 
Matrix spike precision 
SRM accuracy 
Sample duplicate precision 
Procedural blank 

40%-120% 
50%-150%a 
40%-120%a 
30% RPOb 

50%-150%a 
40%-120%a 
30% RSOc 

± 30% of certified valued 
30% RSOe 

< 5 x detection limit 

50%-120% 
20% RPOb 

50%-120% 
20% RSOc 

± 20% of certified valued 
20% RPOf 

< 5 x detection limit 

a Relative recoveries are based on quantification relative to the quantification internal standards 
(surrogate compounds), and is the way the field samples were quantified. Absolute recoveries are 
based on quantification relative to the recovery internal standard, and is the way surrogate recoveries 
were determined. Relative recoveries of target analytes were reported in the organics BS and MS 
tables because this is the information that best represents the accuracy of the field sample 
quantification. However, since the relative recovery criteria were not specified in the Work Plan, the 
more stringent absolute recovery criteria were used to qualify BS and MS data. 
b RPD of recoveries determined for the two duplicates in each analytical batch of samples. 
C Precision in the recoveries determined for the seven MS samples. 
d Accuracy of PAH and mercury determination of SRM samples relative to certified values. 
e Precision of PCB/pesticide quantification of the seven SRM samples. No certified values exist for 
PCB /pesticides. 
f RPO in values determined for the two laboratory duplicates in each analytical batch of samples. 
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TABLE A-3 

FIELD SAMPLE COLLECTION, RECEIPT, AND HOLDING TIME EXPIRATION DATES 

Tissue Type and 
Field ID 

Date Collected Date Received Holding Time Expiration Data 
Ia Ilb 

Fish - muscle (Batch #l) 
Pl -FL01 
Pl -FL02 
Pl -FL03 
Pl -FLARCH 
P2-FL01 
P2-FL02 
TG2-FL01 

Fish - liver (Batch #2) 
Pl -FL01 
Pl -FIX)2 
Pl -FL03 
Pl -FI-ARCH 
P2-FL01 
P2-FL02 
TG2-FL01 

Mullet - muscle (Batch #3) 
Pl -MU41 
Pl -MU-O2 
Pl-MU-03 
P2-MUX)1 
TGl -MU-O1 
TGl -MU-O2 
TGl -MU-O3 
TG2-MU-01 
TG2-MU-02 
TG2-MU-03 
TG2-MU-DUP 

Mullet - liver (Batch #4) 
Pl -MU-O1 
PI -MU-O2 
Pl -MU-O3 
PP-MU-01 
TGl -MU-O1 
TGl -MU-O2 
TG2-MU-01 
TG2-MU-02 
TG2-MU-03 
TG2-MU-DUP 

11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/25/91 
11/24/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 

11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/25/91 
11/24/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 

11/24/91 
11/24/91 
11/24/91 
11/25/91 
1 l/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 

11/24/91 
11/24/91 
11/24/91 
11/25/91 
1 l/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 

11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
11/26/91 12/23/91 02/02/92 
11/26/91 12/22/91 02/02/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 

11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
11/26/91 12/23/91 02/04/92 
11/26/91 12/22/91 02/04/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 

11/26/g 1 12/22/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12122191 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/23/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 0?/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 

11/26/91 12/22/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/22/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12122191 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/23/91 02/10/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/l o/92 
11/26/91 12/21/91 02/l o/92 

a Completion of sample extraction for organics and completion of instrumental analysis for mercury. 
b Completion of instrumental analysis for organics (60 days after actual sample extraction). 
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TABLE A-3 

FIELD SAMPLE COLLECTION, RECEIPT, AND HOLDING TIME EXPIRATION DATES 

Tissue Type and Date Collected Date Received Holding Time Expiration Data 
Field 10 la lib 

Fish - muscle (Batch #1) 
P1-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
P1-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
P1-FI-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/02/92 
P1-FI-ARCH 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/02/92 
P2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
P2-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
TG2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 

Fish - liver (Batch #2) 
P1-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
P1-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
P1-FI-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/04/92 
P1-FI-ARCH 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/04/92 
P2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
P2-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
TG2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 

Mullet - muscle (Batch #3) 
P1-MU-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
P1-MU-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
P1-MU-03 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
P2-MU-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/08/92 
TG1-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG1-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG1-MU-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-DUP 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 

Mullet - liver (Batch #4) 
P1-MU-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/10/92 
P1-MU-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/10/92 
P1-MU-03 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/10/92 
P2-MU-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/10/92 
TG1-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG1-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-DUP 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 

a Completion of sample extraction for organics and completion of instrumental analysis for mercury. 
b Completion of instrumental analysis for organics (60 days after actual sample extraction). 

Parris Is. ESI 
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TABLE A-3 

FIELD SAMPLE COLLECTION, RECEIPT, AND HOLDING TIME EXPIRATION DATES 

Tissue Type and Date Collected Date Received Holding Time Expiration Data 
Field 10 la lib 

Fish - muscle (Batch #1) 
P1-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
P1-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
P1-FI-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/02/92 
P1-FI-ARCH 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/02/92 
P2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
P2-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 
TG2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/02/92 

Fish - liver (Batch #2) 
P1-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
P1-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
P1-FI-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/04/92 
P1-FI-ARCH 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/04/92 
P2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
P2-FI-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 
TG2-FI-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/04/92 

Mullet - muscle (Batch #3) 
P1-MU-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
P1-MU-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
P1-MU-03 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/08/92 
P2-MU-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/08/92 
TG1-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG1-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG1-MU-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 
TG2-MU-DUP 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/08/92 

Mullet - liver (Batch #4) 
P1-MU-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/10/92 
P1-MU-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/10/92 
P1-MU-03 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/10/92 
P2-MU-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/10/92 
TG1-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG1-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 
TG2-MU-DUP 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/10/92 

a Completion of sample extraction for organics and completion of instrumental analysis for mercury. 
b Completion of instrumental analysis for organics (60 days after actual sample extraction). 

Parris Is. ESI 
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TABLE A-3 (Continued) 

FIELD SAMPLE COLLECTION, RECEIPT, AND HOLDING TIME EXPIRATION DATES 

TissueType and Date Collected Date Received Holding Time Expiration Data 
Field ID Id Ilb 

Crab (Batch #5) 
Pl-CR-01 
Pl-CR-02 
Pl-CR-03 
Pl-CR-04 
Pl-CR,DUP . 
P2-CR-01 
P2-CR-02 ' 
P2-CR-63 
P2-CR-04 
TG2-CR-01 
TG2-CR-02 

Clam (Batch #6) 
TGl-CL-01 
TGl-CL-62 
TGP-CL-61 
TG2-CL-62 
TG2-CL-03 
TG2-CL-04 
TGB-CL-DUP 

Oyster (Batch #7) 
Pl-OY-01 
Pl-OY-02 
Pl-OY-03 
Pl-OY-04 
P2-OY-01 
P2-OY-02 
P2-OY-03 
P2-OY-04 
TGl-OY-01 
TGl-OY-02 
TGl-OY-93 
TGl-OY-04 
TG2-OY-61 
TG2-OY-62 
TG2-OY-03 
TG2-OY-04 
TG2-OY-DUP 

11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 

11/24/91 
11/24/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/23/91 
11/24/91 

11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 

11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 

11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 
11/26/91 

02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 
02/11/92 

02/14/92 
02/14/92 
02/14/92 
02/14/92 
02/14/92 
02/14/92 
02/14/92 

02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 
04/03/92c 
02/15/92 
02/15/92 

a Completion of sample extraction for organics and completion of instrumental analysis for mercury. 
b Completion of instrumental analysis for organics (60 days after actual sample extraction). 
' Sample was re-extracted and received a new analysis holding time expiration date. 

Panids.ESI 
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TABLE A-3 (Continued) 

FIELD SAMPLE COLLECTION, RECEIPT, AND HOLDING TIME EXPIRATION DATES 

Tissue Type and Date Collected Date Received Holding Time Expiration Data 
Field 10 ,a lib 

Crab (Batch #5) 
P1-CR-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR-04 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR~DUP 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-04 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
TG2-CR-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
TG2-CR-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 

Clam (Batch #6) 
TG1-CL-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/14/92 
TG1-CL-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-04 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-DUP 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/14/92 

Oyster (Batch #7) 
P1-0Y-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P1-0Y-02 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P1-0Y-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P1-0Y-04 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-02 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-04 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-03 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-04 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 04/03/92c 

TG2-0Y-04 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-DUP 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 

a Completion of sample extraction for organics and completion of instrumental analysis for mercury. 
b Completion of instrumental analysis for organics (60 days after actual sample extraction). 
C Sample was re-extracted and received a new analysis holding time expiration date. 
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TABLE A-3 (Continued) 

FIELD SAMPLE COLLECTION, RECEIPT, AND HOLDING TIME EXPIRATION DATES 

Tissue Type and Date Collected Date Received Holding Time Expiration Data 
Field 10 ,a lib 

Crab (Batch #5) 
P1-CR-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR-04 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P1-CR~DUP 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
P2-CR-04 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
TG2-CR-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 
TG2-CR-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/11/92 

Clam (Batch #6) 
TG1-CL-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/14/92 
TG1-CL-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-04 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/14/92 
TG2-CL-DUP 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/14/92 

Oyster (Batch #7) 
P1-0Y-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P1-0Y-02 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P1-0Y-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P1-0Y-04 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-01 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-02 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-03 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
P2-0Y-04 11/25/91 11/26/91 12/23/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-01 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-02 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-03 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG1-0Y-04 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-01 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-02 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-03 11/23/91 11/26/91 12/21/91 04/03/92c 

TG2-0Y-04 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 
TG2-0Y-DUP 11/24/91 11/26/91 12/22/91 02/15/92 

a Completion of sample extraction for organics and completion of instrumental analysis for mercury. 
b Completion of instrumental analysis for organics (60 days after actual sample extraction). 
C Sample was re-extracted and received a new analysis holding time expiration date. 
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TABLE A-4 -- 

FIELD SAMPLE EXTRACTION AND INSTRUMENTAL ANALYSIS DATES 

TissueType and Sample Extraction Instrumental Analysis Data 
Field ID Date Organics Mercury PAH 

PCB/Pesticide 

Fish - muscle (Batch #l) 
Pl-FL01 
Pl-FI-02 
Pl-FI-03 
Pl-FLARCH 
P2-FL61 
P2-FL02 
TG2-FL01 

Fish - liver (Batch #2) 
Pl-FL01 
Pl-FI-02 
Pl-FI-03 
PI-FI-ARCH 
P2-FI-01 
P2-FI-02 
TGP-FL01 

Mullet - muscle (Batch #3) 
Pl-MU-01 
Pl-MU-02 
Pl-MU-03 
P2-MU-01 
TGl-MU-01 
TGl-MU-02 
TGl-MU-03 
TG2-MU-01 
TG2-MU-02 
TG2-MU-03 
TG2-MU-DUP 

Mullet - liver (Batch #4) 
Pl-MU-01 
Pl-MU-02 
Pl-MU-03 
P2-MU-01 
TGl-MU-01 
TGl-MU-02 
TG2-MU-01 
TG2-MU-02 
TG2-MU-03 
TG2-MU-DUP 

12/04/91 12/05/91 12/18/91 12/28/91 
12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 
12/04/91 12/05/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 
12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 
12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/28/92a 
12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

12/06/91 12/11/91 12/19/91 12/29/91 
12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
12/06/91 12/11/91 02/01/92 02/16/92' 
12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/19/92 
12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/19/92 
12/06/91 12/11/91 02/01/92 02/28/92a 

12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/10/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/27/91 01/01/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/27/91 01/01/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/28/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/30/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/30/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/10/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 

12/12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/?2/91 12/l/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/03/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/02/92 01/03/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/02/92 01/03/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/06/92 01/04/92 
12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/04/92 

a Originally analyzed on 12/28/91. Archived sample extract was re-fractionated through cleanup column 
and re-analyzed due to poor surrogate recoveries. 
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TABLE A-4 

FIELD SAMPLE EXTRACTION AND INSTRUMENTAL ANALYSIS DATES 

Tissue Type and Sample Extraction Instrumental Analysis Data PCB /Pesticide 
Field 10 Date Organics Mercury PAH 

Fish - muscle (Batch #1) 
P1-FI-01 12/04/91 12/05/91 12/18/91 12/28/91 
P1-FI-02 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

P1-FI-03 12/04/91 12/05/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
P1-FI-ARCH 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

P2-FI-01 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

P2-FI-02 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 . 02/28/92a 

TG2-FI-01 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

Fish - liver (Batch #2) 
P1-FI-01 12/06/91 12/11/91 12/19/91 12/29/91 
P1-FI-02 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
P1-FI-03 12/06/91 12/11/91 02/01/92 02/16/92a 

P1-FI-ARCH 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
P2-FI-01 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/19/92 
P2-FI-02 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/19/92 
TG2-FI-01 12/06/91 12/11/91 02/01/92 02/28/92a 

Mullet - muscle (Batch #3) 
P1-MU-01 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-02 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-03 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P2-MU-01 12/10/91 12/10/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
TG1-MU-01 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/27/91 01/01/92 
TG1-MU-02 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/27/91 01/01/92 
TG1-MU-03 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/28/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-01 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/30/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-02 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/30/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-03 12/10/91 12/10/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-OUP 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 

Mullet - liver (Batch #4) 
P1-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-02 12/.12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-03 12/12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/03/92 
P2-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/02/92 01/03/92 
TG1-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/02/92 01/03/92 
TG1-MU-02 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
TG2-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
TG2-MU-02 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
TG2-MU-03 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/06/92 01/04/92 
TG2-MU-OUP 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/04/92 

a Originally analyzed on 12/28/91. Archived sample extract was re-fractionated through cleanup column 
and re-analyzed due to poor surrogate recoveries. 
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TABLE A-4 

FIELD SAMPLE EXTRACTION AND INSTRUMENTAL ANALYSIS DATES 

Tissue Type and Sample Extraction Instrumental Analysis Data PCB /Pesticide 
Field 10 Date Organics Mercury PAH 

Fish - muscle (Batch #1) 
P1-FI-01 12/04/91 12/05/91 12/18/91 12/28/91 
P1-FI-02 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

P1-FI-03 12/04/91 12/05/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
P1-FI-ARCH 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

P2-FI-01 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

P2-FI-02 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 . 02/28/92a 

TG2-FI-01 12/04/91 12/05/91 02/01/92 02/15/92a 

Fish - liver (Batch #2) 
P1-FI-01 12/06/91 12/11/91 12/19/91 12/29/91 
P1-FI-02 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
P1-FI-03 12/06/91 12/11/91 02/01/92 02/16/92a 

P1-FI-ARCH 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/18/92 
P2-FI-01 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/19/92 
P2-FI-02 12/06/91 12/11/91 01/15/92 01/19/92 
TG2-FI-01 12/06/91 12/11/91 02/01/92 02/28/92a 

Mullet - muscle (Batch #3) 
P1-MU-01 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-02 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-03 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P2-MU-01 12/10/91 12/10/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
TG1-MU-01 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/27/91 01/01/92 
TG1-MU-02 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/27/91 01/01/92 
TG1-MU-03 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/28/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-01 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/30/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-02 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/30/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-03 12/10/91 12/10/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
TG2-MU-OUP 12/10/91 12/06/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 

Mullet - liver (Batch #4) 
P1-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-02 12/.12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/02/92 
P1-MU-03 12/12/91 12/11/91 12/31/91 01/03/92 
P2-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/02/92 01/03/92 
TG1-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/02/92 01/03/92 
TG1-MU-02 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
TG2-MU-01 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
TG2-MU-02 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/03/92 
TG2-MU-03 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/06/92 01/04/92 
TG2-MU-OUP 12/12/91 12/11/91 01/03/92 01/04/92 

a Originally analyzed on 12/28/91. Archived sample extract was re-fractionated through cleanup column 
and re-analyzed due to poor surrogate recoveries. 
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TABLE A-4 (Continued) 

FIELD SAMPLE EXTRACTION AND INSTRUMENTAL ANALYSIS DATES 

TissueTypeand 
Field ID 

Sample Extraction 
Date Organics 

Instrumental 
Mercury 

Analysis Data 
PAH 

PCB/Pesticide 

Crab (Batch #5) 
Pl-CR-01 
Pl-CR-02 
Pl-CR-03 
Pl-CR-04 
Pl-CR-DUP 
P2-CR-01 
P2-CR-02 
P2-CR-03 
P2-CR-04 
TG2-CR-01 
TG2-CR-02 

Clam (Batch #6) 
TGl-CL-01 
TGl-CL-02 
TG2-CL-01 
TG2-CL-02 
TG2-CL-63 
TG2-CL-04 
TG2-CL-DUP 

Oyster (Batch #7) 
Pl-OY-01 
Pl-OY-02 
Pl-OY-03 
Pl-OY-04 
P2-OY-01 
P2-OY-02 
P2-OY-03 
P2-OY-04 
TGl-OY-01 
TGl-OY-02 
TGl-OY-03 
TGl-OY-04 
TG2-OY-01 
TG2-OY-02 
TG2-OY-03 
TG2-OY-04 
TG2-OY-DUP 

12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 
12/13/91 

12/16/91 
12/16/91 
12/16/91 
12/16/91 
12/16/91 
12/16/91 
12/16/91 

12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 
02/03/92" 
12/17/91 
12/17/91 

12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/11/91 
12/11/91 
12/11/91 

12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 

12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 
12/10/91 

01/03/92 01/16/92 
01/03/92 01/16/92 
01/03/92 01/17/92 
01/03/92 01/17/92 
01/03/92 01/17/92 
01/03/92 01/17/92 
01/03/92 01/17/92 
01/03/92 01/17/92 
01/04/92 01/17/92 
01/04/92 01/17/92 
01/04/92 01/17/92 

01/06/92 01/17/92 
01/07/92 01/17/92 
01/07/92 01/18/92 
01/07/92 01/18/92 
01/07/92 01/18/92 
01/07/92 01/18/92 
01/07/92 01/18/92 

01/08/92 01/25/92 
01/08/92 01/25/92 
01/08/92 01/25/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 01/26/92 
01/08/92 03/04/92b 
02/08/92' 02/16/92" 
01/08/92 01/27/92 
01/09/92 01/26/92 

b Originally analyzed on 01/26/91. Sample was re-analyzed because the datafile was overwritten. 
' Originally extracted on 12/17/91 and analyzed on 01/08/92 (PAH)and 01/26/92 (PCB/pesticides). 
Sample was re-extracted and re-analyzed due to poor surrogate recoveries. 
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TABLE A-4 (Continued) 

FIELD SAMPLE EXTRACTION AND INSTRUMENTAL ANALYSIS DATES 

Tissue Type and Sample Extraction Instrumental Analysis Data PCB /Pesticide 
Field 10 Date Organics Mercury PAH 

Crab (Batch #5) 
P1-CR-01 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/16/92 
P1-CR-02 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/16/92 
P1-CR-03 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P1-CR-04 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P1-CR-OUP 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-01 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-02 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-03 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-04 12/13/91 12/11/91 01/04/92 01/17/92 
TG2-CR-01 12/13/91 12/11/91 01/04/92 01/17/92 
TG2-CR-02 12/13/91 12/11/91 01/04/92 01/17/92 

Clam (BatCh #6) 
TG1-CL-01 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/06/92 01/17/92 
TG1-CL-02 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/17/92 
TG2-CL-01 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-02 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-03 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-04 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-OUP 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 

Oyster (Batch #7) 
P1-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/25/92 
P1-0Y-02 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/25/92 
P1-0Y-03 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/25/92 
P1-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-02 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-03 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-02 12/17 /91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-03 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG2-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG2-0Y-02 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 03/04/92b 

TG2-0Y-03 02/03/92c 12/10/91 02/08/92c 02/16/92c 

TG2-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/27/92 
TG2-0Y-OUP 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/09/92 01/26/92 

b Originally analyzed on 01/26/91. Sample was re-analyzed because the datafile was overwritten. 
c Originally extracted on 12/17/91 and analyzed on 01/08/92 (PAH) and 01/26/92 (PCB/pesticides). 
Sample was re-extracted and re-analyzed due to poor surrogate recoveries. 
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TABLE A-4 (Continued) 

FIELD SAMPLE EXTRACTION AND INSTRUMENTAL ANALYSIS DATES 

Tissue Type and Sample Extraction Instrumental Analysis Data PCB /Pesticide 
Field 10 Date Organics Mercury PAH 

Crab (Batch #5) 
P1-CR-01 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/16/92 
P1-CR-02 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/16/92 
P1-CR-03 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P1-CR-04 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P1-CR-OUP 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-01 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-02 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-03 12/13/91 12/10/91 01/03/92 01/17/92 
P2-CR-04 12/13/91 12/11/91 01/04/92 01/17/92 
TG2-CR-01 12/13/91 12/11/91 01/04/92 01/17/92 
TG2-CR-02 12/13/91 12/11/91 01/04/92 01/17/92 

Clam (BatCh #6) 
TG1-CL-01 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/06/92 01/17/92 
TG1-CL-02 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/17/92 
TG2-CL-01 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-02 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-03 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-04 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 
TG2-CL-OUP 12/16/91 12/10/91 01/07/92 01/18/92 

Oyster (Batch #7) 
P1-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/25/92 
P1-0Y-02 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/25/92 
P1-0Y-03 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/25/92 
P1-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-02 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-03 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
P2-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-02 12/17 /91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-03 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG1-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG2-0Y-01 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/26/92 
TG2-0Y-02 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 03/04/92b 

TG2-0Y-03 02/03/92c 12/10/91 02/08/92c 02/16/92c 

TG2-0Y-04 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/08/92 01/27/92 
TG2-0Y-OUP 12/17/91 12/10/91 01/09/92 01/26/92 

b Originally analyzed on 01/26/91. Sample was re-analyzed because the datafile was overwritten. 
c Originally extracted on 12/17/91 and analyzed on 01/08/92 (PAH) and 01/26/92 (PCB/pesticides). 
Sample was re-extracted and re-analyzed due to poor surrogate recoveries. 
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TABLE A-5 

CERTIFIED ANALYTE CONCENTRATIONS IN SRM MATERIALS 

Analyte Analyte Concentration (ng/g, dry 
weight) 

SRM74a SRM 1566aa 

Phenanthrene 45 f 11 
Anthracene 6.1 f 1.7 
Fluoranthene 272 f 47 
Pyrene 276 f 30 
Petyfene 8.5 f 2.4 
Benzo[b]fluoranthene 52.3 f 9.4 
Benzo[a] pyrene 18.6 f 3.8 
Benzo[g,h,i]perylene 20.0 f 2.3 
Indeno[l,2,3-cdlpyrene 14.6 f 2.7 
Mercury 64.2 f 6.7 

a Concentrations are from National Institute of Standards and Technology (NISI) Standard Reference 
Material (SRM) certification documentation. The certified concentrations are means of results from two 
analytical techniques. The uncertainty limits cover the concentrations of approximately 95% of samples 
of this SRM. SRM 1974 is a mussel (Mytilus e&/is) material. SRM 1566a is an oyster material. 
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TABLE A·5 

CERTIFIED ANALYTE CONCENTRATIONS IN SRM MATERIALS 

Phenanthrene 
Anthracene 
Fluoranthene 
Pyrene 
Perylene 

Analyte 

Benzo [b]fl uoranthene 
Benzo[ a] pyrene 
Benzo[g,h,i] perylene 
Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene 
Mercury 

Analyte Concentration (ng/g, dry 
weight) 

45 
6.1 
272 
276 
8.5 
52.3 
18.6 
20.0 
14.6 
64.2 

SRM 1566aa 

± 11 
± 1.7 
± 47 
± 30 
± 2.4 
± 9.4 
± 3.8 
± 2.3 
± 2.7 
± 6.7 

a Concentrations are from National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) Standard Reference 
Material (SRM) certification documentation. The certified concentrations are means of results from two 
analytical techniques. The uncertainty limits cover the concentrations of approximately 95% of samples 
of this SRM. SRM 1974 is a mussel (Myti/us edulis) material. SRM 1566a is an oyster material. 
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TABLE A·5 

CERTIFIED ANALYTE CONCENTRATIONS IN SRM MATERIALS 

Phenanthrene 
Anthracene 
Fluoranthene 
Pyrene 
Perylene 

Analyte 

Benzo [b]fl uoranthene 
Benzo[ a] pyrene 
Benzo[g,h,i] perylene 
Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene 
Mercury 

Analyte Concentration (ng/g, dry 
weight) 

45 
6.1 
272 
276 
8.5 
52.3 
18.6 
20.0 
14.6 
64.2 

SRM 1566aa 

± 11 
± 1.7 
± 47 
± 30 
± 2.4 
± 9.4 
± 3.8 
± 2.3 
± 2.7 
± 6.7 

a Concentrations are from National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) Standard Reference 
Material (SRM) certification documentation. The certified concentrations are means of results from two 
analytical techniques. The uncertainty limits cover the concentrations of approximately 95% of samples 
of this SRM. SRM 1974 is a mussel (Myti/us edulis) material. SRM 1566a is an oyster material. 
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A-3 

Field and Laboratory Chain-of-Custody Forms 

A-3 

Field and Laboratory Chain-of-Custody Forms 
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Field and Laboratory Chain-of-Custody Forms 
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2 
-I 

3 
_ L 
- 7 ‘.- 

-I 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport Received by (init/date) 
DQB /U+-L~, 

ABB/DftJILLB OCDII sez_CBS 

PIa.ZS ISLAaD ElVXaoMMBWeaL A8S.S~ STUDY 

l'ZZLD CDl1I-oJ'-c1JS'fODY l'OIUl 

ABB Project # ________ ~O~7~5~4~O_-~O~4 ________ __ 

Battelle Project # __ ~G~2~1~3~5~-~O~Q~O~1~ ______ __ 
Sample Matrix/Type ______ ~~\f~ ____________ __ 

000248 

Storage conditions , ____ ~/_'~.~,I~.~~f __________ ___ 

Compl.eted.: bF P (: 
--~-----------------------

, 
Data' ___ 'I __ "_;_;_· __ ~_I ____ __ 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport 

packaq8f ______ _ 
packaqa __ l.~_ 
Package _____ _ 
Package __ ""_" _ 
Packaqe __ _ 
Packaqe _....;~:...-_ 
Packaqe' __ _ 
Package _---.;;~ 
package _---.;._ 
package _---.;;:::...-
Package __ _ 
Package _....;-~_ 
package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

~ 

~ 

of 
ot 
at 
o'f 
oe 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

Received by (init/date) 
DffJ III ... u,-q, 

• 

~ 
1_ 

'-, 
-'? .... , 
'-.., 
"-, 
"-
~ 

"-

"7 -
~ 

ABB/DftJILLB OCDII sez_CBS 

PIa.ZS ISLAaD ElVXaoMMBWeaL A8S.S~ STUDY 

l'ZZLD CDl1I-oJ'-c1JS'fODY l'OIUl 

ABB Project # ________ ~O~7~5~4~O_-~O~4 ________ __ 

Battelle Project # __ ~G~2~1~3~5~-~O~Q~O~1~ ______ __ 
Sample Matrix/Type ______ ~~\f~ ____________ __ 

000248 

Storage conditions , ____ ~/_'~.~,I~.~~f __________ ___ 

Compl.eted.: bF P (: 
--~-----------------------

, 
Data' ___ 'I __ "_;_;_· __ ~_I ____ __ 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport 

packaq8f ______ _ 
packaqa __ l.~_ 
Package _____ _ 
Package __ ""_" _ 
Packaqe __ _ 
Packaqe _....;~:...-_ 
Packaqe' __ _ 
Package _---.;;~ 
package _---.;._ 
package _---.;;:::...-
Package __ _ 
Package _....;-~_ 
package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

~ 

~ 

of 
ot 
at 
o'f 
oe 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

Received by (init/date) 
DffJ III ... u,-q, 

• 

~ 
1_ 

'-, 
-'? .... , 
'-.., 
"-, 
"-
~ 

"-

"7 -
~ 



ABB Project # 07540-04 
Battelle Project # G2135 0001 
Sample Matrix/Type oy - 

Storage Condition8 al+ Icp 
Completed by &I 'fha5L Date llwa$--9 1 

Pa- I 
Package 
Package 3" 
Package 1 
Package 2 
Package 3 
Package 1 
Package 2 
Package 3 
Package 1 
Package L 
Package I 
Package 1 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 

Of 

of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

3 
t 

3 
3 

3 
3 *- 

2 
2 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport (init/date) 

ABB Proj ect # ____ ...:o~7u5'_=14'_XO_-~04;1._ ___ _ 

Battelle Project # G2135-0001 

Sample Matrix/Type _~O:;..jy~ ______ _ 
Storaqe Condi.tiolUl --Iht~~,~,,-------
CompJ.etacl by &iJ ~~S!-

Ie a ,-riel. IDIa 

~ Ttr;2., oy-o~ PaclcacJa-
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqa 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 

Cco/et ~5 

000249 

I o~ .3 
2 ot 3 
3 ot .3 

l of oS 
'2.. ot :1 
.3 ot J. 

( ot 3 .."",. 

2.. ot J. 
J. of l 
L of 2 

"L- of ~ 

I of '2.. 
I of ~ 

of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport Receivld by (init/date) 
~fS 1(,24& 

ABB Proj ect # ____ ...:o~7u5'_=14'_XO_-~04;1._ ___ _ 

Battelle Project # G2135-0001 

Sample Matrix/Type _~O:;..jy~ ______ _ 
Storaqe Condi.tiolUl --Iht~~,~,,-------
CompJ.etacl by &iJ ~~S!-

Ie a ,-riel. IDIa 

~ Ttr;2., oy-o~ PaclcacJa-
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqa 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 
Packaqe 

Cco/et ~5 

000249 

I o~ .3 
2 ot 3 
3 ot .3 

l of oS 
'2.. ot :1 
.3 ot J. 

( ot 3 .."",. 

2.. ot J. 
J. of l 
L of 2 

"L- of ~ 

I of '2.. 
I of ~ 

of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport Receivld by (init/date) 
~fS 1(,24& 



ABB Project # 07540-04 
Battelle Project # G2135-0001 
Sample Matrix/Type OY 
Storage Conditions 
Completed by A f& 

Relinquished by (init/date) 

Package, I of 
Package 2 of 
Package '3, of 
Package ! of 
Package f of 
Package 2 of 
Package f of 
Package 2 of 
Package 3 of 
Package 1 of 
Package L of 
Package 3 of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 

3 
3 
3 
7 
3 

-3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 

3 

Transport (init/date) 
Ir-ZG4r 

/ 

ABB/BAftBLLB OCDJI SCIDCD 
000250 

PUJlIS ISLAID) DVDlOJDIII.'1'U, US888J1B11'1' STUDY 

ABB Project # ________ ~O~75~4~O~-~O~4 ________ __ 

Battelle project # G2135-0001 
Sample Matrix/Type ___ o~Y ________________ _ 
storaqe condition~ ~~~~~~I~ ______________ _ 
Completed by _-A~"c ______ t~;;:; ____________ _ 

Sa.ple ~1e14 xn. 
/' .f."" .. O~- 0' package 1 of '3 
~ 1'~ - o~· 01 package 2- of 3 
L I<t.I" O~- 01 Packaqe ~ of 3 
/' 1]r( .. ot -oz.. package 1 of 3 
~ Llrl - ~ ~ - Q2.. Packaqe z... of 3 
,/ [rz.l - t>':J.- o~ Package 3 of -3 
./ Yt-l- dt - 03 Package l of J 
~ I frl - 0'1 .. 0 3 Package 1- of 3 
II" f'tt- ~~: %f Package J of 3 
./ ~/- Package , of 3 
/"1&1 - Q~" b+ Package l..- of 3 
.7 [1:1. .. O~ .. ~+ packaqe :1 of 3 

package of 
Packaqe of 
Packaqe of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport R~~(init/date) 
p. /,,-2(. 11 

; I 

ABB/BAftBLLB OCDJI SCIDCD 
000250 

PUJlIS ISLAID) DVDlOJDIII.'1'U, US888J1B11'1' STUDY 

ABB Project # ________ ~O~75~4~O~-~O~4 ________ __ 

Battelle project # G2135-0001 
Sample Matrix/Type ___ o~Y ________________ _ 
storaqe condition~ ~~~~~~I~ ______________ _ 
Completed by _-A~"c ______ t~;;:; ____________ _ 

Sa.ple ~1e14 xn. 
/' .f."" .. O~- 0' package 1 of '3 
~ 1'~ - o~· 01 package 2- of 3 
L I<t.I" O~- 01 Packaqe ~ of 3 
/' 1]r( .. ot -oz.. package 1 of 3 
~ Llrl - ~ ~ - Q2.. Packaqe z... of 3 
,/ [rz.l - t>':J.- O~ Package 3 of -3 
./ Yt-l- dt - 03 Package l of J 
~ I frl - 0'1 .. 0 3 Package 1- of 3 
II" f'tt- ~~: %f Package J of 3 
./ ~/- Package , of 3 
/"1&1 - Q~" b+ Package l..- of 3 
.7 [1:1. .. O~ .. ~+ packaqe :1 of 3 

package of 
Packaqe of 
Packaqe of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package of 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport R~~(init/date) 
p. /,,-2(. 11 

; I 



ooci251 
ABB/BATpHJIp OcllpuI SCIEbtCE8 

PARRIS ISLmaD B2ivxRB As8BssHEmrr STUDY 

FIELD CJiIUH4F-CUSTODYBoRH 

ABB Project # 07540-04 
Battelle Project # G213S-0001 

Package I 
Package 2 
Package 3 
Package I 
Package 2 
Package 3 
Package 
Package I 
Package 3 
Package I 
Package 2 
Package 3 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 
Package 

Sample Matrix/Type 

Storage Conditions 
completed by 

3 
2 

7 
3 
3 
3 -’ 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport Received by (init/date) 
lx3 II/-244f 

~fer 3 

000251 
AB8/BAftBLLa OCDJI SCXDCD 

PUJUS lSUD DVDlOJDlBftAL AS8888J1B111' STUDY 

PXBLn CQ.TW-O .. -CUSTODY POIUl 

ABB Proj ect # ____ ~O.!..7 5=.:41.lQf,;;.-~O~4,--___ _ 

Battelle Project # G2135-0001 
Sample Matrix/Type _---..;O;..,.r.y _______ _ 

storaqe Condi tions ---...Q~na~';,.;;:CL:.....-------
completed by . btu"a· t p;;;; Date J I ').So 'I, 

I. r~~ - ay , ~l 
/T6=2 .. oy- oz.. 
./ Tru - oy - C.l. 

I T<s). - 01 - 0.3 
//1:$).- Or- D3 
11ifJ. - (;It .... 0.3 

Packaqe _ ....... 1_ 
Packaqe _--..,;;'z...:-,. 
Packaqe _.....;~~_ 
Packaqe __ /L-_ 
Packaqe __ 4=---_ 
Packaqe _--:::::3:...-.. 
Packaqe _--.:...'_ 
Packaqe _--.;::2..::...­
Packaqe __ 3~ 

Packaqe _--..L.'_ 
Packaqe ____ L=___ 
Packaqe _---=3:....-
Packaqe __ _ 
Packaqe __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Packaqe __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

of 
of 
of 
of 
ot 
ot 
ot 
ot 
ot 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

3 
3 
] 

3 
3 -. 
1 ",. 
.1 

3 
3 
3 

Relinquished by (initjdate) Transport Received by (init/date) 
lYe; / (I-Z.~-'fl 

i 

~fer 3 

000251 
AB8/BAftBLLa OCDJI SCXDCD 

PUJUS lSUD DVDlOJDlBftAL AS8888J1B111' STUDY 

PXBLn CQ.TW-O .. -CUSTODY POIUl 

ABB Proj ect # ____ ~O.!..7 5=.:41.lQf,;;.-~O~4,--___ _ 

Battelle Project # G2135-0001 
Sample Matrix/Type _---..;O;..,.r.y _______ _ 

storaqe Condi tions ---...Q~na~';,.;;:CL:.....-------
completed by . btu"a· t p;;;; Date J I ').So 'I, 

I. r~~ - ay , ~l 
/T6=2 .. oy- oz.. 
./ Tru - oy - C.l. 

I T<s). - 01 - 0.3 
//1:$).- Or- D3 
11ifJ. - (;It .... 0.3 

Packaqe _ ....... 1_ 
Package _--..,;;'z...:-,. 
Package _.....;~~_ 
Packaqe __ /L-_ 
Package __ 4=---_ 
Packaqe _--:::::3:...-.. 
Package _--.:...'_ 
Packaqe _--.;::2..::...­
Packaqe __ 3~ 

Package _--..L.'_ 
Packaqe ____ L=___ 
Packaqe _---=3:....-
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

of 
of 
of 
of 
ot 
ot 
ot 
ot 
ot 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

3 
3 
] 

3 
3 -. 
1 ",. 
.1 

3 
3 
3 

Relinquished by (initjdate) Transport Received by (init/date) 
lYe; / (I-Z.~-'fl 

i 



000252 

ABB Project # 07540-04 
Battelle Project dt G2135-0001 
Sample Matrix/Type c< - gc - OY 

Storage Conditions /LA lir, 
Completed by $)-P Date ii-25 4/ 

Package i of 
Package 1 of 
Package 1 of 
Package 1 of 
Package I of 
Package 1 of 
Package i of 
Package I of 
Package 1 of 
Package ; of 
Package i of 
Package ' of 
Package of 
Package of 
Package i of 

1 Package - of 
Package I of 
Package 7- of 
Package of 
Package of 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport Received by (init/date) 
DM //i-2&4?~ 

000252 
ABB/DftBLLa OCDll SC%DICU 

PAJlJl%8 ISUIID DVDtUiIIOIII'bL A88888JdJft' S'l'UDY 

ABS Project # ________ ~O~7~5~4~O-_O~4~ ________ _ 

Battelle Project # ____ G~2~1~3~5~-~O~Q~Q_l ________ _ 

Sample Matrix/Type ---.C_5"'-'_-.-It_· ~-<,~_~_()_'f ________ _ 

Storaqe Conditions __ ~/)~~~.~/~0~ __________ _ 
Completed by ~ft~'p ____________________ ___ Date _""-II:-·.;....2...;:"S"-· ..... j~/ __ _ 

.?: ~I -C<· 0'-I ! - \...~ - 03 
/(P: - (( - 04-
J f. - ,-,e. - fl.,,'! 
7(t C~· 4('(;1 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport 

package __ I __ 
Package __ _ 
Package ___ I __ 

Package __ I __ 

Package __ , __ 
Package __ i __ 
Package _..;., __ 
Package _..:..( __ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ --'-
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

Package _--.-;._ 
Package _~~~ 
Package __ _ 

Package _~"2~ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

ot 
of 
of 
of 
of 
ot 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

-, 
'-

7 ..... 

Received by (init/date) 
~P,6I/1-U.l/1 

000252 
ABB/DftBLLa OCDll SC%DICU 

PAJlJl%8 ISUIID DVDtUiIIOIII'bL A88888JdJft' S'l'UDY 

ABS Project # ________ ~O~7~5~4~O-_O~4~ ________ _ 

Battelle Project # ____ G~2~1~3~5~-~O~Q~Q_l ________ _ 

Sample Matrix/Type ---.C_5"'-'_-.-It_· ~-<,~_~_()_'f ________ _ 

Storaqe Conditions __ ~/)~~~.~/~0~ __________ _ 
Completed by ~ft~'p ____________________ ___ Date _""-II:-·.;....2...;:"S"-· ..... j~/ __ _ 

.?: ~I -C<· 0'-I ! - \...~ - 03 
/(P: - (( - 04-
J f. - ,-,e. - fl.,,'! 
7(t C~· 4('(;1 

Relinquished by (init/date) Transport 

package __ I __ 
Package __ _ 
Package ___ I __ 

Package __ I __ 

Package __ , __ 
Package __ i __ 
Package _..;., __ 
Package _..:..( __ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ --'-
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

Package _--.-;._ 
Package _~~~ 
Package __ _ 

Package _~"2~ 
Package __ _ 
Package __ _ 

ot 
of 
of 
of 
of 
ot 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 
of 

-, 
'-

7 ..... 

Received by (init/date) 
~P,6I/1-U.l/1 



CCC Farms J “Sbippcd with sampies 
No fyms 

19 0 01s 9 7 2h 9 7 

_. 
- 

Condition of satqtks J SltttQk WtttlilEtS ittuct . 

Tanpentruc upon nxzipt. Ambient cool / FfQEll 
Note: If tettq=atuxu qon apt diEen hum c&xl wttditfii desuii deviation and list 

imp8ctcd samples 

Sunpks logged in by: DaWl-une U-26 -% 

BattetJe UUZD1U"f OperaUODS 
SAMPLE RECEIPt FORM 00 (j 2 53 

Praject N1IIIlber G?I~5 ... Q)Oi Oi=t ABg /f"((~ I"lt.J ENhfOr.t¢rt.! bse,,,.,.4- f1wly 
No. of SbippiD, Calltaiaen i i OatelrlDlll Received,_II_-l_" .... ..If ... ' ..p' ... 'Q.,l'i _______ _ 

:f '*\\ f ~" 4 EH"f~ I 
-pW!$¥1 

.."""" 
19 a als 9 7 31a}3 

Method of DeIiwery: L;:::==.Cmier (AUbm NO', ____ :~ B#!$¥l 19 a als 9 7 31a 2 4, 

,---~_-=-_19 a ols 9 7 21997 cae farms: h1Upp:d with samples 
_Noforms . 

cae Seal: ~ all each CD1lt.ailler _Seal iatact for each shipp; 
..LNo COCsea! _Seal baa .. (list impacae 

SAMPm: 

Sam" labeS: /slllqlle Iabds agree with cae forms 
_~ (list below) 

ON! ~~t M"-s~~~ - JGI-~L -03 

.-

. 19 a ols 9 7 219 8 

19 0 ~s 9 7 219 7 
CUIJOMBI NQCjIQE TMaCIHG HUMIEII - PI.U. a. "'- '; T. 

coc Seal: ~ aD eada SIIIlpIe Glatliaer _Seal iDtICt for cadi sampte GlDWDer 
..LNo coe seal _Seal bIoka (list impIaed samples). ..., 

CoadiDoa of Sampk:s: Lsampte GlDlIiDers intact • 
_Sample caataiDen bnlb:DlleakiDl 

(list impac:u:d samples with descriptioa of problem) 

Temperature 1Ipoa n:czipt: _Ambient _Cool ~1'OIeD 
Note: If temperabD'e 1IpoD receipt differs from req1Ured Gladitions. describe deviation and list 

impacted samples: 

StonF Loc:atiaa: meur Jr r/JW 

Additional CoIIIJIIeDts: 

Samples logged ill by: 1.;1 R~ DateITunc /I-~ -11 It 2ct:) 
) 

BattetJe UUZD1U"f OperaUODS 
SAMPLE RECEIPt FORM 00 (j 2 53 

Praject N1IIIlber G?I~5 ... Q)Oi Oi=t ABg /f"((~ I"lt.J ENhfOr.t¢rt.! bse,,,.,.4- f1wly 
No. of SbippiD, Calltaiaen i i OatelrlDlll Received,_II_-l_" .... ..If ... ' ..p' ... 'Q.,l'i _______ _ 

:f '*\\ f ~" 4 EH"f~ I 
-pW!$¥1 

.."""" 
19 a als 9 7 31a}3 

Method of DeIiwery: L;:::==.Cmier (AUbm NO', ____ :~ B#!$¥l 19 a als 9 7 31a 2 4, 

,---~_-=-_19 a ols 9 7 21997 cae farms: h1Upp:d with samples 
_Noforms . 

cae Seal: ~ all each CD1lt.ailler _Seal iatact for each shipp; 
..LNo COCsea! _Seal baa .. (list impacae 

SAMPm: 

Sam" labeS: /slllqlle Iabds agree with cae forms 
_~ (list below) 

ON! ~~t M"-s~~~ - JGI-~L -03 

.-

. 19 a ols 9 7 219 8 

19 0 ~s 9 7 219 7 
CUIJOMBI NQCjIQE TMaCIHG HUMIEII - PI.U. a. "'- '; T. 

coc Seal: ~ aD eada SIIIlpIe Glatliaer _Seal iDtICt for cadi sampte GlDWDer 
..LNo coe seal _Seal bIoka (list impIaed samples). ..., 

CoadiDoa of Sampk:s: Lsampte GlDlIiDers intact • 
_Sample caataiDen bnlb:DlleakiDl 

(list impac:u:d samples with descriptioa of problem) 

Temperature 1Ipoa n:czipt: _Ambient _Cool ~1'OIeD 
Note: If temperabD'e 1IpoD receipt differs from req1Ured Gladitions. describe deviation and list 

impacted samples: 

StonF Loc:atiaa: meur Jr r/JW 

Additional CoIIIJIIeDts: 

Samples logged ill by: 1.;1 R~ DateITunc /I-~ -11 It 2ct:) 
) 



BmTRLxlE ocmml SCfEblCES 

LABORATORY CE?U3+01-CUSTODY FORM 
000258 

Project Number Ga(35-w03 
Storage conditions Gtcre 

Sample matrix m&f /iJpp 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) Cta /1/-0-y, 

Relinquished by Received by 
(initial/date) (initial/date) 

Storage 
location 

000134-

BATTZLLB OCBU SC%DtCBS 
000258 

LABORATORY CHAIN-OW-CUSTODY PORK 

Project Number GJ ,35" - 0003 sample matrix r~",IIf.t Ii oIff' 

Storage conditions __ ~~r~fe=~~e ______ _ 
Homoqenized samples loqged in by (initial/date) ('-1:) /11-~"1--Yl 

sample IDs 

T6;l, - t'\ v l - 03 ./ 
TG'2-;'"I .. 0 I y 

P\ -.M"I- O~ / 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

@ / 11·1.1.91 

storage 
location 

000134-

BATTZLLB OCBU SC%DtCBS 
000258 

LABORATORY CHAIN-OW-CUSTODY PORK 

Project Number GJ ,35" - 0003 sample matrix r~",IIf.t Ii oIff' 

Storage conditions __ ~~r~fe=~~e ______ _ 
Homoqenized samples loqged in by (initial/date) ('-1:) /11-~"1--Yl 

sample IDs 

T6;l, - t'\ v l - 03 ./ 
TG'2-;'"I .. 0 I y 

P\ -.M"I- O~ / 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

@ / 11·1.1.91 

storaqe 
location 



BATTmE OCEABT SCIENCES 

LABORATORY CHAIN-OP-CUSTODY FORM 

- 
0001, 

Project Number GslsOOOO% 
Storage conditions /&ctr 

Sample matrix mllet rw4- 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) CL% /I&m-S, 

/ 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by Storage 
(initial/date) location 

BATTZLLB OCBAR SCIENCES 

LABORATORY CKAI.-O~-CUSTODY ~ORK 

Proj ect Number GJ I ~ .. OOO~ Sample matrix IW'IlIlIt t f""'~ 

000135 
OO~ 

storage conditions ~rN~C~~L ______ __ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date)~G~~~~=-/~J2~-~CU_._~~I ______ _ 

sample IDs 

PJ-~UM-Q\ 

TG.l-M\A.M -0 \ 

TO 1- a tA.J" - 0 \ 

161- MLlM-Oih. 
161 - .MfA!" -03 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

G\IoJJ) / ,~-dJ.-91 
r 

" 

----------:1,&------- ..""". 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

@rt/ (2.-1.-91 

storage 
location 

BATTZLLB OCBAR SCIENCES 

LABORATORY CKAI.-O~-CUSTODY ~ORK 

Proj ect Number GJ I ~ .. OOO~ Sample matrix IW'IlIlIt t f""'~ 

000135 
OO~ 

storage conditions ~rN~C~~L ______ __ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date)~G~~~~=-/~J2~-~CU_._~~I ______ _ 

sample IDs 

PJ-~UM-Q\ 

TG.l-M\A.M -0 \ 

TO 1- a tA.J" - 0 \ 

161- MLlM-Oih. 
161 - .MfA!" -03 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

G\IoJJ) / ,~-dJ.-91 
r 

" 

----------:1,&------- ..""". 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

@rt/ (2.-1.-91 

storage 
location 



BATTELLB OCSAM SCIEMCES 

LABORATORY CEAIM-OP-CUSTODY FORBf 

000260 

Project Number (;7135-cr>O? Sample matrix Ml L;vcp 
Storage conditions Gtczt 
Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) Gwb lPd~-C] 

Relinquished by Received by 
(initial/date) (initial/date) 

Storage 
location 

·QOOlS6 

BAT'l'BLLB OCBU SCIlDICBS 000260 
LABORATORY CHAIB-O~-CUSTODY FORK 

Project Number G JI'3S" -OOO::! Sample matrix ~ .. .sh L;vec 

storage conditions ~H~t~C~~t~ ____ __ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) G~J) ".~;.-" I 

Sample IDa 

SI- £1L -An:..b ( 
1- F'IL .. 03 I 

fl"F"IL -ad. / 
PI"EIL-OI/ 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

storage 
location 

·QOOlS6 

BAT'l'BLLB OCBU SCIlDICBS 000260 
LABORATORY CHAIB-O~-CUSTODY FORK 

Project Number G JI'3S" -OOO::! Sample matrix ~ .. .sh L;vec 

storage conditions ~H~t~C~~t~ ____ __ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) G~J) ".~;.-" I 

Sample IDa 

SI- £1L -An:..b ( 
1- F'IL .. 03 I 

fl"F"IL -ad. / 
PI"EIL-OI/ 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

storage 
location 



BATTXLI,E CCZAH SCIENCES 

LABORATORY CRAIM-OF-CUSTODY FORM 

0002&4 

Project Number &i13S -0ao3 
Storage conditions 

Sample matrix &C, /*4- 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) ct,~B /f-a? -9 / 

Sup10 ID8 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by Storage 
(initial/date) location 

BATTBLLB OCBAB SC%BBCE8 

LABORATORY CKaXB-OP-CUSTODY PORK 

000137= 

0002&.., 

Project Number G;l1'3s -0003 Sample matrix b'sl" t"f'«+ 
Storage conditions __ f!~r~e~e« ______ __ 
Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date)~C~~_b __ ~/~~~~~~_-_q~( ____ _ 

S_pl. ID8 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

(ffi J 1/. 7 r-2( , 

Storage 
location 

BATTBLLB OCBAB SC%BBCE8 

LABORATORY CKaXB-OP-CUSTODY PORK 

000137= 

0002&.., 

Project Number G;l1'3s -0003 Sample matrix b'sl" t"f'«+ 
Storage conditions __ f!~r~e~e« ______ __ 
Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date)~C~~_b __ ~/~~~~~~_-_q~( ____ _ 

S_pl. ID8 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

(ffi J 1/. 7 r-2( , 

Storage 
location 



BATTELLE ocxu SCIEZJCES 

LABORATORY CRJKI-OF-CUSTODY FORM 

Project Number 62 \'35- m3 

Storage conditions F&+ 
Sample matrix CFS~ T;~s~< 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) GlcO m /r-d?-91 

Sampl8 ID8 
PI-CR-m .’ 

w-CA-oa ; 

Relinquished by Received by 
(initial/date) (initial/date) 

Storage 
location 

--Q00138 
BAftBLLB OCDJI SCIDfCBS 

000262 
LABORATORY CKA%.-O~-CUSTODY PORK 

project Number GJ'~S-OC:03 Sample matrix c.rOlQ Xj ,JSV",-

storage conditions ~~~r~~~~ ________ _ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) 9""'0 - IhJ1 ... Q, 

sample IDa 

P\ - C&-Q3 v 

PI.. c 8. - O,}, ,( 

TG2-cR-O\ ,/ 

pa -cR"o I / 

f\ -c.R-O'i ,/ 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

'lrlP III-J.J--~' 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

<fA I /I·1..t· 9f . 

storage 
location 

--Q00138 
BAftBLLB OCDJI SCIDfCBS 

000262 
LABORATORY CKA%.-O~-CUSTODY PORK 

project Number GJ'~S-OC:03 Sample matrix c.rOlQ Xj ,JSV",-

storage conditions ~~~r~~~~ ________ _ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) 9""'0 - IhJ1 ... Q, 

sample IDa 

P\ - C&-Q3 v 

PI.. c 8. - O,}, ,( 

TG2-cR-O\ ,/ 

pa -cR"o I / 

f\ -c.R-O'i ,/ 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

'lrlP III-J.J--~' 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

<fA I /I·1..t· 9f . 

storage 
location 



BATTELLI OCE?LH SCIEXCES 

LABORATORY CWLII-OF-CUSTODY FORM 

Project NumberCja13<-&03 Sample matrix Clsfvl mm1 
Storage conditions F,crc , 
Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) Cvb /+m/ 

Surplo ID8 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by Storage 
(initial/date) location 

BATTBLLB OCZAH SCIBHCBS 

LABORATORY CKAZK-OP-CUSTODY PORK 

008139 
00U26;,-' 

Project Number G~ 13 ~- 0003 Sample matrix C LjfC"! r"S;Vt 
storage conditions ~b~a~t~Y ________ _ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) G~]) I"·~I 

S_pl. IDa 

fG4-C.L- 0'1 v 

TG,.. .. CL..- a I . ./ 
TC I • C L - a J. v' 

TG:I- CL..- 0/ / 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 

(initial/date) 
storage 
location 

BATTBLLB OCZAH SCIBHCBS 

LABORATORY CKAZK-OP-CUSTODY PORK 

008139 
00U26;,-' 

Project Number G~ 13 ~- 0003 Sample matrix C LjfC"! r"S;Vt 
storage conditions ~b~a~t~Y ________ _ 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) G~]) I"·~I 

S_pl. IDa 

fG4-C.L- 0'1 v 

TG,.. .. CL..- a I . ./ 
TC I • C L - a J. v' 

TG:I- CL..- 0/ / 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

Received by 

(initial/date) 
storage 
location 



BATTELLE OCEAE sc1=zs 

LABORATORY CRAIH-OI-CUSTOD~ FORM 

000264 

Project Number 63\35-0003 
Storage conditions (rwf 

Sample matrix QYS~R 7rssvE 

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) &D/Q-03-Q/ 

Relinquished by Received by 
(initial/date) (initial/date) 

Storage 
location 

080140 

000264 

project Number Gd. \35 - 000:3 Sample matrix OI(STFR. II.ssuE 

Storage conditions rr~ 
...:...;.-=~----

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) G~l)/ 1:J.-0:3-°tj 

8aapl.. IDa 

T('~ -OI{-03 j 

,61- o'{-Q3 .I 

1'\ - 0 -O~ I 

"'G~ - Oy -0'1 / 
T<11 - 0'( - 0 '1 ,/ 

~- oy- Od. / 

16~-OV-Of { 

/ 
PI ~O't'-Q3 j 

~,- 0'<- 0'1 I 

J 

iGI-oy- 01 / 
16~-OY-O,';l.. / 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

G\,..J-l> ( I;> -03 ·9 I 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

Storage 
location 

080140 

000264 

project Number Gd. \35 - 000:3 Sample matrix OI(STFR. II.ssuE 

Storage conditions rr~ 
...:...;.-=~----

Homogenized samples logged in by (initial/date) G~l)/ 1:J.-0:3-°tj 

8aapl.. IDa 

T('~ -OI{-03 j 

,61- o'{-Q3 .I 

1'\ - 0 -O~ I 

"'G~ - Oy -0'1 / 
T<11 - 0'( - 0 '1 ,/ 

~- oy- Od. / 

16~-OV-Of { 

/ 
PI ~O't'-Q3 j 

~,- 0'<- 0'1 I 

J 

iGI-oy- 01 / 
16~-OY-O,';l.. / 

Relinquished by 
(initial/date) 

G\,..J-l> ( I;> -03 ·9 I 

Received by 
(initial/date) 

Storage 
location 



APPENDIX B 

LABORATORY DATA 

APPENDIX B 

LABORATORY DATA 

APPENDIX B 

LABORATORY DATA 



TABLE B-l 

DATA QUALIFIERS 

Data Qualifier Purpose 

J Detected, but below the MDL”. 

E Estimate; significant matrix interference. 

Bb Analyte detected in the procedural blank at >5 x the MDLa. 

ND Not detected; a value of 0 will be reported in the concentration/value 
column. 

NCC Not confirmed; identified and quantified using primary column analysis 
but was not qualitatively confirmed in the second-column analysis 
(PCB/pesticide data). 

& QC value outside the accuracy criteria goal. 

* QC value outside the precision criteria goal. 

a The organics MDLs reported in the MDL table were determined with an average sample weight of 2.23 
g. Separate MDLs were calculated for each matrix type (analytical batch) in this study, by correcting the 
original MDLs using the average sample weight for each matrix/batch. Average weights of 6.440 g 
(batches 1 and 3), 1.289 g (batches 2 and 4) 8.683 g (batch 5) 2.198 g (batch 6) and 3.246 g (batch 7) 
were used. Mercury MDLs were determined for each batch in the laboratory for this study. 
b This qualifier was used to qualify both the Procedural Blank sample data (reported on a dry weight 
basis using the approximate average sample dry weight of the analytical batch) and all affected field 
sample data. 
’ Qualitative (not quantitative) second-column confirmation for pesticides was performed for this study. 
Lindane, 2,4-DDD, and 4,4-DDT coelute with Cl,(18), CI,(118), and CI,(187), respectively, on the 
confirmatory column. These pesticides could therefore not be confirmed when they and the coeluting 
PCB congener were both identified in the primary analysis, even though the pesticide might have been 
present in the sample. 

Parrkls.ESl 
FG9.09.93 B-l 

Data Qualifier 

J 

E 

ND 

& 

* 

TABLE B·1 

DATA QUALIFIERS 

Purpose 

Detected, but below the MDLa
. 

Estimate; significant matrix interference. 

Analyte detected in the procedural blank at >5 x the MDLa
. 

Not detected; a value of 0 will be reported in the concentration/value 
column. 

Not confirmed; identified and quantified using primary column analysis 
but was not qualitatively confirmed in the second-column analysis 
(PCB/pesticide data). 

QC value outside the accuracy criteria goal. 

QC value outside the precision criteria goal. 

a The organics MDLs reported in the MDL table were determined with an average sample weight of 2.23 
g. Separate MDLs were calculated for each matrix type (analytical batch) in this study, by correcting the 
original MDLs u~ing the average sample weight for each matrix/batch. Average weights of 6.440 g 
(batches 1 and 3), 1.289 g (batches 2 and 4), 8.683 g (batch 5), 2.198 g (batch 6), and 3.246 g (batch 7) 
were used. Mercury MDLs were determined for each batch in the laboratory for this study. 
b This qualifier was used to qualify both the Procedural Blank sample data (reported on a dry weight 
basis using the approximate average sample dry weight of the analytical batch) and all affected field 
sample data. 
C Qualitative (not quantitative) second-column confirmation for pesticides was performed for this study. 
Lindane, 2,4-DDD, and 4,4-DDT coelute with CI3(18), Cls(118), and CI7(187), respectively, on the 
confirmatory column. These pesticides could therefore not be confirmed when they and the coeluting 
PCB congener were both identified in the primary analysis, even though the pesticide might have been 
present in the sample. 

Parrisl •. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 B-1 

Data Qualifier 

J 

E 

ND 

& 

* 

TABLE B·1 

DATA QUALIFIERS 

Purpose 

Detected, but below the MDLa
. 

Estimate; significant matrix interference. 

Analyte detected in the procedural blank at >5 x the MDLa
. 

Not detected; a value of 0 will be reported in the concentration/value 
column. 

Not confirmed; identified and quantified using primary column analysis 
but was not qualitatively confirmed in the second-column analysis 
(PCB/pesticide data). 

QC value outside the accuracy criteria goal. 

QC value outside the precision criteria goal. 

a The organics MDLs reported in the MDL table were determined with an average sample weight of 2.23 
g. Separate MDLs were calculated for each matrix type (analytical batch) in this study, by correcting the 
original MDLs u~ing the average sample weight for each matrix/batch. Average weights of 6.440 g 
(batches 1 and 3), 1.289 g (batches 2 and 4), 8.683 g (batch 5), 2.198 g (batch 6), and 3.246 g (batch 7) 
were used. Mercury MDLs were determined for each batch in the laboratory for this study. 
b This qualifier was used to qualify both the Procedural Blank sample data (reported on a dry weight 
basis using the approximate average sample dry weight of the analytical batch) and all affected field 
sample data. 
C Qualitative (not quantitative) second-column confirmation for pesticides was performed for this study. 
Lindane, 2,4-DDD, and 4,4-DDT coelute with CI3(18), Cls(118), and CI7(187), respectively, on the 
confirmatory column. These pesticides could therefore not be confirmed when they and the coeluting 
PCB congener were both identified in the primary analysis, even though the pesticide might have been 
present in the sample. 

Parrisl •. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 B-1 



Field Sample Data - Polynuckar Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAH) Field Sample Data - Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAIl) Field Sample Data - Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAIl) 



Parrls Island Tissus Anslysis 
PAH Data in ug/kg DRV UElGWf for lArCHI 
It%;'&:': LAL 01/21/92 lS:22 

- Edited : LAL 2/24/92 
File Wane: PAHFIElD.YIl 

Sade Nuttier: PI-FIW-01 
R&h &m&r: IArCH 
Saqalc Dry UelRht (0): 7.324 
Lnple .Lipid Ueight (g/g): 0.1176 

naehthalm 
2-kthylnq&thalene 
1-methylnaphthalane 
biphenil - 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalsne 
acenaphthylene 
acenaphthm 
1,6,?-trirthylruphthaIcn 
f luorm 
phenanthrena 
anthracm 
1 -methylphananthrene 
f luoranthem 

ram 
El z Cal anthracme 
chrysene 
benzocbl f luoranthens 
benrockl f luoranthsns 
benzo~cl pyrsne 
bnwngpwne 

indsno[l,2,3-c,dlpyrene 
dibsnz[a,hJanthracene 
benrotg,h, llperylem 

3.36 J 
2.56 J 
1.96 J 
2.45 J 
1.29 J 
0.49 J 
0.83 J 
0.40 J 
2.87 J 
4.44 J 
O.S8 J 
0.30 J 
1.18 J 
O.S9 J 
0.00 w 
0.27 J 
0.20 J 
0.14 J 
0.13 J 
0.14 J 
0.00 YD 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.33 J 

P1-FIR-02 
RAKHl 

6.635 
0.0482 

6.69 

z : 

:% : 
0:23 J 
0.67 J 
0.00 RD 
2.22 J 
3.24 J 
0.55 J 
0.61 J 
1.94 J 
1.3s J 
0.00 ND 
0.67 J 

xi 1 
0:20 J 
0.00 10 
0.00 ND 
0.22 J 
0.00 10 
0.70 J 

WD - Not Detectsd 
J - Dctectsd but below the IO1 
B - Anelyte 1s p S times IRN In Rlank 
E - Estiute,slgniflcant utrir interferme 

Pl-FIN-03 
RAKHl 

3.317 
0.0422 

19.76 
8.17 
4.47 J 
4.37 J 
3.23 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
2.61 J 
3.33 J 
0.83 J 
0.00 ND 

1-i; : 
0:w ND 
0.92 J 
0.00 HIi 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

xi ii 
0:w ND 

Pl-FM-ARCH 
BAKHl 

6.117 
O.DS23 

4.: J 
2:09 J 

t:: : 
0:w ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 II) 
1.31 J 
1.35 J 
0.00 Y) 
0.27 J 
0.71 J 
0.66 J 
0.00 yo 
0.00 bm 
0.06 ND 

x-z R 
0:w ND 
0.00 No 
0.00 m 
0.00 M) 
0.00 m 

PZ-FM-01 
RAICHl 

6.751. 
0.0380 

6.20 
2.59 J 
1.95 J 
1.66 J 
1.19 J 
0.00 ND 
0.60 J 
0.00 w 
1.92 J 
2.70 J 
0.111 J 
0.24 J 
1.18 J 
0.52 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.34 J 
0.15 J 
0.00 WD 
0.00 Ho 
0.w ND 
0.00 w 
0.00 Ho 
0.47 J 

";:;m,": 

5.243 
0.0703 

10.09 
4.44 J 
3.51 J 

:.529 : 
0:w m 
0.00 w 
0.00 m 
1.75 J 
1.85 J 
0.28 J 
0.13 J 
0.92 J 
0.76 J 
0.00 10 
0.00 w 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 lm 
0.00 ND 
0.00 w 

fD2-FM-01 
@AfCHl 

0:iGt 

6.30 

i-z : 
1:39 J 
2.66 J 
0.00 ND 
O.SO J 
0.00 m 
1.24 J 
1.25 J 
0.20 J 
0.32 J 

1-z : 
0:w ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 m 
0.00 YD 
0.w ND 
0.00 WD 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

Perrll Illend Tillue Analysll 
PAH Oete In ug/kg DIY WEIGHT for IATCHl 
Report Oet.: lAl 01/21/92 15:22 
G2135-0002 Edited: lAl 2/24/92 
fll. Na.e: PAHfIELO.WKl 

S~l. NUllber: Pl-fIN-Ol Pl-fIN-02 PI-fIN-03 Pl-fIN-ARCH P2-fIN-Ol P2-fIN-02 fGZ-fIN-Ol 
Betch Nuar: IATCHl lATCH 1 IATCHI lATCH 1 IATCHI IA'CHI lAtcH 1 
S~le Dry Weight (,,: 7.324 6.635 3.317 6_117 6.755 . 5.243 6.736 
S~l •. llpld Weight (",,: 0.1876 0.04a2 0_0422 0.0523 0.0380 0.0703 0.0351 

naphthalene 3.36 J 6.69 19.76 6.70 6.20 10.09 6.30 
2-methylnephthelene 2.56 J 3.52 J 8.17 3.10 J 2.59 J 4.44 J 4.38 J 
l-methylnephthalene 1.98 J 2.41 J 4.47 J 2.09 J 1.95 J 3.58 J 3.20 J 
biphenyl 2.45 J 3.71 J 4.37 J 6.35 J 1.68 J 3.59 J 1.39 J 
2,6-dimethylnephthalene 1.29 J 1.70 J 3.23 J 1.19 J 1.19 J l.n J 2.66 J 
acenephthylene 0.49 J 0.23 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0_00 NO 
acenephthene 0.83 J 0_67 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.60 J 0.00 NO 0.50 J 
1,6,7-tri.ethylnepht~elene 0.48 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
fluorene 2.87 J 2.22 J 2.61 J 1.31 J 1.92 J 1.75 J 1.24 J 
phenanthrene 4.44 J 3.54 J 3.]] J 1.35 J 2.70 J 1.85 J 1.25 J 
anthrecene 0.58 J 0.55 J 0.83 J 0.00 NO 0.15 J 0.28 J 0.20 J 
1·.ethylphenanthrene 0.30 J 0.65 J 0.00 NO 0.27 J 0.24 J 0.53 J 0.32 J 
f1uorenthene 1.58 J 1.94 J 1.93 J 0.71 J 1.18 J 0.92 J 0.48 J 
~ene 0.59 J 1.35 J 1.37 J 0.66 J 0.52 J 0.76 J 0.42 J 

z(elenthracene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 
chrysene 0.27 J 0.67 J 0.92 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 110 
benzo(blfluorenthene 0.20 J 0.28 J 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.34 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[klfluorenthene 0.14 J 0.16 J 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.15 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[elpyrene 0.13 J 0.20 J 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[alpyrene 0.14 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 tID 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
perylene 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 0.00 ND 0.22 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
dibenz[a,hJenthracene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[g,h,llperylene 0.33 J 0.70 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.47 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 

NO • Not Detected 
J • Detected but below the fl)l 
I - Analyte I •• 5 ti ... fl)l In Ilenk 
E - Eltl .. te,llgnlflcent .. tria Interference 

Perrll Illend Tillue Analysll 
PAH Oete In ug/kg DIY WEIGHT for IATCHl 
Report Oet.: lAl 01/21/92 15:22 
G2135-0002 Edited: lAl 2/24/92 
fll. Na.e: PAHfIELO.WKl 

S~l. NUllber: Pl-fIN-Ol Pl-fIN-02 PI-fIN-03 Pl-fIN-ARCH P2-fIN-Ol P2-fIN-02 fGZ-fIN-Ol 
Betch Nuar: IATCHl lATCH 1 IATCHI lATCH 1 IATCHI IA'CHI lAtcH 1 
S~le Dry Weight (,,: 7.324 6.635 3.317 6_117 6.755 . 5.243 6.736 
S~l •. llpld Weight (",,: 0.1876 0.04a2 0_0422 0.0523 0.0380 0.0703 0.0351 

naphthalene 3.36 J 6.69 19.76 6.70 6.20 10.09 6.30 
2-methylnephthelene 2.56 J 3.52 J 8.17 3.10 J 2.59 J 4.44 J 4.38 J 
l-methylnephthalene 1.98 J 2.41 J 4.47 J 2.09 J 1.95 J 3.58 J 3.20 J 
biphenyl 2.45 J 3.71 J 4.37 J 6.35 J 1.68 J 3.59 J 1.39 J 
2,6-dimethylnephthalene 1.29 J 1.70 J 3.23 J 1.19 J 1.19 J l.n J 2.66 J 
acenephthylene 0.49 J 0.23 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0_00 NO 
acenephthene 0.83 J 0_67 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.60 J 0.00 NO 0.50 J 
1,6,7-tri.ethylnepht~elene 0.48 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
fluorene 2.87 J 2.22 J 2.61 J 1.31 J 1.92 J 1.75 J 1.24 J 
phenanthrene 4.44 J 3.54 J 3.]] J 1.35 J 2.70 J 1.85 J 1.25 J 
anthrecene 0.58 J 0.55 J 0.83 J 0.00 NO 0.15 J 0.28 J 0.20 J 
1·.ethylphenanthrene 0.30 J 0.65 J 0.00 NO 0.27 J 0.24 J 0.53 J 0.32 J 
f1uorenthene 1.58 J 1.94 J 1.93 J 0.71 J 1.18 J 0.92 J 0.48 J 
~ene 0.59 J 1.35 J 1.37 J 0.66 J 0.52 J 0.76 J 0.42 J 

z(elenthracene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 
chrysene 0.27 J 0.67 J 0.92 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 110 
benzo(blfluorenthene 0.20 J 0.28 J 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.34 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[klfluorenthene 0.14 J 0.16 J 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.15 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[elpyrene 0.13 J 0.20 J 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[alpyrene 0.14 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 tID 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
perylene 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene 0.00 ND 0.22 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
dibenz[a,hJenthracene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[g,h,llperylene 0.33 J 0.70 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.47 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 

NO • Not Detected 
J • Detected but below the fl)l 
I - Analyte I •• 5 ti ... fl)l In Ilenk 
E - Eltl .. te,llgnlflcent .. tria Interference 



Parri: island risum Anslysis 
PAH Data in uG/kg OR1 llEiGHf for MICHJ 
Report Date: UL 01/16/92 lb:03 
6213S-0002 
File Name: PAHFiELD.LII(l 

Sanple N&r: Pl-M-01 
Batch N&r: OA1CH3 
Saspie Dry Ueight (0): 5.359 
Sawle lipid ueloht (g/g): D.lS23 

naphthalene 
2-methylnaphthalens 
I-methylnaphthalsne 
biphcnyl 
2,6-dimeth Inaphthalene 
acenaohthv ens r 
acen&hth&e 
1.6.?-triaethvlnrohthalm 
fi&rm - ' 
phananthrene 
anthracene 
l-methyl enanthrms 

r fluorant ene 
rem 

En r~alanthracene 
chrvsem 

1.69 
3.1s J 
1.69 J 
1.13 J 
1.20 J 
0.00 Ho 
0.91 J 

3s 0.00 w 
1.74 J 
3.41 J 
0.00 ND 
0.26 J 
0.70 J 
0.61 J 
0.00 w 
0.20 J 

b&o[blfluoranthane 0.00 ND 
bento[klfluoranthm 0.00 ND 
bmzotclpyrene 0.00 w 
bsnzofalpyrens 0.00 ND 
pcwl- 0.00 ND 
indano[l,2,3-c,d)pyrana 0.00 ND 
dibanr1a,hlanthracana 0.W ND 
bsntotg,h,ilperylene 0.00 No 

Pl-M-02 
IArCH 

O%iZ 

Pl-M-03 
BATCH3 

4.932 
0.1603 

4.46 5.17 
2.11 J 2.59 J 
1.S9 J 1.71 J 
0.89 J 1.26 J 
0.78 J 1.09 J 
0.00 m 0.00 ND 
0.61 J 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
1.11 J 1.42 J 
2.22 J 2.26 J 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 w 0.00 ND 
O.fA J 0.78 J 
0.37 J 0.44 J 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 w 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 Ho 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 No 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 m 0.00 Ho 

ND - Not Detected 
J -Detected butbeloutheIO1 
I - Analyte is l S tlass ml In Ilank 
E - Estiwte,sipniflcant mtrir lnterferme 

PZ-Hum-01 
BArCHJ 

1.521 
0.2195 

XT 
3110 J 
2.03 J 
2.02 J 
0.62 J 

iz : 
4:ar 
7.80 
0.47 J 
0.31 J 
2.46 J 
1.07 J 
0.00 Ho 
0.32 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 No 
0.00 No 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 

161~lw-01 

@z11: 
0.;013 

8.32 
13.46 

7.31 
3.00 J 
4.76 J 
0.07 J 
3.19 J 
1.54 J 

IT-:: 
0:9? J 
0.00 m 
2.55 J 
1.07 J 
0.00 ND 
1.27 J 
1.19 J 
0.00 w 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 m 
0-w m 

7.388 
0.1254 

4.92 
4.?9 J 
2.48 J 
0.00 ND 
1.65 J 
0.00 m 
0.95 J 
0.00 im 
1.153 J 
2.21 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.74 J 
0.32 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 Ho 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 im 
0.00 ND 
0.00 w 
0.00 Ho 
0.00 ND 

ml-1111-03 rG2-w-01 
-BATCH3 MfCM 

3.939 7.579 
0.1618 0.2S16 

3-z J 
2:21 J 
0.00 ii0 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
1.30 J 
1.82 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 w' 
1.04 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 Ho 
0.00 im 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 No 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 

6.52 
11.28 
5.73 
2.42 J 

x : 
::g : 

4:03 J 
6.96 
0.46 J 
0.35 J 

:-it 1 
0:OO ND 
0.42 J 
0.00 w 
0.38 J 
0.26 J 
0.00 ND 
0-w ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.42 J 

162-1111-02 IGZ-M-03 rG2-RN-DUP 
GAICHJ BAKH3 BATCH3 

6.626 6.?33 7.070 
0.1333 0.0618 0.1066 

i:: J 

:-ii : 
1134 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
1.09 J 
2.30 J 
0.42 J 
0.2s J 
1.32 J 
0.37 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 m 
0.00 Ho 
0.w ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 Ho 

I.42 4.98 
3.98 J 2.92 
2.56 J 3.12 J 
0.87 J 1.16 J 
0.87 J 3.09 J 
0.00 10 0.00 ND 
0.73 J 0.60 J 
0.00 m 0.58 J 
1.04 J 1.25 J 
2.45 J 2.32 J 
0.24 J 0.00 ND 
0.28 J 0.29 J 
1.42 J 1.09 J 
1.D4 J 0.52 J 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.23 J 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 NO 
0.00 w 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 0.00 ND 
0.00 m 0.00 ND 
0.28 J 0.w ND 

, 
Parri ••• lend li.aue Anely.i. 
PAH Data in ug/k, DR' WEIGHT for IAICHl 
Report Date: LAL 01/16/92 14:01 
G2135-0002 
file N ... : PAHfIELD.WKI 

5...,le Numera PH .... -01 PI-.... -02 PI-.... -01 P2-.... -01 IG1-.... ·01 161· .... ·02 IG1-.... ·03 1&2· .... ·01 1&2· .... -02 162-.... -01 TG2-.... -DUP 
Batch N~r: BAlCH] BAlCH] BATCH] BATCH] lATCH] BATCH] BAlCH] lATCH] lATCH] lATCH] lATCH) 
5...,1. Dry Weight (,): 5.]59 6.299 4.9]2 8.521 7.261 7.188 ].9]9 7.579 6.626 6.7)] 7.070 
S-.ple Lipid weight (g/,): 0.1523 0.0505 0.1601 0.2195 0.]013 0.1254 0.1618 0.2516 0.1]3] 0.0618 0.1066 

naphthalene 5.69 4.46 5.17 6.77 8.]2 4.92 5.98 6.52 5.72 5.42 4.98 
2·methylnaphthalene 1.15 J 2.11 J 2.59 J 5.01 13.46 4.79 J 1.59 J 11.28 4.51 J ].98 J 5.92 
1-.ethylnaphthalene 1.69 J 1.59 J 1.71 J 1.10 J 7.]1 2.48 J 2.21 J 5.73 2.18 J 2.56 J ].12 J 
biphenyl 1.11 J 0.89 J 1.26 J 2.01 J ].09 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 2.42 J 1.09 J 0.87 J 1.16 J 
2,6.dl.ethrlnaphthalene 1.20 J 0.78 J 1.09 J 2.02 J 4.76 J 1.65 J 0.00 NO 5.41 J 1.34 J 0.87 J 1.09 J 
acenephthy ene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.62 J 0.87 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 1.01 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
acenephthene 0.91 J 0.65 J 0.00 ND ].]1 J ].89 J 0.95 J 0.00 NO 2.42 J 0.00 NO 0.73 J 0.60 J 
1,6,7-trl .. thylnaphthalene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.60 J 1.54 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 1.73 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.58 J 
fluorene 1.74 J 1.18 J 1.42 J 4.81 5.56 1.5) J 1.]0 J 4.0] J 1.09 J 1.04 J 1.25 J 
phenanthrene ].41 J 2.22 J 2.26 J 7.80 7.12 2.28 J 1.82 J 6.96 2.]0 J 2.45 J 2.]2 J 
anthracene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.47 J 0.97 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.46 J 0.42 J 0.24 J 0.00 ND 
l-methYlc:enenthrene 0.26 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.]1 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.]5 J 0.25 J 0.28 J 0.29 J 
fluorent ene 0.70 J 0.68 J 0.78 J 2.46 J 2.55 J 0.74 J 1.04 J 2.54 J 1.12 J 1.42 J 1.09 J 

~ene 0.61 J 0.17 J 0.44 J 1.07 J 1.07 J 0.]2 J 0.00 NO 1.06 J 0.]7 J 1.04 J 0.52 J 
z[a)anthrecen8 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 

chrysene 0.20 J 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.)2 J 1.27 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.42 J 0.00 NO 0.23 J 0.00 ND 
benzo[b)'luoranthene 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 1.19 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[k)fluorenthene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.38 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 
benzo[e)pyrene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.26 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[a)pyrene 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 
perylene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
indeno[1,2,]·c.d1pyrene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 
dibenz[a,h)enthrecene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[,.h,IJperylene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.42 J 0.00 NO 0.28 J 0.00 NO 

NO - Not Detected 
J - Detected but below the ..,L 
B - Analyte I. > 5 tl.el MOL In Blenk 
E - Eltl .. te,llanlflcent .. trlx Int.rf.rence 

( -( ( 

, 
Parri ••• lend li.aue Anely.i. 
PAH Data in ug/k, DR' WEIGHT for IAICHl 
Report Date: LAL 01/16/92 14:01 
G2135-0002 
file N ... : PAHfIELD.WKI 

5...,le Numera PH .... -01 PI-.... -02 PI-.... -01 P2-.... -01 IG1-.... ·01 161· .... ·02 IG1-.... ·03 1&2· .... ·01 1&2· .... -02 162-.... -01 TG2-.... -DUP 
Batch N~r: BAlCH] BAlCH] BATCH] BATCH] lATCH] BATCH] BAlCH] lATCH] lATCH] lATCH] lATCH) 
5...,1. Dry Weight (,): 5.]59 6.299 4.9]2 8.521 7.261 7.188 ].9]9 7.579 6.626 6.7)] 7.070 
S-.ple Lipid weight (g/,): 0.1523 0.0505 0.1601 0.2195 0.]013 0.1254 0.1618 0.2516 0.1]3] 0.0618 0.1066 

naphthalene 5.69 4.46 5.17 6.77 8.]2 4.92 5.98 6.52 5.72 5.42 4.98 
2·methylnaphthalene 1.15 J 2.11 J 2.59 J 5.01 13.46 4.79 J 1.59 J 11.28 4.51 J ].98 J 5.92 
1-.ethylnaphthalene 1.69 J 1.59 J 1.71 J 1.10 J 7.]1 2.48 J 2.21 J 5.73 2.18 J 2.56 J ].12 J 
biphenyl 1.11 J 0.89 J 1.26 J 2.01 J ].09 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 2.42 J 1.09 J 0.87 J 1.16 J 
2,6.dl.ethrlnaphthalene 1.20 J 0.78 J 1.09 J 2.02 J 4.76 J 1.65 J 0.00 NO 5.41 J 1.34 J 0.87 J 1.09 J 
acenephthy ene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.62 J 0.87 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 1.01 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
acenephthene 0.91 J 0.65 J 0.00 ND ].]1 J ].89 J 0.95 J 0.00 NO 2.42 J 0.00 NO 0.73 J 0.60 J 
1,6,7-trl .. thylnaphthalene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.60 J 1.54 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 1.73 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.58 J 
fluorene 1.74 J 1.18 J 1.42 J 4.81 5.56 1.5) J 1.]0 J 4.0] J 1.09 J 1.04 J 1.25 J 
phenanthrene ].41 J 2.22 J 2.26 J 7.80 7.12 2.28 J 1.82 J 6.96 2.]0 J 2.45 J 2.]2 J 
anthracene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.47 J 0.97 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.46 J 0.42 J 0.24 J 0.00 ND 
l-methYlc:enenthrene 0.26 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.]1 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.]5 J 0.25 J 0.28 J 0.29 J 
fluorent ene 0.70 J 0.68 J 0.78 J 2.46 J 2.55 J 0.74 J 1.04 J 2.54 J 1.12 J 1.42 J 1.09 J 

~ene 0.61 J 0.17 J 0.44 J 1.07 J 1.07 J 0.]2 J 0.00 NO 1.06 J 0.]7 J 1.04 J 0.52 J 
z[a)anthrecen8 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 

chrysene 0.20 J 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.)2 J 1.27 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.42 J 0.00 NO 0.23 J 0.00 ND 
benzo[b)'luoranthene 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 1.19 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[k)fluorenthene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.38 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 
benzo[e)pyrene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.26 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[a)pyrene 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 
perylene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
indeno[1,2,]·c.d1pyrene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 
dibenz[a,h)enthrecene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 ND 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo[,.h,IJperylene 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.42 J 0.00 NO 0.28 J 0.00 NO 

NO - Not Detected 
J - Detected but below the ..,L 
B - Analyte I. > 5 tl.el MOL In Blenk 
E - Eltl .. te,llanlflcent .. trlx Int.rf.rence 

( -( ( 



Parri. tad Tissue Ansiysis 
PAH Data in rrg/kg DRI WIGHV for mAICHS 
Report Date: LA1 01/16/92 lb:11 
02135~0002 
File Nuu: PAHFIELD.YKl 

Sasple H&r: 
match Nukr: 
Sample Dry bteioht (0): 
S-la Lipid Uei&t (Jo): 

Mchthalm 
2-&thylnsphthalena 
1-mthyl&thalene 
biphenyl - 
2,6-dirrthylMphthe+s 
acenaPhthylene 
acenaphthm 
1,6,?-trirthyln@thala 
fluorm 

!i2rzE- 
I-rthylphensnthrens 
fiuoranthene 

rw 
L ztalanthracene 
chryke 
benzoIb1 fluoranthsm 
bmzotklfiuoranthsne 
benro[elpyrem 
bmzotalpyrana 
pcW- 
indeno[l,2,3-c,dlpyrene 
dibantta,hlanthracsna 
benzotg,h, ilpcrylw 

Pl-CR-01 
BATCHS 

7.176 
0.0614 

4.31 
3.91 
2.20 J 
0.98 J 
0.86 J 
0.w m 
1.20 J 

FE : 
1:Sli J 
0.26 J 
0.30 J 
0.90 J 
0.88 J 
0.00 m 
0.32 J 
0.33 J 
0.19 J 
0.00 m 
0.00 In 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

P1-CR-02 
RAKHS 

6.902 
0.1101 

4.81 
4.50 
2.41 J 
1.74 J 
1.11 J 
0.36 J 
2.67 J 
0.00 m 
2.15 J 
2.63 J 
0.36 J 
0.38 J 
2.03 J 
1.74 J 
0.00 ND 
0.79 J 
0.93 J 
0.58 J 
0.35 J 
0.52 J 
0.27 J 
0.27 J 
0.00 im 
0.51 J 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected but bela,theIOL 
m - Analyte is l S times I01 in miti 
E - Estiaate,rlgniflcant vltrix interference 

Pl-CR-03 
MICHS 

?.4?2 
0.0335 

3.77 
2.97 J 
1.41 J 
0.00 Ho 
0.00 No 
0.00 Ho 
D.WND 
0.00 Ho 
0.89 J 
1.28 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.73 J 
0.76 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

Pl-CR-04 
mArEn 

9.753 
0.0361 

2.19 J 

i-i! : 
0:49 J 
0.71 J 
0.00 m 
0.42 J 
0.49 J 
0.86 J 
1.23 J 
0.12 J 
0.56 J 

X-E : 
0:W ND 
0.31 J 
0.23 J 
0.17 J 
0.10 J 
0.50 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

8.898 
0.0327 

3.48 
2.93 J 
1.97 J 
4.96 
1.02 J 
0.00 WD 
2.91 J 
0.00 m 
1.33 J 
2.05 J 
0.35 J 
0.00 ND 
1.40 J 
1.13 J 

1*z Ip 
0:OO ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 w) 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

P2-CR-01 
RAKHS 

0:iE 

5.12 
4.48 
2.35 J 
1.0s J 
1.19 J 

i-z : 
0:3S J 
1.24 J 
1.41 J 
0.10 J 
0.29 J 
0.68 J 
0.61 J 
0.00 m 
0.21 J 
0.19 J 
0.15 J 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 w 
0.00 No 
0.00 ND 
0.00 110 

PZ-CR-02 PZ-CR-03 
MTCH5 mAKHS 

7.727 10.029 
0.1&O 0.0235 

4.08 
3.21 J 
1.60 J 

E3 : 
0:w ii0 
1.02 J 
0.00 No 
0.77 J 
1.27 J 
0.22 J 
0.31 J 
1.16 J 
0.84 J 
0.00 m 
0.39 J 
0.37 J 
0.31 J 
0.00 No 
0.w ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

:-: J 
4:29 
0.94 J 
0.75 J 
0.31 J 
2.03 J 
0.29 J 
0.94 J 
1.31 J 
0.15 J 
0.28 J 
0.79 J 
0.60 J 
0.00 ND 
0.26 J 
0.21 J 
0.16 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 m 

P2-CR-04 

m:rs:: 
0.0331 

3.08 
3.48 J 

:-ii : 
1113 J 
0.25 J 
3.02 J 
0.41 J 
1.05 J 
1.04 J 
0.16 J 
0.22 J 
0.65 J 
0.99 J 
0.00 ND 

:s: : 
Oh0 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 im 

102~CR-01 
MICIIS 

8.950 
0.0463 

4.43 
6.07 
1.61 

!*E : 
fp; : 

0:w ND 

3% : 
0:w m 
0.15 J 
0.3s J 
0.38 J 
0.00 10 
0.00 YD 
0.W 10 
0.00 ND 
0.00 in 
0.00 im 
0.00 ND 
0.00 WD 
0.00 m 
0.00 ro 

3.61 
4.97 
1.88 J 
0.66 J 
1.W J 
0.00 ml 
0.11 J 
0.16 J 
0.46 J 
0.88 J 
0.13 J 
0.30 J 
0.46 J 
0.47 J 
0.00 No 
0.18 J 
0.00 NO 
0.00 ND 
ii.00 ND 
0.00 NO- 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 

Parrl. .and Tissue Analysis 
PAN Data In ug/kg DIY WEIGHT for IATCH5 
leport Date: lAl 01/16/92 14:11 
G2135-0002 
file .... : PAHfIElD.WK1 

S~le Nunberl P1-CI-Ol Pl-CI-02 P1-CI-03 P1-CI-04 P1-CI-OUP P2-CI-01 P2-ca-02 P2-CI-03 . '2-CI-04 TG2-ca-01 TG2-ca-02 
latch Numer: IATC"5 IATCH5 IATCH5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATCK5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATe"5 Sample Dry Velght (g): 7.176 6.902 7.4n 9.753 1.898 9.609 7.n7 10.029 1.711 8.950 10.391 
Sample lipid Weight (gig): 0.0614 0.1101 0.0335 0.0361 0.0327 0.0446 0.1640 0.0235 0.0331 0.0463 0.0189 

naph thai ene 4.31 4.81 3.77 2.19 " 3.48 5.12 4.08 2.95 3.01 4.43 3.61 
2-Methylnaphthalene 3.91 4.50 2.97 " 1.76 J 2.93 " 4.48 3.21 J 3.25 J 3.48 J 6.07 4.97 
1-.. thylnaphthalene 2.20 J 2.41 J 1.41 J 1.17 " 1.97 J 2.35 " 1.60 J 4.29 2.01 J 5.11 1.18 J 
bl p.eny I 0.98 " 1.74 J 0.00 NO 0.49 J 4.98 1.05 J 3.53 J 0.94 J 1.00 " 0.35 " 0.66 J 
2,6-dlnethylnaphthalene 0.86 " 1.11 J 0.00 NO 0.71 " 1.02 J 1.19 " 0.65 J 0.75 " 1.13 " 1.12 J 1.01 J 
acenaphthylene . 0.00 110 0.36 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.29 " 0.00 110 0.31 J 0.25 J 0.21 J 0.00 NO 
acenaphthene 1.20 " 2.67 " 0.00 NO 0.42 J 2.91 J 3.40 " 1.02 ~ 2.03 J 3.02 J 2.15 J 0.51 J 
1,6,7·trl .. thylnap.thalene 0.62 " 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.49 " 0.00 110 0.35 " 0.00 110 0.29 " 0.41 " 0.00 110 0.16 J 
fluorene 1.17 " 2.15 J 0.89 J 0.86 J 1.33 J 1.24 J 0.77 J 0.94 J 1.05 J 0.50 J 0.46 J 
phenanthrene 1.58 J 2.63 J 1.28 J 1.23 " 2.05 J 1.41 J 1.27 " 1.31 J 1.04 " 0.70 " 0.18 J 
anthracene 0.26 J 0.36 J 0.00 NO 0.12 " 0.35 J 0.18 J 0.22 J 0.15 J 0.16 " 0.00 110 0.13 J 
1-.. thylphenanthrene 0.30 J 0.38 J 0.00 NO 0.56 " 0.00 110 0.29 J 0.31 " 0.28 J 0.22 " 0.15 " 0.30 J 
fluoranthene 0.90 J 2.03 J o.n J 0.70 J 1.40 J 0.68 J 1.16 J 0.79 J 0.65 " 0.35 " 0.46 J 
c;;ene 0.88 J 1.74 J 0.76 J 0.74 J 1.13 J 0.61 " 0.84' J 0.60 J 0.59 J 0.38 J 0.47 J 

z(aJanthracene 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 
chrysene 0.32 J 0.79 J 0.00 110 0.31 J 0.62 J 0.21 J 0.39 J 0.26 J 0.26 " 0.00 lID 0.18 J 
benzo(bJfluoranthene 0.33 J 0.95 J 0.00 110 0.23 J 0.00 110 0.19 J 0.37 J 0.21 J 0.21 " 0.00 lID 0.00 110 
benzo(kJfluoranthene 0.19 J 0.58 J 0.00 110 0.17 J 0.00 NO 0.15 J 0.31 J 0.18 J 0.20 J 0.00 110 0.00 110 
benlo(eJpyrene 0.00 lID 0.35 J 0.00 110 0.10 J 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 0.00 lID 0.00 lID 0.00 110 
benzo(aJpyrene 0.00 110 0.52 J 0.00 110 0.50 J 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 110· 
perylene 0.00 110 0.27 J 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 lID 
Indeno[1,2, 3·c,en pyrene 0.00 lID 0.27 J 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 
dlbenz (a,h] anthracene 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 lID 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 lID 
benlo(g,h,IJperylene 0.00 110 0.58 J 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 

lID • .ot Detected 
J • Detected but below the fill 
I • Analyte I. > 5 tI .. s fill In Ilank 
E • E.tl .. te,.lgnlflcant .. trlx Interference 

Parrl. .and Tissue Analysis 
PAN Data In ug/kg DIY WEIGHT for IATCH5 
leport Date: lAl 01/16/92 14:11 
G2135-0002 
file .... : PAHfIElD.WK1 

S~le Nunberl P1-CI-Ol Pl-CI-02 P1-CI-03 P1-CI-04 P1-CI-OUP P2-CI-01 P2-ca-02 P2-CI-03 . '2-CI-04 TG2-ca-01 TG2-ca-02 
latch Numer: IATC"5 IATCH5 IATCH5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATCK5 IATC"5 IATC"5 IATe"5 Sample Dry Velght (g): 7.176 6.902 7.4n 9.753 1.898 9.609 7.n7 10.029 1.711 8.950 10.391 
Sample lipid Weight (gig): 0.0614 0.1101 0.0335 0.0361 0.0327 0.0446 0.1640 0.0235 0.0331 0.0463 0.0189 

naph thai ene 4.31 4.81 3.77 2.19 " 3.48 5.12 4.08 2.95 3.01 4.43 3.61 
2-Methylnaphthalene 3.91 4.50 2.97 " 1.76 J 2.93 " 4.48 3.21 J 3.25 J 3.48 J 6.07 4.97 
1-.. thylnaphthalene 2.20 J 2.41 J 1.41 J 1.17 " 1.97 J 2.35 " 1.60 J 4.29 2.01 J 5.11 1.18 J 
bl p.eny I 0.98 " 1.74 J 0.00 NO 0.49 J 4.98 1.05 J 3.53 J 0.94 J 1.00 " 0.35 " 0.66 J 
2,6-dlnethylnaphthalene 0.86 " 1.11 J 0.00 NO 0.71 " 1.02 J 1.19 " 0.65 J 0.75 " 1.13 " 1.12 J 1.01 J 
acenaphthylene . 0.00 110 0.36 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.29 " 0.00 110 0.31 J 0.25 J 0.21 J 0.00 NO 
acenaphthene 1.20 " 2.67 " 0.00 NO 0.42 J 2.91 J 3.40 " 1.02 ~ 2.03 J 3.02 J 2.15 J 0.51 J 
1,6,7·trl .. thylnap.thalene 0.62 " 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.49 " 0.00 110 0.35 " 0.00 110 0.29 " 0.41 " 0.00 110 0.16 J 
fluorene 1.17 " 2.15 J 0.89 J 0.86 J 1.33 J 1.24 J 0.77 J 0.94 J 1.05 J 0.50 J 0.46 J 
phenanthrene 1.58 J 2.63 J 1.28 J 1.23 " 2.05 J 1.41 J 1.27 " 1.31 J 1.04 " 0.70 " 0.18 J 
anthracene 0.26 J 0.36 J 0.00 NO 0.12 " 0.35 J 0.18 J 0.22 J 0.15 J 0.16 " 0.00 110 0.13 J 
1-.. thylphenanthrene 0.30 J 0.38 J 0.00 NO 0.56 " 0.00 110 0.29 J 0.31 " 0.28 J 0.22 " 0.15 " 0.30 J 
fluoranthene 0.90 J 2.03 J o.n J 0.70 J 1.40 J 0.68 J 1.16 J 0.79 J 0.65 " 0.35 " 0.46 J 
c;;ene 0.88 J 1.74 J 0.76 J 0.74 J 1.13 J 0.61 " 0.84' J 0.60 J 0.59 J 0.38 J 0.47 J 

z(aJanthracene 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 
chrysene 0.32 J 0.79 J 0.00 110 0.31 J 0.62 J 0.21 J 0.39 J 0.26 J 0.26 " 0.00 lID 0.18 J 
benzo(bJfluoranthene 0.33 J 0.95 J 0.00 110 0.23 J 0.00 110 0.19 J 0.37 J 0.21 J 0.21 " 0.00 lID 0.00 110 
benzo(kJfluoranthene 0.19 J 0.58 J 0.00 110 0.17 J 0.00 NO 0.15 J 0.31 J 0.18 J 0.20 J 0.00 110 0.00 110 
benlo(eJpyrene 0.00 lID 0.35 J 0.00 110 0.10 J 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 0.00 lID 0.00 lID 0.00 110 
benzo(aJpyrene 0.00 110 0.52 J 0.00 110 0.50 J 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 110· 
perylene 0.00 110 0.27 J 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 lID 
Indeno[1,2, 3·c,en pyrene 0.00 lID 0.27 J 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 
dlbenz (a,h] anthracene 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 lID 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 lID 0.00 lID 
benlo(g,h,IJperylene 0.00 110 0.58 J 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 NO 0.00 110 0.00 110 0.00 lID 

lID • .ot Detected 
J • Detected but below the fill 
I • Analyte I. > 5 tI .. s fill In Ilank 
E • E.tl .. te,.lgnlflcant .. trlx Interference 



i 

Parris island firms Analysis 
PAH Data in w/kg DRY UEIGHI for RANCH? 
;e&oots;e: LA1 01/1?/92 0?:10 

- 
File Nmb?: PAHFIELD.III(l 

Sanpie Nmkr: 
Batch Nuakr: 
Smple Dry Ueioht (0): 
Sqle lipid UeiGht (g/g): 

naphthalens 
2-athylnaphthalene 
1-rrthylnrphthelens 
biphenyl 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalens 
acenaphthylene 
acenaphthw 
1,6,?-trirthylnsphthalena 
fluorene 
@manthrene 
anthracene 
1-uthylphensnthrene 
fluornthens 

rem 
ctl t [al anthracene 
chrysene 
benroCb1 f luoranthene 
benzo~klfluoranthens 
bmro~elpyrw 
bwofalpyrene 
owl- 
indenoIl,2,3-c,dlpyrm 
dibenzta,hlanthracw 
benrotg,h,ilprylene 

kr of PAH Analytcs: 

Pl-OY-01 
MKH? 

3.375 
0.1234 

7.94 
9.38 J 
5.36 J 
2.85 J 
5.90 J 
1.?2 J 
6.09 J 
1.96 J 
4.98 J 

19.59 
3.60 J 
4.92 J 

102.96 
56.64 
19.36 
27.99 
13.74 J 
4.84 J 
?.iMi J 
3.22 J 
2.90 J 
2.0s J 
0.55 J 
7.14 J 

324.0 

Pl-Or-02 

83YO 
0.0437 

4.91 J 
6.99 J 

:*4: : 
4:24 J 
0.68 J 
4.03 J 
1.35 J 
3.59 J 

14.3s 

i*E : . 

47:f! 

:tt: : 
pi : 

5:06 J 
2.63 J 
1.44 J 
1.32 J 
0.39 J 
1.41 J 

222.1 

II) - Not Dctectsd 
J - Detectsd butbelouthe)OL 
m - Analyte is * 5 times HDL in mhk 
E - Estimste,significnt matrix interference 

Pl-or-03 Pi-01-04 
RAYCH? RAICH? 

4.436 3.53s 
0.1114 0.0640 

4.32 J 
7.62 J 

z : 
4:16 J 
0.64 J 
3.59 J 
0.1 J 
3.39 J 

14.54 
2.15 J 
2.58 J 

30.67 
15.50 J 
5.88 J 

10.93 J 
5.03 J 
2.28 J 
3.45 J 
1.33 J 
1.26 J 
0.00 ND 
0.30 J 
1.15 J 

El : 
3:16 J 
1.46 J 
3.60 J 
0.00 Ml 
3.25 J 
0.00 m 
2.97 J 

13.25 
1.M J 
2.21 J 

28.43 
15.64 J 
5.85 J 
9.60 J 
15.48 J 
1.W J 
3.15 J 
1.64 J 
1.23 J 
1.29 J 
0.49 J 
1.10 J 

127.0 120.2 

PZ-OY-01 

Y% 
0.0936 

1% 

3; i 
5:38 J 
0.59 J 
2.85 J 
1.61 J 
3.83 J 

14.29 
1.40 J 
2.48 J 

24.83 
10.09 J 
3.?3 J 

5.3: : 
0:91 J 
1.83 J 
0.74 J 
0.47 J 
0.00 m 
0.00 ND 
0.60 J 

114.6 

PZ-or-02 
MYCH? 

3.940 
0.0867 

5.76 J 
11.20 
5.52 J 
1.?5 J 
1.69 J 
0.47 J 
2.94 J 
1.36 J 
3.71 J 

15.07 
2.59 J 
2.34 J 

32.32 
13.76 J 

2.52 J 
7.94 J 
6.11 J 
1.W J 
1.45 J 
0.00 ND 
0.58 J 
0.00 ND 
0.00 ND 
0.59 J 

125-s 

PZ-01-03 
MfCH? 

3.599 
0.0645 

5.92 J 
7.89 J 

:-ii : 
4:9? J 

X% !r 
l:l? J 
3.50 J 

13.55 

:*iz f 
2e:O6 
11.67 J 

5% : 
0:w Ho 
0.00 Ho 
1.64 J 

1.: !r 
0:45 J 
0.00 ND 
0.50 J 

102.1 

PZ-or-04 
mAwi 

OXE 

6.19 J 
8.66 J 
4.49 J 
1.62 J 
4.69 J 
0.70 J 
3.40 J 
1.11 J 
3.55 J 

13.39 
1.47 J 
2.29 J 

25.61 
12.18 J 
4.25 J 
8.61 J 
4.M J 
1.?2 J 
2.25 J 
0.51 J 
0.76 J 
0.73 J 
0.00 ND 
0.73 J 

114.2 

IGl-01-01 
MYCH? 

‘Gl-OY;l;2 

2.794 
0.06s7 

7.41 J 
5.12 J 
3.26 J 
1.37 J 
2.70 J 
0.00 m 
0.86 J 
0.00 m 
2.16 J 
6.03 J 
1.41 J 
0.94 J 

10.92 J 
5.44 J 
0.00 m 
3.40 J 
0.00 m 
0.00 m 
1.25 J 

:-'M ? 
0192 J 
0.00 No 
1.33 J 

151.9 

6.28 J 
4.03 J 
2.25 J 
1.25 J 
2.53 J 
0.00 ND 

' O.MJ 

i*i; : 
S:25 J 
0.54 J 
0.98 J 
7.77 J 
4.65 J 
0.00 ND 
3.18 J 
2.15 J 
0.98 J 
0.66 J 
0.53 J 
0.81 J 
0.58 J 
0.00 ND 
0.49 J 

47.9 

I ’ . 

Perri, I,lend fi,aue Analysi, 
PAH Data in ug/kl DIY YEIGHT for BATCH7 
Report Date: lAl 0",7/92 07:48 
G2135-ooo2 
file .... : PAHFIElO.WKl 

Semple NlJIiJer: Pl-0Y-Ol Pl-0Y-02 P1-0Y-03 Pl-0Y-04 Pl-OY-Ol P2-0Y-Ol Pl-OY-03 P2-0Y-04 TG1-0Y-Ol TG1-0Y-02 
Batch NlJIber: BAICHT BATCH7 IAICH7 IATCH7 BATCH7 BATCHT BATCH7 BAlCH7 BATCH7 BAlCH7 
Semple Dry Weight ea): 3.375 3.649 4.436 3.535 3_759 3.940 3.599 3.808 2.680 2.794 
Salple lipid Weight (III): 0.1234 0.0937 0.111, 0.0640 0_0936 0.0867 0.0845 0.1058 0.0647 0.0657 

naphthalene 7.94 4.91 J 4.32 J 5.27 J 9.09 5.76 J 5.92 J 6.79 J 7.41 J 6.28 J 
2-Methylnaphthalene 9.38 J 6.99 J 7.62 J 6.50 J 10.51 11.20 7.89 J 8.66 J 5.12 J 4.03 J 
I-Methylnaphthalene 5_36 J 3.91 J 3.90 J 3.18 .. 5.33 .. 5.52 J 3.85 J 4.49 J 3.26 J 2.25 .. 
biphenyl 2.85 J 1.42 J 1.46 J 1.46 J 2.18 J 1.75 J 1.73 .. 1.62 J 1.37 J 1.25 J 
2,6-diMethylnaphthalene 5.90 J 4.24 J 4.16 J 3.80 J 5.38 J 5.69 J 4.97 J 4.69 J 2.70 J 2.5] J 
acenephthvlene l.n J 0.68 J 0.64 J 0.00 NO 0.59 J 0.47 J 0.00 NO 0.10 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
ec:enaphthene 6.09 J 4.0] J 3.59 J 3.25 J 2.85 J l.94 J 2.78 .. 3.40 J 0.86 .. 0.88 J 
1,6,7-tri .. thylnaphthalene 1.96 J 1.]5 J 0.88 J 0.00 NO 1.61 J 1.36 J 1.1T J 1.11 J 0.00 NO 0.49 J 
fluorene 4.98 J 3.59 J 3.39 J 2.97 .. 3.83 J 3.71 J 3.50 J 3.55 J 2.16 J 1.65 J 
phenanthrene 19.59 14.35 14.54 13.25 14.29 15.0T 13.55 13.39 6.0J J 5.25 J 
anthrac:ene 3.80 J 2.62 J 2.15 J 1.84 J 1.40 J 2.59 J 2.25 .. 1.47 J 1.41 J 0.54 J 
1-.. thy'phenanthrene 4_92 J ].05 J 2.58 J 2.21 J 2.48 J 2.34 J 1.95 J 2.29 J 0.94 J 0.98 .. 
fl uonnthene 102.98 72.80 30.67 28.43 24.83 ]2_32 28.06 25.61 10.92 J 7.n J 
~.,.. 56.84 43.43 15.50 J 15.64 J 10.09 J 13.76 J 11.67 J 12.18 J 5.44 J 4.65 J 

I (aJanthrec:ene 19.36 12.24 J 5.88 J 5.85 J ].73 J 2.52 J 2.30 J 4.25 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
chrysene 27.99 18.01 J 10.93 J 9.60 J 8.55 J 7.94 J T.55 J 8.61 J 3.40 J 3.18 J 
benlo(bJfluorenthene 13.74 J 9.74 J 5.03 J 5.48 J 3.35 J 6.11 J 0.00 NO 4.66 J 0.00 NO 2.15 J 
benzo(kJf'uoranthene 4.84 J 2.93 J 2.28 J 1.80 J 0.91 J 1.80 J 0.00 NO 1.72 J 0.00 NO 0.98 J 
benzo[eJpyrene 7.88 J 5.06 J 3.45 J 3.15 J 1.83 J 1.45 J 1.64 J 2.25 J 1.25 J 0.66 J 
benzo(aJpyrene 3.22 J 2.63 J 1.33 J 1.84 J 0.74 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.51 J 0.00 NO 0.53 J 
perylene 2.90 J 1.44 J 1.28 J 1.23 J 0.47 J 0.58 J o.n J 0.78 J 1.36 J 0.81 J 
tndeno(1,2,3-c,dJpyrene 2.05 J 1.32 J 0.00 NO 1.29 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.45 J 0.73 J 0.92 J 0.58 J 
dtbenz [',hJ anthrec:ene 0.55 J 0.39 J 0.30 J 0.49 J 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo(I,h,iJpery'ene 7.14 J 1.41 J 1.15 J 1.10 J 0.60 J 0.59 J 0.50 J 0.73 J 1.33 J 0.49 J 

Su. of PAH Analytea: 324.0 222.5 127.0 120.2 114.6 125.5 102.5 114.2 55.9 47.9 

NO - Not Detected 
J - Detected but below the MOL 
I - Analyte I. ~ 5 ti ... MOL in Ilenk 
E - Eatt .. te,stentftcent .. trt. interference 

( ( ( 

Perri, I,lend fi,aue Analysi, 
PAH Data in ug/kl DIY YEIGHT for BATCH7 
Report Date: lAl 0",7/92 07:48 
G2135-ooo2 
file .... : PAHFIElO.WKl 

Semple NlJIiJer: Pl-0Y-Ol Pl-0Y-02 P1-0Y-03 Pl-0Y-04 Pl-OY-Ol P2-0Y-Ol Pl-OY-03 P2-0Y-04 TG1-0Y-Ol TG1-0Y-02 
Batch NlJIber: BAICHT BATCH7 IAICH7 IATCH7 BATCH7 BATCHT BATCH7 BAlCH7 BATCH7 BAlCH7 
Semple Dry Weight ea): 3.375 3.649 4.436 3.535 3_759 3.940 3.599 3.808 2.680 2.794 
Salple lipid Weight (III): 0.1234 0.0937 0.111, 0.0640 0_0936 0.0867 0.0845 0.1058 0.0647 0.0657 

naphthalene 7.94 4.91 J 4.32 J 5.27 J 9.09 5.76 J 5.92 J 6.79 J 7.41 J 6.28 J 
2-Methylnaphthalene 9.38 J 6.99 J 7.62 J 6.50 J 10.51 11.20 7.89 J 8.66 J 5.12 J 4.03 J 
I-Methylnaphthalene 5_36 J 3.91 J 3.90 J 3.18 .. 5.33 .. 5.52 J 3.85 J 4.49 J 3.26 J 2.25 .. 
biphenyl 2.85 J 1.42 J 1.46 J 1.46 J 2.18 J 1.75 J 1.73 .. 1.62 J 1.37 J 1.25 J 
2,6-diMethylnaphthalene 5.90 J 4.24 J 4.16 J 3.80 J 5.38 J 5.69 J 4.97 J 4.69 J 2.70 J 2.5] J 
acenephthvlene l.n J 0.68 J 0.64 J 0.00 NO 0.59 J 0.47 J 0.00 NO 0.10 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
ec:enaphthene 6.09 J 4.0] J 3.59 J 3.25 J 2.85 J l.94 J 2.78 .. 3.40 J 0.86 .. 0.88 J 
1,6,7-tri .. thylnaphthalene 1.96 J 1.]5 J 0.88 J 0.00 NO 1.61 J 1.36 J 1.1T J 1.11 J 0.00 NO 0.49 J 
fluorene 4.98 J 3.59 J 3.39 J 2.97 .. 3.83 J 3.71 J 3.50 J 3.55 J 2.16 J 1.65 J 
phenanthrene 19.59 14.35 14.54 13.25 14.29 15.0T 13.55 13.39 6.0J J 5.25 J 
anthrac:ene 3.80 J 2.62 J 2.15 J 1.84 J 1.40 J 2.59 J 2.25 .. 1.47 J 1.41 J 0.54 J 
1-.. thy'phenanthrene 4_92 J ].05 J 2.58 J 2.21 J 2.48 J 2.34 J 1.95 J 2.29 J 0.94 J 0.98 .. 
fl uonnthene 102.98 72.80 30.67 28.43 24.83 ]2_32 28.06 25.61 10.92 J 7.n J 
~.,.. 56.84 43.43 15.50 J 15.64 J 10.09 J 13.76 J 11.67 J 12.18 J 5.44 J 4.65 J 

I (aJanthrec:ene 19.36 12.24 J 5.88 J 5.85 J ].73 J 2.52 J 2.30 J 4.25 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
chrysene 27.99 18.01 J 10.93 J 9.60 J 8.55 J 7.94 J T.55 J 8.61 J 3.40 J 3.18 J 
benlo(bJfluorenthene 13.74 J 9.74 J 5.03 J 5.48 J 3.35 J 6.11 J 0.00 NO 4.66 J 0.00 NO 2.15 J 
benzo(kJf'uoranthene 4.84 J 2.93 J 2.28 J 1.80 J 0.91 J 1.80 J 0.00 NO 1.72 J 0.00 NO 0.98 J 
benzo[eJpyrene 7.88 J 5.06 J 3.45 J 3.15 J 1.83 J 1.45 J 1.64 J 2.25 J 1.25 J 0.66 J 
benzo(aJpyrene 3.22 J 2.63 J 1.33 J 1.84 J 0.74 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.51 J 0.00 NO 0.53 J 
perylene 2.90 J 1.44 J 1.28 J 1.23 J 0.47 J 0.58 J o.n J 0.78 J 1.36 J 0.81 J 
tndeno(1,2,3-c,dJpyrene 2.05 J 1.32 J 0.00 NO 1.29 J 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.45 J 0.73 J 0.92 J 0.58 J 
dtbenz [',hJ anthrec:ene 0.55 J 0.39 J 0.30 J 0.49 J 0.00 lID 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 0.00 NO 
benzo(I,h,iJpery'ene 7.14 J 1.41 J 1.15 J 1.10 J 0.60 J 0.59 J 0.50 J 0.73 J 1.33 J 0.49 J 

Su. of PAH Analytea: 324.0 222.5 127.0 120.2 114.6 125.5 102.5 114.2 55.9 47.9 

NO - Not Detected 
J - Detected but below the MOL 
I - Analyte I. ~ 5 ti ... MOL in Ilenk 
E - Eatt .. te,stentftcent .. trt. interference 

( ( ( 



Reid Sample Data - Polychlorinated Biphenyis (PCB) and Chlorinated PKtiCidK Field Sample Data - Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides Field Sample Data - Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides 



Parr/r .sland tissue Analysis 
PCEPESY Date in w/kg DRY UEIGHY for MfCNl 
Report Date: LA1 03/20/92 15:45 
G2135-0002 
File Name: PCBFiELD.UKl 

Saple N&r: Pl-FIW-01 
Estch: BAfCHl 
Sanpie Dry UeiBht (0): 7.324 
Sqle Lipid UsiBht (g/g): 0.1676 

Cl2 
HEN 
LIN 
Cl3 
Cl3 
HEP 
CL4 
AU 
CL4 
HEP 
CL4 
2.4 
CL5 

:I)1 
LCHLOROBENZENE 
IAWE 
:1m 
‘2ai 
‘ACHLOR 
‘52) 
tlN 
:441 
‘ACHLOREPOXIDE 
:&I 
DDE 
:101j 

CIS-%HlORDANE 
YRANS-NOWACHLOR 
DIELDRIN 
4,4-DDE 

Z’Z 
E;DRiN 
y;;1 

2:4-DO1 
cL6(153) 
CLS( 105) 
4.4~DDT 
CL6( 1311) 
CLS( 126) 
CL?( 187) 
CL6( 128) 
CL?(lWo) 
HIREX 
CL?{ 170) 

E:8I:E; 
CLlotZw) 
AROCiOR iO16/1242 
AROCLOR 1221 
AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLDR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 
AROCLOR 1260 

3.100 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 
1.619 NC 
0.000 ND 
4.649 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
3.156 NC 
2.071 
9.665 NC 
2.243 
6.053 
0.000 in 

12B.351 
0.000 ND 
0.787 NC 
0.000 ND 
7.016 NC 

39.165 
0.000 ND 

22.272 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.119 JNC 

16.039 NC 
O.ooO ND 
1.500 NC 
1.0% NC 
6.253 NC 
4.311 
3.138 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 NO 
0.000 ND 
o.Doo ND 

259.600 
o.Doo ND 

Pl-FIN-02 Pl-FIW-03 
BATCH1 BAYCH1 

6.635 3.317 

Pl-FIH-ARCH P2-FIH-01 PZ-FIN-02 YGZ-FIN-til 
BATCH1 BATCH1 MTCHl 

6.755 5.243 
0.0482 0.0422 

BATCNl 
6.117 

0.0523 0.0380 0.0703 

0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
1.621 NC 
0.299 JNC 
1.6?3 NC - 
o.DoD ii0 
0.791 JNC 
o.ooD ND 
3.967 NC 
1.938 NC 

ZE Nc 
5:430 
o.DDo ND 

47.521 
O.WD ND 
3.390 NC 
o-Do0 ND 
15.152 NC 

21.424 
0.594 JNC 

13.127 NC 
1.248 NC 
1.994 JNC 

t-z 2 
3:14? NC 
1.060 NC 
3.850 NC 
5.460 
2.145 NC 
0.000 ND 
O.ODD ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 

lS4.126 
o.oDG ND 

ND - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confirmed Lw sacond calm analvsis 

J - Detected but &Lou the HDl 
B - Analyte is > 5 timer NIL in Blank 
E - Esti&e.simificant mtrix interferewe 

o.ooo ND 
o.oDo ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
iLoo ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
O.WO ND 
0.000 ND 
O.DDO ND 
2.14s NC 
5.235 NC 
2.335 NC 
3.307 
o.oDD )1c 

60.911 
o.ooo ND 
0.512 JNC 
0.000 ND 

“9% Nc 
0:8?9 NC 

24.690 NC 
3.221 NC 
0.000 ND 

17.011 NC 
0.000 ND 
6.357 NC 
2.330 NC 
7.666 NC 
8.2M 
5.377 NC 
0.222 JNC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
O.WO ND 
0.000 NO 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 

270.201 
o.ooG ND 

o.ooo m 
o.ooo im 

oo-~ ii 
0:ooo ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.DDD ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.oDo ND 
o.ooo ND 
2.111 NC 
O.?W NC 
1.361 
0.000 ND 

18.616 
o.ooD ND 
D.ODO ND 
o.oDo w 
1.471 NC 
2.2B9 
o.ooo ND 
4.9117 NC 
0.647 NC 
0.000 ND 

:% t: 
1:692 NC 
O.ooO ND 
1.792 NC 
4.016 
0.23B JNC 
o.ooo m 
o.Doo ii0 
o.ooo RD 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 

54.505 
o.ooo m 

o.DDo ND 

3-E ii 

o”:E ii 
0:ooo ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 no 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.oDo ND 
1.1142 NC 
1 .B?B 
3.562 
o.oDo ND 

19.227 
o-o00 Ho 
o.ooo im 
o.ooo in 
1.534 NC 
3.542 
o.ooo m 
2.929 NC 
0.430 NC 
0.000 ND 
2.330 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.601 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.907 YC 
2.621 
0.229 JNC 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo no 
o.Dw ND 

X-E E 
0:DDo ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.oDo IiD 

0.000 ND 
o.Doo ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
O.WO ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
3.631 
4.4W NC 
0.403 NC 
1.097 
o.ooG m 

103.9BB 
0.000 ND 
5.025 NC 
O.OW ND 
2.526 NC 

30.496 
o.oDD m, 

16.427 NC 
0.333 JNC 
0.829 NC 

12.?30 NC 
0.000 ND 
4.243 NC 
il.172 JNC 
6.650 iic 
6.756 
3.049 NC 
0.000 m 
o.oDo Ho 
O.WO ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 NO 
0.000 ND 
o.DDil I6 

117.972 
o.DoD no 

OAfJO ND 
o.DDo ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooD ND 
0.000 ‘ND 
o.DDD ND 
O.oM) NO 
lUiOO ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.647 JNC 
0.592 NC 
0.5W NC 

%i ID 
0:wG ND 
0.000 ND 
o.oDD ND 
0.000 ND 

x-z E 
l:S26 NC 
0.294 JNC 
o.ow ND 
1.119 NC 
0.000 ND 

t-5: :t: 
O:b% JNC 
1 .B79 

t-E : 
0:ooo ND 
o.ooo no 

:-iii ii 
0:ooo ii0 

Plrrl. ,Sllnd TI •• ue Analysl. 
PCBPEST Dltl In ug/kg DRY WEIGHT for IATCHl 
Report Dlte: LAL 0]/20/92 15:45 
G2135-0002 
file II ... : PClfIELO.UK' 

S~le IIU1ber: "-fIN-O' "-fIN-02 P'-fIN-OJ P'-FIN-ARCN P2-fIN-O' P2-fIN-02 TG2-FIN-O' 
Bitch: BATCH' lATCH' BATCH' BATCN' IATCHt lATCH' IATCHl 
S~le Dry Yelght (g): 7.]24 6.6J5 ].]17 6.117 6.755 5.24] 6.736 
Sa.ple lipid weight (gig): 0.1876 0.0482 0.0422 0_052] 0.0380 0.0701 0.0351 

CL2(8) 1.'00 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
HEXACHLOROIEIIZEIIE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
LINDANE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLl(18) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
CLl(28) 1.619 NC '.621 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.299 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(S2) 4.649 NC 1.873 IIC- 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000·110 
ALDRIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0_000 NO 
CL4(44) 0_000 NO 0.791 JIIC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0_000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(66) 3.156 NC 1.967 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
2,4-DDE 2.071 1.9]8 NC 2.145 NC 0_000 NO 0.000 NO ].6]1 0.000 NO 
CLS(101) 9.665 IIC 5.628 IIC 5.2]5 NC 2.115 NC 1.842 NC 4_409 NC 0.647 JNC 
CIS-CHLORDANE 2.24] 2.59] 2.]]5 NC· 0.700 NC '.878 0.48] NC 0.592 NC 
TRANS-NOIIACHLOR 6.05] 5.430 1.]07 1.361 3.562 1.897 0.580 NC 
DIELDRIII 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 IIIi 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
4,4-DOE 128.]51 41.521 60.918 '8.816 19.227 10].988 6.147 
CL4(77) 0.000 ND 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4'000 0.787 NC ].]90 NC 0.512 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 5.025 NC 0.000 NO 
ENDRIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
Cl5(118) 7.016 NC 5.152 NC 6.]14 NC 1.471 IIC 1.534 IIC 2.526 IIC 0.000 NO 
4,4'000 39.165 21.424 9.057 2.289 3.542 30.498 0.000 NO 
2,4-0DT 0.000 NO 0.594 JNC 0.879 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL6(IS]) 22.272 NC 13.127 NC 24.690 NC 4.987 NC 2.929 NC 18.42711C 1.526 NC 
CL5(105) 0.000 NO 1.248 NC 3.221 NC 0.647 NC 0.430 NC 0.]3] JNC 0.294 JNC 
4.4-00T 0.189 JNC 1.994 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.829 IIC 0.000 NO 
CL6(1]8) 16.0]9 NC 9.580 NC 17.011 NC 3.966 NC 2.]]0 NC 12.730 IIC '.119 NC 
CL5(126) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL7(187) 5.500 NC 3.147 NC 6.]57 NC 1.692 NC 0.801 NC 4.243 NC 0.689 JNC 
CL6(128) 1.055 NC 1.060 NC 2.]]0 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 110 O.ln JIIC 0.111 JNC 
CL7(18O) 6.251 NC 1.850 IIC 7.666 NC 1.792 NC 0.907 IIC 6.650 IIC 0.456 JNC 
HIREX 4.]11 5.460 8.286 4.046 2.625 6.756 1.879 
CL7(170) 3.138 NC 2.145 NC 5.177 NC 0.238 JIIC 0.229 JIIC 3.049 NC 0.000 NO 
CL8(195) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.222 JNC 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL9(206) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
CL10(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR '0161'242 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
A.OCLOR 1221 0.000 ND 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 12J2 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1248 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1254 259.600 '54.126 270.201 54.505 0.000 NO 117.9n 0.000 NO 
A.OCLOR 1260 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Conflrlled by second col ..... InIlys" 
J - Detected but below the IIlL 
I - Analyte I. > 5 tl ... IIlL In Blink 
E - Estl .. te,slgnlflcent .. trlx Interference 

Plrrl. ,Sllnd TI •• ue Analysl. 
PCBPEST Dltl In ug/kg DRY WEIGHT for IATCHl 
Report Dlte: LAL 0]/20/92 15:45 
G2135-0002 
file II ... : PClfIELO.UK' 

S~le IIU1ber: "-fIN-O' "-fIN-02 P'-fIN-OJ P'-FIN-ARCN P2-fIN-O' P2-fIN-02 TG2-FIN-O' 
Bitch: BATCH' lATCH' BATCH' BATCN' IATCHt lATCH' IATCHl 
S~le Dry Yelght (g): 7.]24 6.6J5 ].]17 6.117 6.755 5.24] 6.736 
Sa.ple lipid weight (gig): 0.1876 0.0482 0.0422 0_052] 0.0380 0.0701 0.0351 

CL2(8) 1.'00 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
HEXACHLOROIEIIZEIIE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
LINDANE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLl(18) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
CLl(28) 1.619 NC '.621 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.299 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(S2) 4.649 NC 1.873 IIC- 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000·110 
ALDRIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0_000 NO 
CL4(44) 0_000 NO 0.791 JIIC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0_000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(66) 3.156 NC 1.967 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
2,4-DDE 2.071 1.9]8 NC 2.145 NC 0_000 NO 0.000 NO ].6]1 0.000 NO 
CLS(101) 9.665 IIC 5.628 IIC 5.2]5 NC 2.115 NC 1.842 NC 4_409 NC 0.647 JNC 
CIS-CHLORDANE 2.24] 2.59] 2.]]5 NC· 0.700 NC '.878 0.48] NC 0.592 NC 
TRANS-NOIIACHLOR 6.05] 5.430 1.]07 1.361 3.562 1.897 0.580 NC 
DIELDRIII 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 IIIi 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
4,4-DOE 128.]51 41.521 60.918 '8.816 19.227 10].988 6.147 
CL4(77) 0.000 ND 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4'000 0.787 NC ].]90 NC 0.512 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 5.025 NC 0.000 NO 
ENDRIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
Cl5(118) 7.016 NC 5.152 NC 6.]14 NC 1.471 IIC 1.534 IIC 2.526 IIC 0.000 NO 
4,4'000 39.165 21.424 9.057 2.289 3.542 30.498 0.000 NO 
2,4-0DT 0.000 NO 0.594 JNC 0.879 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL6(IS]) 22.272 NC 13.127 NC 24.690 NC 4.987 NC 2.929 NC 18.42711C 1.526 NC 
CL5(105) 0.000 NO 1.248 NC 3.221 NC 0.647 NC 0.430 NC 0.]3] JNC 0.294 JNC 
4.4-00T 0.189 JNC 1.994 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.829 IIC 0.000 NO 
CL6(1]8) 16.0]9 NC 9.580 NC 17.011 NC 3.966 NC 2.]]0 NC 12.730 IIC '.119 NC 
CL5(126) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL7(187) 5.500 NC 3.147 NC 6.]57 NC 1.692 NC 0.801 NC 4.243 NC 0.689 JNC 
CL6(128) 1.055 NC 1.060 NC 2.]]0 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 110 O.ln JIIC 0.111 JNC 
CL7(18O) 6.251 NC 1.850 IIC 7.666 NC 1.792 NC 0.907 IIC 6.650 IIC 0.456 JNC 
HIREX 4.]11 5.460 8.286 4.046 2.625 6.756 1.879 
CL7(170) 3.138 NC 2.145 NC 5.177 NC 0.238 JIIC 0.229 JIIC 3.049 NC 0.000 NO 
CL8(195) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.222 JNC 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL9(206) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
CL10(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR '0161'242 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
A.OCLOR 1221 0.000 ND 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 12J2 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1248 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1254 259.600 '54.126 270.201 54.505 0.000 NO 117.9n 0.000 NO 
A.OCLOR 1260 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Conflrlled by second col ..... InIlys" 
J - Detected but below the IIlL 
I - Analyte I. > 5 tl ... IIlL In Blink 
E - Estl .. te,slgnlflcent .. trlx Interference 



Parris’ls~and Tissue Analysis 
PCBPESY Deta in up/kg DRY UEIGHY for MICH3 
Report Date: LA1 03/20/92 13:24 
62135~DO02 
File Name: PCBFiELD.wl 

Sanpie Nunbar: 
Batch: 

Pl-IUI-01 
BAICH3 

Pl-w-02 
MTCW 

Pl -HI-w03 PZ-w-01 fG1 -M-O1 

Ssnpie Dry UeiRht (0): 
Srple Lipid Ueioht (g/g): 

clz(a) 
HEXACHLDROBENZENE 
1 I NDANE 

::ig: 
HEPYACHLOR 
ClC(52) 
ALDRIW 
Clb(44) 
HEPTACHL~EKIX~DE 

4%2 
CiS(lD1, 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
IRANS-NOIIACHlOR 
DIELDRIN 
4,4-DDE 
CLC(??) 
2,4-DDD 
ENDRIN 

14’:%’ . 
2;4-DDY 
CL6C 153) 
t’y$ 

- 
Cib( 130) 
cL5( 126) 
CL?( 187) 
CL6( 126) 
CL?( 1wo) 
NIREX 

5.359 6.299 
0.1523 0.0505 

Cl9C206) 
CllO(2W) 
AROCLOR 1016f 1242 
AROCLOll 1221 
ARtiiCXl 1232 
AROCLOR 1241 
AROCLDR 1254 
AROCLOR 1260 

o.ooo 110 
o.ooo 110 

:*L% ND 
0:wo ND 
o.ooo m 
0.724 JNC 
o-Do0 no 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
0.302 JNC 
0.1110 JNC 
3.509 NC 

:*z 
0:ow m 

62.&j? 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo m 
o.ooo ND 
1.474 NC 

26.3M 
0.347 JNC 
6.743 NC 
0.158 JNC 

:-2i II: 
0:ow ND 
0.660 JNC 
o.ooo ND 
1.130 NC 
0.746 J 
0.234 JNC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 

94.261 
o.oDo m 

0.000 ND 
o.Doo m 
0.1127 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.178 JNC 
o.ooo no 
o.ooo m 
o.ooo Ho 
0.567 NC 
o.DoD 110 
2&l NC 
1.191 
2.376 
0.000 m, 

56&B 
0.000 ND 
o.Doo UD 
0.000 ND 
1.232 NC 

lB.99S 
D.?31 NC 
7.483 NC 
0.000 JNC 
2.B94 NC 
4.424 NC 
0.000 ND 
l.S?3 NC 
0.000 ND 
2.410 NC 
1.266 
0.801 JNC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 NO 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooo m 

99.501 
0.000 ND 

BATCH3 
4.932 B:‘5:: 

O.il95 
YE: 

0.1603 o&3 

0.000 ND o.ooo m 0.000 no 
0.000 m 0.3B4 J 0.000 m 
o.ooo ND o.ooo ND 0.000 Nd 
o.ooo no 

S-E ii! 
l.lu? NC 

o.ooo m 
0:Doo m 

5.435 NC 
o.oDo ND o-o00 m 
0.??6 JNC S.lBO NC 12.272 NC 
o.DoD m o.Doo m o.DDo no 
0.000 ND 1.994 NC b.S?B NC 
o.Doo m o.Doo m 0.000 110 
0.187 JNC 5.742 NC o.ooll m 
o.ooo ND 0.447 NC 2.152 
3.?21 NC 14.704 NC 

NC 1.701 6.157 w 
2.7B2 

Y-S% 
to:190 

o.ooD m 2.401 
?O.D?? 223: 146 175.431 

o-o00 m D.OW ND o.DDo 10 
o.ooo m, 0.647 JNC 1.133 NC 
o.ooG m o.ow m 0.000 m, 
1.651 NC 14.441 NC ll.W? NC 

20.219 29.011 47.OB3 
0.510 JNC 2.593 NC 2.037 NC 
6.336 NC 27.145 NC 21.4BB NC 
0.003 JNC 1.059 NC 2.653 NC 
5.742 NC 4.BB9 NC 3.45s NC 
4.442 NC 20.0911 NC 
o.ooo ND o.ooo m ‘~-~ iii 
1.352 NC I.??2 NC 0.000 m 2.144 NC pwi ;; 

2.190 NC 5.950 NC ;:60$ NC 
1.647 11.875 
0.942 JNC 16.??S NC 1O:BlS NC 
0.000 ND 0.153 JNC 0.000 ND 
0.000 m 0.033 JNC 
0.000 m o.ooo m t-z ii 
o.ooo ND o.ooo no 0:Doo ii0 
0.000 ND o.ooo m 
o.ooo m o.ooo m t-iii iti 
0.000 m o.Dw 110 0:ooo ND 

115.245 285.1114 307.113 
o.ooo 110 0.000 m o.Doo ND 

ND - Not Detectad 
NC - Not Confirmed try sacond colw analysis 

J - Detected but below the WDL 
B- Analyte 1s B S tirr IO1 in Blank 
E - Estirte,significmt rtrix interference 

Ytl-HUH-02 YGl-MM-03 YGZ-HUH-01 YGZ-m-02 YG2-m-03 lG2-iRM-D4P 
BAYCH3 BAYCH3 BAfCH3 

7.3BB 3.939 7.579 
0.1254 0.1616 0.2516 

0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.oDo m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.ooo m 
o.DDo ND 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.503 NC 
o.ooo ND 
1.431 NC 

5-E 
0:?54 J 

35.700 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 m 
o.ooo m 
0.921 NC 

14.3B4 
0.611 NC 
3.111 NC 
0.000 m 

EE 2 
0:ooo no 

X*E ii!" 
0:0?6 JNC 
0.000 m 
ii.090 JNC 
0.000 HD 
o.DDo no 
0.000 m 
o.Doo ND 
0.000 m 
o.Dw m 
0.000 m 

51.454 
o.Dw m 

o.ooo No 
0.000 m EG !F 
o.ooom - 0:OOOND 
pin& g 
0:oDG m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.DDo m 
o.ooo m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
2.741 NC 
2.565 

d-g J 
29:6?9 
0.000 10 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
l.?Bl NC 
0.103 
0.6n NC 
7.931 NC 
0.D59 JNC 
2.013 JNC 

i-E E 
1:453 NC 
o.ooo 110 
1.274 NC 
0.000 m 
Kz ii” 
ohoo m 
o.wD ND 
o.ow m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.DDo ii0 

122.?31 
0.000 m 

o.oDo m 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooll m 
1.552 JNC 
0.000 m 
1.091 NC 
0.000 m 
4.155 NC 
o.ow m 

;-ii: NC 
3:620 
3.154 

45.fi42 
o.ooD m 
o.DDo m 
0.000 ND 
4.551 NC 
4.133 
0.932 NC 

13.406 NC 
1.397 NC 
O.DOD ND 
0.000 ND 
o.Doo m 
5.353 NC 
0.292 NC 
6.?23 NC 
0.000 m 

lii.O?i! NC’ 
0.13B JNC 
o.oDo ND 
o.ooo m 
o.wo ND 
o.oDo m 
o.am ND 
0.000 m 

121.267 
0.000 m 

BAYCH3 iAYCH3-- 
6.626 6.T33 

0.1333 0.0618 

o.ow ND 
o.Doo YD 
0.000 ia 
o.ooo 110 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooo Ml 
0.000 YD 
o.ooo m 
0.000 110 
o.ooo m 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.649 
0.750 
0.246 J 

13.2DB 
0.000 m 
o.Dw m 
0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
1.901 
o.wo m 
1.3Bl NC 
0.000 m 
O.bBB J 
0.000 m 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooG ND 
o.Doo m 
0400 m 
o.DDo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.DDo ND 
o.ooo m, 
o.oDo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooG m, 
0.000 m 

26.404 
0.000 m 

0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.B49 
0.000 m 
o.ooD m 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 m 
o.oDo ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooo m 

X-E ii 
oho m 
0.023 J 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
lLB91 
0.000 m 
0.000 10 
o.DDo m 
Y-E m 
ohm m 
1.33s NC 
o.wo m 
0.059 J 
0.000 m 
o.oDG ND 
t-z Ii 
0:ooD m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
D.ODO ND 
0.000 m 
o.ooo ND 
o.oDo m 
o.ow m 
0.000 m 

37.999 
0.000 10 

MlCHJ 
7.07 

0.1066 

0.000 m 
0.015 J 
0.664 

t-2 E 
bW ND 
o.ow ND 
o.Dw ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooo ND 
&DO0 ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.DDo ND 
0.451 J 

S-t:! : 
a:23B 
O.ODD ND 
o.ooG IN.’ 
o.ooo m 
o.ow Ml 
0.?59 J 
0.274 JN 
1.064 NC 
o.ooo m 
0.194 J 
o.ooo m 

x-2 E 
0:ooD ND 
o.DDo (10 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.oDo ND 
o-Do0 ND 
o.ooo m, 
0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
o.oDo m 

2B.607 
o.ooo ND 

Parrlsl'sland Tissue Analysis 
PCBPEST Data In UII/kg DRY WEIGHT for BAlCK] 
Report Dete: LAL 03/20/92 13:24 
G2135-0002 
file NaIe: PCafIELD.WKI 

S...,le NUllber: PH"'I-OI PH""-02 PI-.... -03 P2-.... -01 'Gl-.... -01 TGI-.... -02 TGl-.... -03 'G2-"""01 'G2-.... -02 TGZ-.... -O] TGZ-.... ·OUP 
latch: IAlCH] BAlCH] IAlCH3 IATCH3 BATCtt3 IAlCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 
S...,le Dry Weight (g): 5.359 6.299 4.932 8.521 7.261 7.388 3.9]9 7.579 6.626 6.733 7.07 
S..pl. lipid Weight (g/g): 0.ISZ3 0.0505 O. '603 0.2'9S 0.30'3 0.1254 O. '618 0.2516 0.1333 0.0611 O. '066 

CL2(8) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
HEXACHLOR08EIZENE 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.3114 .I 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.417 .I 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.075 .I 
LINDANE 1.044 0.827 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.1149 0.664 
CLl(18) 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.1127 Ne 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLJ(28) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 2.337IC 5.435 IC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(52) 0.724 JNe 0.578 JIC 0.n6 .INC 5.180 NC 12.272 Ne 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.552 .INC 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
ALDRIN 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
CL4(44) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.994 Ne 4.378 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.091 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEPlACHlOREPOXIDE 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(66) 0.382 .INC 0.567 NC 0.187 .INC 5.742 Ne 0.000 NO 0.503 NC 0.000 NO 4.155 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4'DOE 0.180 .INC 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.4471C 2.152 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
CL5(101) 3.509 NC 2.1141 NC 3.nl NC 14.704 IC 18.443 lie 1.431 lie 2.745 IIC 5.132 lie 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
CIS-CHLORDANE 1.099 1.191 1.781 6.157 8.547 2.790 2.565 3.126 0.649 0.02] .I 0.451 .I 
TRANS-NOIIACHLOR 2.244 2.376 2.7112 11.026 10.190 2.683 4.736 3.620 0.750 0.000 110 0.211 .I 
DIElORIIi 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 1.979 2.401 0.754 .I 0.575 .I 3.154 0.248 .I 0.000 lID 0.551 .I 
4,4-0DE 62.867 56.848 70.0n Z23.146 173.431 35.700 29.679 45.642 11.208 8.891 8.218 
CL4(n) 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4-000 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.647 .INC 1.113 IIC 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
ENORIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 tID 
ClS(118) 1.474 NC 1.232 IIC 1.651 IIC 14.441 IIC 11.807I1C 0.921 IIC 1.78' NC 4.551 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
4,4-000 26.386 18.995 28.219 29.011 47.083 14.384 8.103 4.113 1.905 1.716 0.759 .I 
2,4-DOT 0.347 .INC 0.731 NC 0.518 .INC 2.593 IIC 2.037 lie 0.611 lie 0.6n IC 0.932 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.274 .IN 
Cl6(15J) 6.743 IIC 7.483 IIC 8.336 NC 27.145 IIC 21.488 lie 3.151 NC 7.931 IIC 13.406 lie I.JIII IIC 1.335 NC 1.064 NC 
Cl5(105) 0.158 .INC 0.080 .INC 0.003 .INC 1.859 NC 2.653 IIC 0.000 lID 0.059 .II1C 1.397 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
4,4-00' 3.9S4 tiC 2.894 lie 5.742 lie 4.889 lie ].455 IIC 1.016 .INC 2.013 .II1C 0.000 tiD 0.488 J 0.059 .. 0.194 .. 
CL6(138) 3.652 NC 4.424 lie 4.642 NC 20.098 Ie 15.591 IIC 1.286 lie 3.619 lie 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
Cl5(126) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 
CL7(187) 0.660 .INC 1.573 Ne 1.352 IIC 5.m lie 3.981 IIC 0.300 JIIC 1.453 lie 5.353 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
Cl6('28) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 2.144 IIC 1.476 IIC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.292 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
CL7(180) 1.130 NC 2.410 IIC 2.190 IIC 5.950 IIC 3.604 IIC 0.076 JIIC 1.274 IIC 6.n311C 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 
MIREX 0.748 .I 1.266 1.647 11.875 7.359 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
CL7(170) 0.234 JNC 0.801 ollie 0.942 JIIC 16.775 IIC 10.815 IIC 0.090 JNC 0.120 .II1C 18.0n NC· 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
CUU195) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.153 .II1C 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.118 .INC 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
Cl9(206) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.033 .. NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
CL10(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR ,016/1242 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
AROCtOR 1221 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROCtOR 1232 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1248 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
AROCLOR 1254 94.261 99.501 115.245 283.814 307.113 58.454 122.n1 121.267 26.404 37.999 28.607 
AROCLOR 1260 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 

NO - Not Detected 
IIC • lIot Confil1lled by second colwn 8IlIIlysts 

.I - Detected but below the tilL 
I - Analyte I. > 5 ti ... MDL in Blank 
E - Estl .. te,.ignifteent .. trix Interference 

( ( ( 

Parrlsl'sland Tissue Analysis 
PCBPEST Data In UII/kg DRY WEIGHT for BAlCK] 
Report Dete: LAL 03/20/92 13:24 
G2135-0002 
file NaIe: PCafIELD.WKI 

S...,le NUllber: PH"'I-OI PH""-02 PI-.... -03 P2-.... -01 'Gl-.... -01 TGI-.... -02 TGl-.... -03 'G2-"""01 'G2-.... -02 TGZ-.... -O] TGZ-.... ·OUP 
latch: IAlCH] BAlCH] IAlCH3 IATCH3 BATCtt3 IAlCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 IATCH3 
S...,le Dry Weight (g): 5.359 6.299 4.932 8.521 7.261 7.388 3.9]9 7.579 6.626 6.733 7.07 
S..pl. lipid Weight (g/g): 0.ISZ3 0.0505 O. '603 0.2'9S 0.30'3 0.1254 O. '618 0.2516 0.1333 0.0611 O. '066 

CL2(8) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
HEXACHLOR08EIZENE 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.3114 .I 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.417 .I 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.075 .I 
LINDANE 1.044 0.827 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.1149 0.664 
CLl(18) 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.1127 Ne 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLJ(28) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 2.337IC 5.435 IC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(52) 0.724 JNe 0.578 JIC 0.n6 .INC 5.180 NC 12.272 Ne 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.552 .INC 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
ALDRIN 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
CL4(44) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.994 Ne 4.378 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 1.091 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEPlACHlOREPOXIDE 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(66) 0.382 .INC 0.567 NC 0.187 .INC 5.742 Ne 0.000 NO 0.503 NC 0.000 NO 4.155 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4'DOE 0.180 .INC 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.4471C 2.152 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
CL5(101) 3.509 NC 2.1141 NC 3.nl NC 14.704 IC 18.443 lie 1.431 lie 2.745 IIC 5.132 lie 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
CIS-CHLORDANE 1.099 1.191 1.781 6.157 8.547 2.790 2.565 3.126 0.649 0.02] .I 0.451 .I 
TRANS-NOIIACHLOR 2.244 2.376 2.7112 11.026 10.190 2.683 4.736 3.620 0.750 0.000 110 0.211 .I 
DIElORIIi 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 1.979 2.401 0.754 .I 0.575 .I 3.154 0.248 .I 0.000 lID 0.551 .I 
4,4-0DE 62.867 56.848 70.0n Z23.146 173.431 35.700 29.679 45.642 11.208 8.891 8.218 
CL4(n) 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4-000 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.647 .INC 1.113 IIC 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
ENORIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 tID 
ClS(118) 1.474 NC 1.232 IIC 1.651 IIC 14.441 IIC 11.807I1C 0.921 IIC 1.78' NC 4.551 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
4,4-000 26.386 18.995 28.219 29.011 47.083 14.384 8.103 4.113 1.905 1.716 0.759 .I 
2,4-DOT 0.347 .INC 0.731 NC 0.518 .INC 2.593 IIC 2.037 lie 0.611 lie 0.6n IC 0.932 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.274 .IN 
Cl6(15J) 6.743 IIC 7.483 IIC 8.336 NC 27.145 IIC 21.488 lie 3.151 NC 7.931 IIC 13.406 lie I.JIII IIC 1.335 NC 1.064 NC 
Cl5(105) 0.158 .INC 0.080 .INC 0.003 .INC 1.859 NC 2.653 IIC 0.000 lID 0.059 .II1C 1.397 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
4,4-00' 3.9S4 tiC 2.894 lie 5.742 lie 4.889 lie ].455 IIC 1.016 .INC 2.013 .II1C 0.000 tiD 0.488 J 0.059 .. 0.194 .. 
CL6(138) 3.652 NC 4.424 lie 4.642 NC 20.098 Ie 15.591 IIC 1.286 lie 3.619 lie 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
Cl5(126) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 
CL7(187) 0.660 .INC 1.573 Ne 1.352 IIC 5.m lie 3.981 IIC 0.300 JIIC 1.453 lie 5.353 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
Cl6('28) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 2.144 IIC 1.476 IIC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.292 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
CL7(180) 1.130 NC 2.410 IIC 2.190 IIC 5.950 IIC 3.604 IIC 0.076 JIIC 1.274 IIC 6.n311C 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 
MIREX 0.748 .I 1.266 1.647 11.875 7.359 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
CL7(170) 0.234 JNC 0.801 ollie 0.942 JIIC 16.775 IIC 10.815 IIC 0.090 JNC 0.120 .II1C 18.0n NC· 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
CUU195) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.153 .II1C 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.118 .INC 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 
Cl9(206) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.033 .. NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
CL10(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR ,016/1242 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 
AROCtOR 1221 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROCtOR 1232 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1248 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
AROCLOR 1254 94.261 99.501 115.245 283.814 307.113 58.454 122.n1 121.267 26.404 37.999 28.607 
AROCLOR 1260 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 

NO - Not Detected 
IIC • lIot Confil1lled by second colwn 8IlIIlysts 

.I - Detected but below the tilL 
I - Analyte I. > 5 ti ... MDL in Blank 
E - Estl .. te,.ignifteent .. trix Interference 

( ( ( 



Parris ;sld Yissus Anslvsis 
PCBPESY Data in ug/kg DRY-HEiGXY for BAICHS 
Report Date: LA1 03/20/92 13:3? 
62135.0002 
File Nnc: PCBFiElD.UWl 

Smmle Nmkr: Pl -CR-D1 Pl-CR-02 Pl-CR-03 PI-CR-04 
Bat&h: MICHS BAYCHS BAYCHS BAYCHS 
Sawpie Dry iJeiBht (g): 7.176 6.902 ?.4?2 9.753 
Slllpte lipid UeiRh (g/g): 0.0614 0.1101 0.0335 0.0361 

CLZ(B) 0.000 m o.ooo ND 
IlEXACHLDRaQENLENE 0.000 m o.oDD m, 
LINDANE 

::ic[:t; 
HEPTACHLOR 
Clb( 52) 
ALDR IN 
Clb(44) 
HEPIACHL~EPOXIDE 

o.ooo IiD o.wo ND 
o.ooD ND 0.000 m 
1.544 NC 2.769 NC 
0.000 m o.oDo im 
o.DDo m 0.684 JNC 
0.000 m 0.000 m 
0.000 m 0.000 ND 
1.669 0.000 m 
0.995 NC 2.661 NC 
0.917 1.223 
0.654 NC 3.297NC 

CIS-CHLDRDANE 1.565 
rRANS-NO(IACHlOR 2.366 
DIELDRIN 1.313 2.059 
4,4-DDE 32.463 Fs.126 
Cl4(?7) 0.000 ND D.OOG ND 
2.4-000 0.356 JNC 1.43B NC 
ENDRIN D.DDD ND o.ooo ND 
CLS<llB) 2.411 NC 5.942 NC 
4,4-DW 12J54 32.593 
2,4-Wf O.Z?S JNC 0.748 NC 
CL6(153) 5.815 NC 11.9DB NC 
CL51(1DS) 0.000 ND 2.103 NC 
4,4-DDY 0.000 ND 0.831 JNC 
Cl6(13B) 2.293 NC 7.744 NC 
CLS(126) 0.000 ND o.ooo m 
Cl?< 187) 0.991 HC 2.632 )Ic 

:s::z: 0.601 1.218 NC NC 2.601 1.053 NC NC 
MIREX 2.725 4.607 
CL?(l?O) 0.460 JNC 2.018 NC 
CL6(195) 0.000 m 0.014 JNC 
CLO(206) 0.000 ND 0.000 ND 
CLlO(2W) 0.000 m o.ooo m, 
ARDCLDR 1016/1242 0.000 ND o.ooo ND 
ARGCLDR 1221 0.000 ND o.ooo m 
ARDCLDR 1232 0.000 ND o.ow ND 
ARDCLDR 1248 0.000 ND 0.000 m 
ARDCLOR 1254 51.507 125.557 
AROCLDR 1260 o.oDG ND o.ooD m 

o.Doo m 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
o.wo no 
o.ooo ND 

x-z ii 
0:DDo ND 
o.Doo ND 
D.OOD ND 
1.070 NC 
o-Do0 ND 
0.034 JNC 
1.407 
2.436 
1.402 

26.696 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 
0.000 ND 
2.1?9 NC 
6.262 
O.l?? JNC 
3.289 NC 
1.3B4 NC 
0.000 ND 
D.6?3 JNC 
0.000 Ho 
0.000 ND 
0.431 NC 
0.6?0 NC 
2.397 
0.461 JNC 
O.DW ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
O.DW ND 
0.000 m 

36.256 
o-o00 ND 

0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.DDo no 
1.056 NC 
o.ooo m 
0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
0.720 
1.659 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 110 
0.869 
2.1?? 
0.674 

45.242 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
o.ow ND 
4.335 NC 

22.835 
0.186 JNC 
?.?32 NC 
1.561 NC 
0.000 ND 
4.158 NC 
0.000 ND 

rz F 
I:654 NC 
2.706 
0.?38 JNC 
o.DDD m 
0.000 m 
o.DDo ND 
o.oDo m 
0.000 ii0 
o.oDo m 
0.000 m 

6B.170 
o.ooD m 

Pl-CR-Wp PZ-CR-01 
BAYCH5 BAYCHS 

6.898 
0.0327 O%!Z 

0.000 m 0.000 m 
o.ooo m o.ooo 110 
0.000 ND O.DW ND 

E! E 
0.000 m, 

0:ooD ND 
2.09S HC 
o.ooo ND 

0.000 m 
o.ooo 110 
o.ooD m 
1.266 NC 
1.749 NC 
0.000 ND 
0.694 NC 
1.106 
3.666 
1.226 

0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.DDo ND 

44.04s 67.966 
o.Doo ND o.Doo ND 
0.464 JNC 0.096 JNC 
0.000 m D.DDO ND 
i.406 NC I.955 NC 

14.815 21.1% 
0.494 NC 0.458 NC 

10.514 NC 
1.636 NC Y-E GE 
o.oDo m 0:bW JNC 
4.71s NC 7.314 NC 
0.000 ND o.ooD ND 
1.53G NC 
0.674 NC :-it! E 
1.9?3 NC 
4.451 

::9S: NC 

0.701 JNC 1:059 JNC 
O.ODOND~ D.D?3 JNC 
0.000 m 0.000 ND 
o.wo no o.Dw ND 
0.W ND 0.000 ND 
0.000 m 0.000 ND 
o.ooo m 0.000 ND 
o.ooo m o.Dw m 

113.OBJ 111.618 
0.000 m o.ooo m 

PZ-CR-02 PZ-CR-03 PZ-CR-04 
Mf CiiS BAICHS BAYCHS 

7.727 10.029 1.711 

YG2-CR-01 IG2-CR-02 

0.1640 0.0235 0.0331 

BAYCHS 
6.950 

0.0463 
E% 
O.ilB9 

I-E E 
0:DDo in 
0.000 m 
1.403 NC 
o.oDo No 

~0.000 m 
o.oDo m 
o.Doo m 
O.B?l 
1.lOS NC 
0.000 m 

?% m 
2:m 
0.?93 

67.925 
0.106 JNC 

tEi ii 
2:?56 NC 

4s.943 

i%i ii 
1:3n NC 
0.000 m 
3.107 NC 
0.000 m 
O.?S3 NC 
0.620 NC 
O.ilM NC 
2.726 
0.409 JNC 
o.wo m 
o.ooo m 
o.ooo m 
o.ow m 
o.ooo m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 

53.057 
0.000 m 

o.Doo m 
o.Doo im 
0.000 m 
IE if 
okio m 
o.oDo m 
o.DDD im 
0.000 m 
l.OB3 
0.625 NC 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo Ho 

:-ii% 
11040 

22.629 
o.oDo m 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo 110 
1.911 NC 
6.825 
0.243 JRC 
3.460 NC 
O.il?S NC 
0.330 JNC 

t-z E 
0:3?6 JNC 
0.424 NC 

Kz NC 
0:264 JNC 

x*z ii 
0:ooo m 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo m 
o.ooo m 
o.oDo m 

33.295 
o.Doo m 

0.000 m 
o.Doo Dm 
0.000 m 

Kfi ii’ 
ohoo m 
o.DoD m 
o.oDo ii0 
o.Doo Iy) 
1.414 
0.902 NC 
o.Doo m 
0.000 10 
1;936 
I.317 
1.526 

44.595 
0.000 ND 
D.DOG 10 
o.DoD m 
3.707 NC 

11.932 . 
0.298 JNC 
6.233 NC 
1.220 NC 
o.ooo m 
4.048 NC 
o.ooo ND 
1.350 NC 

?E z 
4:949 
0.117 JNC 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo ND 

:-iii ii 
0:DDo m 
0.000 m 

72.590 
o.ooo m 

0.000 m 
o.ow m 
o.ooo ND 
o.oDo YD 
1.261 NC 
o.Doo ND 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
3.146 
0.856 NC 
0.000 m 
0.m m 
1.630 
2.174 
3.050 

41.190 
0.000 m 
o.ow m 
o.wo im 
5-z Nc 
0:SSS JNC 
I.241 NC 
1.119 NC 
0.293 JNC 
2.4W NC 
0.000 m 
:-z E 
1:353 NC 
3.305 
0.34I JNC 
D.DDD ND 
o.ooo m 
o.Doo m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 10 
0.000 m 

49.766 
omo m 

o.ooo m 
o.wo Ml 
D.DDO ND 
o.ow ND 
o.ow ND 
o.ow Ml 
D.WG ND 
o.tloo NO 
o.Doo ND 
2.331 
0.267 JN 
o.Doo w 
o.DDo ND 
0.790 
1.691 
1.419 
R.ll39 
O.ODfl NO 
O.OOii ND 
o.ow ND 
0.891 NC 
0.911 

f-E :: 
0:?42 NC 

X-E !I 
O:OOO ND 
0.283 JN 
0.2% NC 
0.639 NC 
1.613 
0.304 JN 
l).oDG No 
D.ODO ND 
o.ooo ND 
ii.Wii ND 
O.ooO ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 

22.641 
0.000 ND 

ND - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confimrd by second cot= anaiysh 

J - Detected hut below the NIL 
B- Anslyte is l 5 tirs IID1 in Blank 
E - Estimte,rignificmt atrix interference 

\ 
Parris •• ,.nd Tissue Analy.ls 
PCaPEST Data In ug/kg 01' WEIGHT for IA1CH5 
leport Date: tAL 03/20/92 13:37 
G2135'0002 
file Name: PClfIElD.WKl 

S~le Numer: Pl'CR'Ol Pl'CR'02 Pl·CR·03 "·CI·04 Pl·CR·OUP P2·CI·Dl P2·CR·02 P2-CR'03 P2'CI'04 lG2'CI'O, TGl'CI'02 
latch: IATCH5 IAftH5 BA1CH5 BA1CH5 IATCH5 IA1CH5 1A1Clt5 8A1Clt5 8A1Clt5 IA1CH5 IATCItS 
S~le Dry Weight (III): 7.176 6.902 7.4n 9.753 a.898 9.609 7.n7 10.029 8.711 a.950 10.]91 
Semple lipid Weight (III): 0.0614 0.1101 0.0315 0.0361 0.0327 0.0446 0.1640 0.0235 0.0331 0.0463 0.0119 

Cl2(8) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
HEXACHLOROIENZENE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO D.OOO ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
LINDANE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL1(18) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID· 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CU(28) 1.544 NC 2.789 NC 0.000 NO 1.856 NC 2.762 Nt 2.095 NC 1.48] NC 0.942 Nt 1.378 Nt 1.281 Nt 0.000 110 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
tL4(52) 0.000 NO 0.684 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO ·0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
ALOI.N 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(44) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEPIAtHLOREPOXIDE 1.669 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.720 1.266 NC 0.000 NO 0.871 1.083 1.414 3.146 2.ll1 
Cl4(66) o.m NC 2.661 NC 1.070 NC 1.659 NC 1.749 NC 2.]56 NC 1.1OS NC 0.625 NC 0.902 Nt 0.856 NC D.261 IN 
2,4'DDE 0.917 1.223 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL5(101) 0.654 NC 3.297 NC 0.034 JIIC 0.000 NO 0.194 lit 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CIS'CHLORDANE 1.565 2.936 1.407 0.889 1.806 1.627 1.195 1.068 1;936 1.6]0 0.790 
TRANS'NONAeHLOR 2.]66 5.705 2.436 2.1n ].688 4.602 2.711 2.068 5.]11 2.514 1.695 
DIELDRIN 1.381 2.059 1.402 0.614 1.226 1.31] 0.7'93 1.040 1.526 3.050 1.419 
4,4'00E 32.463 75.126 28.896 45.242 44.845 67.986 67.925 22.629 44.595 41.190 8.839 
CL4(n) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.106 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4'00D 0.]58 JNC 1.438 Nt 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.464 JNC 0.096 JIIC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
ENOIIN 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLSel18) 2.411 NC 5.942 Nt 2.17'9 NC 4.315 NC 4.408 NC 5.955 NC 2.756 NC 1.911 NC 3.707 IIC 2.689 IIC 0.191 Ne 
4,4'DOD U.854 ]2.59] 6.262 22.835 14.815 21.194 45.943 6.825 11.9]2 7.240 0.911 
2,4-00T 0.275 JNC 0.148 Ne O.ln JNC 0.186 JIIC 0.494 NC 0.458 NC 0.000 NO 0.243 ollie 0.298 JNC 0.445 JNC 0.206 .. N 
CL6(15]) 5.815 Nt 11.908 NC 1.289 NC 7.712 NC 10.514 NC 12.18] NC 5.n3 NC 3.460 IIC 8.233 NC 5.241 lit 2.516 Ne 
CLSel05) 0.000 ND 2.103 Ne 1.184 Ne 1.561 NC 1.636 NC 1.8n Nt 1.3n Nt 0.875 Nt 1.220 Nt 1.119 IIC 0.742 Ne 
4,4-DDT 0.000 ND 0.8]1 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.499 JNC 0.000 NO 0.3]0 .INC 0.000 110 0.29] JNC 0.000 NO 
tL6(1l8) 2.29] Nt 7.744 NC 0.671 JNC 4.158 NC 4.715 NC 7.314 NC 1.10711C 0.994 IIC 4.048 IIC 2.400 NC 0.188 JII 
CL5(126) D.OOO ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
CL7C18n 0.991 IIC 2.6]2 NC 0.000 ND 0.499 JtIC 1.530 IIC 2.068 NC 0.751 tIC 0.376 "tIC 1.150 IIC 0.959 tIC 0.281 IN 
CL6(128) 0.601 NC 1.053 NC 0.4]1 NC 1.083 NC 0.674 NC 1.071 IIC 0.620 NC 0.424 NC 0.609 NC 0.551 NC 0.295 Ne 
eL7(180) 1.218 NC 2.601 NC 0.678 NC 1.654 NC 1.971 NC 2.952 NC 0.866 IIC 0.759 NC 1.744 NC 1.]53 lit 0.6]9 Ne 
MIREX 2.725 4.607 2.]91 2.706 4.451 5.224 2.726 1.902 4.949 3.]05 1.61] 
CL7(170) 0.460 JNC 2.018 NC 0.461 JNC 0.718 JNC 0.701 JNt 1.059 JNC 0.489 JNC 0.264 JNC 0.517 JNC 0.348 Jilt 0.]04 JII 
CL8(19S) 0.000 NO 0.014 JNC 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO ' 0.071 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL9(206) 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
Cll0(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 tIC) 

AROClOR 1016/1242 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1221 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
AROCLOR 1232 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
AROCLOR 1248 0.000 ND 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
AROCLOR 1254 51.507 125.557 16.256 68.170 113.083 118.618 53.057 33.295 n.590 49.768 22.641 
AROCLOR 1260 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confirmed by secoM colUWI .nalysls 

J • Detected but below the ..,l 
B - Anelyte Is • 5 tl .. s ..,L In Blank 
E - Estl .. te,llgnlflc8Rt .. trlx Interference 

\ 
Parris •• ,.nd Tissue Analy.ls 
PCaPEST Data In ug/kg 01' WEIGHT for IA1CH5 
leport Date: tAL 03/20/92 13:37 
G2135'0002 
file Name: PClfIElD.WKl 

S~le Numer: Pl'CR'Ol Pl'CR'02 Pl·CR·03 "·CI·04 Pl·CR·OUP P2·CI·Dl P2·CR·02 P2-CR'03 P2'CI'04 lG2'CI'O, TGl'CI'02 
latch: IATCH5 IAftH5 BA1CH5 BA1CH5 IATCH5 IA1CH5 1A1Clt5 8A1Clt5 8A1Clt5 IA1CH5 IATCItS 
S~le Dry Weight (III): 7.176 6.902 7.4n 9.753 a.898 9.609 7.n7 10.029 8.711 a.950 10.]91 
Semple lipid Weight (III): 0.0614 0.1101 0.0315 0.0361 0.0327 0.0446 0.1640 0.0235 0.0331 0.0463 0.0119 

Cl2(8) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
HEXACHLOROIENZENE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO D.OOO ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
LINDANE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL1(18) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID· 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CU(28) 1.544 NC 2.789 NC 0.000 NO 1.856 NC 2.762 Nt 2.095 NC 1.48] NC 0.942 Nt 1.378 Nt 1.281 Nt 0.000 110 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
tL4(52) 0.000 NO 0.684 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO ·0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
ALOI.N 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL4(44) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEPIAtHLOREPOXIDE 1.669 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.720 1.266 NC 0.000 NO 0.871 1.083 1.414 3.146 2.ll1 
Cl4(66) o.m NC 2.661 NC 1.070 NC 1.659 NC 1.749 NC 2.]56 NC 1.1OS NC 0.625 NC 0.902 Nt 0.856 NC D.261 IN 
2,4'DDE 0.917 1.223 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL5(101) 0.654 NC 3.297 NC 0.034 JIIC 0.000 NO 0.194 lit 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CIS'CHLORDANE 1.565 2.936 1.407 0.889 1.806 1.627 1.195 1.068 1;936 1.6]0 0.790 
TRANS'NONAeHLOR 2.]66 5.705 2.436 2.1n ].688 4.602 2.711 2.068 5.]11 2.514 1.695 
DIELDRIN 1.381 2.059 1.402 0.614 1.226 1.31] 0.7'93 1.040 1.526 3.050 1.419 
4,4'00E 32.463 75.126 28.896 45.242 44.845 67.986 67.925 22.629 44.595 41.190 8.839 
CL4(n) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.106 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
2,4'00D 0.]58 JNC 1.438 Nt 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.464 JNC 0.096 JIIC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
ENOIIN 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLSel18) 2.411 NC 5.942 Nt 2.17'9 NC 4.315 NC 4.408 NC 5.955 NC 2.756 NC 1.911 NC 3.707 IIC 2.689 IIC 0.191 Ne 
4,4'DOD U.854 ]2.59] 6.262 22.835 14.815 21.194 45.943 6.825 11.9]2 7.240 0.911 
2,4-00T 0.275 JNC 0.148 Ne O.ln JNC 0.186 JIIC 0.494 NC 0.458 NC 0.000 NO 0.243 ollie 0.298 JNC 0.445 JNC 0.206 .. N 
CL6(15]) 5.815 Nt 11.908 NC 1.289 NC 7.712 NC 10.514 NC 12.18] NC 5.n3 NC 3.460 IIC 8.233 NC 5.241 lit 2.516 Ne 
CLSel05) 0.000 ND 2.103 Ne 1.184 Ne 1.561 NC 1.636 NC 1.8n Nt 1.3n Nt 0.875 Nt 1.220 Nt 1.119 IIC 0.742 Ne 
4,4-DDT 0.000 ND 0.8]1 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.499 JNC 0.000 NO 0.3]0 .INC 0.000 110 0.29] JNC 0.000 NO 
tL6(1l8) 2.29] Nt 7.744 NC 0.671 JNC 4.158 NC 4.715 NC 7.314 NC 1.10711C 0.994 IIC 4.048 IIC 2.400 NC 0.188 JII 
CL5(126) D.OOO ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
CL7C18n 0.991 IIC 2.6]2 NC 0.000 ND 0.499 JtIC 1.530 IIC 2.068 NC 0.751 tIC 0.376 "tIC 1.150 IIC 0.959 tIC 0.281 IN 
CL6(128) 0.601 NC 1.053 NC 0.4]1 NC 1.083 NC 0.674 NC 1.071 IIC 0.620 NC 0.424 NC 0.609 NC 0.551 NC 0.295 Ne 
eL7(180) 1.218 NC 2.601 NC 0.678 NC 1.654 NC 1.971 NC 2.952 NC 0.866 IIC 0.759 NC 1.744 NC 1.]53 lit 0.6]9 Ne 
MIREX 2.725 4.607 2.]91 2.706 4.451 5.224 2.726 1.902 4.949 3.]05 1.61] 
CL7(170) 0.460 JNC 2.018 NC 0.461 JNC 0.718 JNC 0.701 JNt 1.059 JNC 0.489 JNC 0.264 JNC 0.517 JNC 0.348 Jilt 0.]04 JII 
CL8(19S) 0.000 NO 0.014 JNC 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO ' 0.071 JNC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CL9(206) 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 
Cll0(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 tIC) 

AROClOR 1016/1242 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1221 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
AROCLOR 1232 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
AROCLOR 1248 0.000 ND 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 
AROCLOR 1254 51.507 125.557 16.256 68.170 113.083 118.618 53.057 33.295 n.590 49.768 22.641 
AROCLOR 1260 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confirmed by secoM colUWI .nalysls 

J • Detected but below the ..,l 
B - Anelyte Is • 5 tl .. s ..,L In Blank 
E - Estl .. te,llgnlflc8Rt .. trlx Interference 



Parris island Yimsw Analysis 
PCBPESY Dsta in t&kg DRY UEIGHY for MYCH? 
illot&:“: LA1 03/20/92 16:Ol 

File Nmne: PCBFIELD.U(l 

Sasple N&r: 
Batch: 

Pl-or-01 
BATCH? 

Sample Dry UeiBht (g’: 
Sample lipid Uei*t (s/g’: 

3.3?5 
0.1234 

Pl-or-02 Pl-or-03 Pl-OY-04 PZ-or-01 
BAYCH? BAYCH? 

3.649 4.436 wr’ . 
0.0937 O.illb 0.0640 

BATCH? 
3.719 

0.0936 

PZ-or-02 
BAYCH? 

3.940 

P2-01-03 
MICH? 

P2-Or-04 
MKH? 

0.0667 Of iii 

o.ooD 10 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.Doo m 
0.000 m 
o.oDo m 

20.643 NC 

i-;iE z 
0:DDD m 

lD.lM NC 
3.416 

36.?26NC 
5.991 
8.T16 
o.DDo m 

74.516 
0.000 m 

:-2i 2 
2S:SCS NC 
30.240 

0.822 J 
21.9?9 NC 

6.011 NC 
2.034 JNC 

15.712 NC 
o.oDo m 
2.251 NC 
0.9?3 NC 
o.wom 
3.195 
0.000 m 
o.oDo m 
0.000 ND 
o.ooD m 
o.oDo m 
o.ooD m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 

383.833 
o.ooo m 

3.599 
o.OB45 

0.000 m 
:-E z 
0300 m 
o.oDo m 
0.000 m 

20.459 NC 

f-E E 
0:Doo m 
8.596 NC 
3.839 

3B.632 NC 

f-E 
oh00 m 

19.658 
o.ooo m 

:-iii iti 
27:X’S NC 
32.040 

0.894 J 

3:-E EE 
2:W2 JNC 

16.564 NC 
0.000 m 

:*i:: is 
:%I ND 
0:Doo m 
o.ooo ND 
o.oDo ND 
0.000 ND 
o.ooG m 
o.ooo m 
o.wo m 
0.000 110 

402.987 
o.ooo m 

o.ow m 
0.000 m 
o.ow ND 
o.Dw m 

xii ii 
20:099 NC 
o.ooo ND 
3.548 NC 
o.ooo 110 

1:-E NC 
3a:990 NC 

6.432 
iLlN3S 
0.000 m 

91.094 
o.aw m 
3.60s MC 
0.000 m 

27.665 NC 
36.767 

1.551 

3:-s !E 
2:254 JNC 

17.39B NC 
o.ooo ii0 

:-z E 
ohoo m 
3.267 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
o.Doo m 
o.Doo m 
0.000 ND 
o.ooo Ho 
0.000 ND 

433.?9S 
o.oDo ND 

‘G;;b,“tl IGl-Or-02 
BAYCH? 

0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 10 
o.Doo m 
0.000 m 
o.DDo ND 

2:-E E 
b:S?O NC 
o.DDo m 

‘:%i NC 
42:018 NC 

8-E 
oh00 m 

B?.?31 
0.000 m 
4.039 NC 
o.DDo ND 

30.404 NC 
38.391 

3;.z NC 
?:63B NC 
2.5OB JNC 

20.114 NC 
o.Doo ND 
2.990 NC 
1.486 NC 
o.ooo m 
3.221 
o.ooo no 
0.000 m 
o.oDo m 
o.ooo in 
0.000 no 
o.ooo m 

I-E : 
4s7:rao 

0.000 10 

:E . 
162.0 
138.0 

oz! 
0.000 m 
o.ooo Ho 
o.ooo Ho 
o.DDo m 
D.OW ND 
o.Doo YD 
0400 Ho 
o.Doo m 
0.000 110 
0.000 m 
f% m 
t:z m 
31231 
0.000 m 

34.621 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
2.211 NC 

11.044 
0.000 m 
1.127 NC 
2.347 NC 
0.000 m 
0.842 JNC 
o.Dw ND 
o.ooo im 
o.DDo ND 
0.000 m 
1.882 
o.Doo m 
0.000 m 
o.ooo m 
0.000 m 
o.oDo m 
o.DoD m 
o.Doo m 
o.Doo ND 
0.000 NG 
0.000 ND 

4;:: 

2.79) 
0.0657 

0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.ow m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o.ow no 
!-Et m 
oh00 m 
4.229 
2.6Bt 
0.000 m 

35.003 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.m m 
1.097 JNC 

11.297 
0.000 10 
l.SOl NC 
2.336 NC 
0.000 m 
0.777 JNC 
0.000 m 
o.wo 10 
o.ooo wo 
o.wo m 
1.161 J 
0.000 10 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
o-Do0 m 
o.ooD m 
0.000 m 
o.oDD ND 
0.000 m 
o.oDo m 
o.ooo in 

4;:; 

D.ODO ND 
o.ooo ND 
o.ooG m 
o.ooD Ml 
0.000 ND 
o.Doo m 

19.880 NC 
0300 im 
3.260 NC 
0.000 m 

11.074 NC 
3.635 

35.113 NC 

t*E . 

0.000 ND 
o.oDo m 
o.oDo m 
o.oDo ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 

13.2?3 NC 
o.Doo m 
2.059 NC 
o.oDo m 
8.147 NC 
4.591 

0.000 ND 

t-z ii 
01000 m 

iE!i ii 
a:?82 NC 
o.ooo m 
1.839 NC 
o.ooo m, 
6.309 NC 
4.251 

149.7 
114.3 

151.3 
121.0 

ClZ(8) 
HEXACHLDROIENZENE 
1 I NDANE 

z:t: 
HEPIACHlOR 
CLb(52) . 
ALDRIN 
CLb(44’ 
HEPIACHLOREPOXIDE 

T’t%l 
dS(101’ 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
YRANS-NOYACHLOQ 
DIELDRIN 
4,4-DDE 
CLb(??) 
2,b:DDij 
ENDRIN 
CL5(118’ 
4,4-ODD 

.2,4-DDT 
cLb(lS3) 

Px:’ - 
Ci6(1M’ 
CLS(126’ 
CL?(18?’ 
CL6(128’ 
Cl?~lW’ 
HIREX 

E:X::E: 
CLO(206’ 
CLlO(2W) 
AR&OR iOl6/1242 
ARDCLUI 1221 
ARDCLOR 1232 
ARDCLOR 1246 
ARDCLDR 1254 
ARDCla 1260 

o.ooo m 
0.000 m 
o.Doo m 
9.987 NC 
4.657 NC 
o.DDD m 

3:% :: 
5:541 NC 
D.ODO ND 
0.000 m 
4.386 

50.860 NC 
0.143 

11.698 
0.000 m 

109.317 
0.000 ND 
5.155 NC 
o.ow m 

33.716 NC 
43.207 

2.311 
39.821 NC 

7.893 NC 
2.889 JNC 

21.160 NC 
0.000 ND 
3.8B2 NC 
1.637 HC 
o.ow m 
4.091 
o.ooo m 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 NO 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 

534.135 
0.000 m 

21.190 NC 2?:7w NC 
7.950 7.420 

12.240 10.945 
0.000 m 

?a.?21 
o.oDo m 
3.323 NC 
0.000 m 

23.716 NC 
30.327 

1.413 

0.000 m 0300 No 
137.031 123.058 

o.oDo ND D.OW 18 
7.200 NC 6.183 NC 
o.oDo ND 0.000 ND 

22.017 NC 21.6?? NC 
68.248 so.703 

2.422 2.178 
30.408 NC 27.616 NC 

5.?34 NC 1.932 NC 
4.000 JNC 3.992 JNC 

17.093 NC 14.B94 NC 
o.oDo ND 0.000 ND 
3.591 NC 3.197 NC 
1.221 NC 1.0&I NC 

2b67 NC 
5.957 HC 
2.600 JNC 

15.533 NC 
OAfJO ND 
2.519 NC 
1.023 NC 
o.oDo ND 
2.474 
o.DDo ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
o.ooo m 
0.000 m 

o.ow m 0.000 m 
3.613 3.382 
o.ow ND o.ooo IID 
0.000 ND 
o.ooD ND 
o.ooo m 
0.000 ND 
o.Doii ifit 
0.000 ND 

0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 ND 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 
0.000 m 

243.563 
0.000 m 

Sun of PCB Coqpners: 211.5 
Su of WTr, WDs, ad WEs: 167.3 

o.ooo ND 
34S.bbS 

o.ooD ND 
3Bl .?Bb 

0.000 m 

132.5 119.1 
223.5 19B.4 

ND - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confirmed by second colrrn andysir 

- Detected but below the RDL 
:- Analyte 1s b 5 times WDL in Blank 
E - Estiaete,significmt mtrix interference 

i , 
Perrll Illand Tillue Analysll 
PCBPEST oete In ug/kl DRY WEIGHT for IATCH7 
Report oete: tAL 01/20/92 '6:0' 
G2135-0002 
file III ... : PClfIElo.WK' 

S8q)le IIUllber: "-OY-O' "-OY-02 Pl-0Y-Ol Pl-0Y-04 P2-0Y-Ol P2-0Y-02 P2-0Y-03 P2-0Y-04 TGl'OY-OI TGI-0Y-02 
Betch: IATCH7 BATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 
S8q)le Dry Weight (I): 3.375 1.649 4.436 3.535 3.759 3.940 3.599 3.8011 2.6110 2.794 
S8q)le lipid Weight (til): 0.1234 0.0937 0.1114 0.0640 0.0936 0.0867 0.0845 0.1058 0.0647 0.0657 

Cl2(8) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEXACHlOROIENZENE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 
LINDANE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLl(18) 9.987 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLl(2a) 4.657 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
Cl4(52) 32.357 NC 19.880 NC 13.273 NC 8.7a2 NC 23.786 NC· 20.643 NC 20.459 NC 20.099 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
ALDRIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID O~OOO NO 0.000 tID 
Cl4(44) 5.541 NC 3.260 NC 2.059 NC 1.1l9 NC 4.570 NC 2.700 NC 2.991 NC 3.548 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
HEPTACHlOREPOXIOE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 
Cl4(66) 0.000 NO 11.074 NC 1.147 NC 6.309 IIIC 11.262 NC 10.186 IIIC 8.598 IIIC 11.008 IIIC 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
2,4-DOE 4.386 3.635 4.591 4.251 3.638 3.416 3.139 3.495 3.498 1.406 
Cl5(101) 50.860 IIIC 35.113 IIIC 21.190 IIIC 27.796 IIIC 42.818111C 36.n6I11C 38.632 IIIC 38.990 IIIC 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 
CIS·CHLORDANE 8.143 6.303 7.950 7.420 6.799 5.991 6.114 6.412 4 .• 303 4.229 
TRANS-NONACHlOR 11.698 a.545 12.240 '0.945 9.362 8.776 8.511 8.885 3.231 2.687 
DIELDRIN 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 
4,4-0DE 109.377 71.721 137.01' 121.058 87.731 74.516 79.658 91.094 34.821 35.003 
Cl4(77) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
2,4-000 5.155 NC 3.323 NC 7.200 NC 6. tal NC 4.019 NC 3.313 NC 3.237 IIIC 3.605 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
ENDRIN 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
Cl5(n8) 33.716 NC 23.716 NC 22.017 NC 21.677 NC 30.404 Ne 25.546 IIIC 27.195 Ie 27.665 NC 2.211 Ie 1.097 .. Ie 
4,4-000 43.207 30.127 68.248 58.703 38.391 30.240 32.040 36.767 11.044 11.297 

.2,4-00T 2.111 1.413 2.422 2.17a '.704 0.822 .I 0.894 .I 1.551 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 
el6(153) 39.821 NC 28.867 Ne 30.408 Ne 27.616 IIC 35.662 Ie 28.979 IIIC 1'.757 IIC 32.823 Ne 1.827 Ie 1.501 Ie 
el5(105) 7.a93 NC 5.957 Ne 5.734 NC 5.912 NC 7.638 Ne 6.011 NC 5.924 NC 6.390 Ne 2.347 Ne 2.136 NC 
4,4-00T 2.889 JNC 2.600 JNC 4.000 .INC 3.992 JNC 2.508 JNC 2.034 .INC 2.092 JNC 2.254 JNe 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
CL6(138) 21.160 NC 15.533 NC 17.893 NC 14.894 IIC 20.114 NC 15.712 NC 16.564 IIC 17.398 NC 0.1142 .INC 0.177 Jilt 
Cl5('26) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
Cl7(187) 3.882 NC 2.519 Ne 3.591 NC 3.197 NC 2.990 NC 2.251 IIIC 2.117 Ie 3.067 IIIC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
Cl6('28) 1.637 NC 1.023 NC 1.221 NC 1.088 Ne '.486 IIIC 0.973 IC 1.075 IC 1.005 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
Cll(180) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
MIREX 4.091 2.474 3.613 3.382 3.221 3.195 2.971 3.267 1.882 1.161 .. 
Cl7(170) 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
ClI(I95) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
Cl9(206) 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
CL10(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 1110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1016/1242 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 1110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 MD 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1221 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 1110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
AROClOR 1212 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
AROClOR 1248 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1254 534.135 38'.784 345.445 243.563 457.189 lIl.l13 402.987 413.795 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1260 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 

Sun of pca Congeners: 211.5 146.9 132.5 119.1 180.7 149.7 155.3 162.0 7.2 5.7 
Su. of OOTI, 0001, end DOes: 167.3 120.0 223.5 198.4 138.0 114.3 121.8 138.1 49.4 49.7 

NO • Not Detected 
NC - Not Conll,.... by lecond col .... enIIlysil 

.I - Detected but below the MDl 
a - Anelyte II > 5 ti .. 1 MDl in alent 
E - Eltl .. te,lignlflcant .. trlx interference 

( ( ( 

i , 
Perrll Illand Tillue Analysll 
PCBPEST oete In ug/kl DRY WEIGHT for IATCH7 
Report oete: tAL 01/20/92 '6:0' 
G2135-0002 
file III ... : PClfIElo.WK' 

S8q)le IIUllber: "-OY-O' "-OY-02 Pl-0Y-Ol Pl-0Y-04 P2-0Y-Ol P2-0Y-02 P2-0Y-03 P2-0Y-04 TGl'OY-OI TGI-0Y-02 
Betch: IATCH7 BATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 IATCH7 
S8q)le Dry Weight (I): 3.375 1.649 4.436 3.535 3.759 3.940 3.599 3.8011 2.6110 2.794 
S8q)le lipid Weight (til): 0.1234 0.0937 0.1114 0.0640 0.0936 0.0867 0.0845 0.1058 0.0647 0.0657 

Cl2(8) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
HEXACHlOROIENZENE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 
LINDANE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLl(18) 9.987 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
CLl(2a) 4.657 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
HEPTACHLOR 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
Cl4(52) 32.357 NC 19.880 NC 13.273 NC 8.7a2 NC 23.786 NC· 20.643 NC 20.459 NC 20.099 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
ALDRIN 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID O~OOO NO 0.000 tID 
Cl4(44) 5.541 NC 3.260 NC 2.059 NC 1.1l9 NC 4.570 NC 2.700 NC 2.991 NC 3.548 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
HEPTACHlOREPOXIOE 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 
Cl4(66) 0.000 NO 11.074 NC 1.147 NC 6.309 IIIC 11.262 NC 10.186 IIIC 8.598 IIIC 11.008 IIIC 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
2,4-DOE 4.386 3.635 4.591 4.251 3.638 3.416 3.139 3.495 3.498 1.406 
Cl5(101) 50.860 IIIC 35.113 IIIC 21.190 IIIC 27.796 IIIC 42.818111C 36.n6I11C 38.632 IIIC 38.990 IIIC 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 
CIS·CHLORDANE 8.143 6.303 7.950 7.420 6.799 5.991 6.114 6.412 4 .• 303 4.229 
TRANS-NONACHlOR 11.698 a.545 12.240 '0.945 9.362 8.776 8.511 8.885 3.231 2.687 
DIELDRIN 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 
4,4-0DE 109.377 71.721 137.01' 121.058 87.731 74.516 79.658 91.094 34.821 35.003 
Cl4(77) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
2,4-000 5.155 NC 3.323 NC 7.200 NC 6. tal NC 4.019 NC 3.313 NC 3.237 IIIC 3.605 NC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
ENDRIN 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 0.000 tID 
Cl5(n8) 33.716 NC 23.716 NC 22.017 NC 21.677 NC 30.404 Ne 25.546 IIIC 27.195 Ie 27.665 NC 2.211 Ie 1.097 .. Ie 
4,4-000 43.207 30.127 68.248 58.703 38.391 30.240 32.040 36.767 11.044 11.297 

.2,4-00T 2.111 1.413 2.422 2.17a '.704 0.822 .I 0.894 .I 1.551 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 
el6(153) 39.821 NC 28.867 Ne 30.408 Ne 27.616 IIC 35.662 Ie 28.979 IIIC 1'.757 IIC 32.823 Ne 1.827 Ie 1.501 Ie 
el5(105) 7.a93 NC 5.957 Ne 5.734 NC 5.912 NC 7.638 Ne 6.011 NC 5.924 NC 6.390 Ne 2.347 Ne 2.136 NC 
4,4-00T 2.889 JNC 2.600 JNC 4.000 .INC 3.992 JNC 2.508 JNC 2.034 .INC 2.092 JNC 2.254 JNe 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
CL6(138) 21.160 NC 15.533 NC 17.893 NC 14.894 IIC 20.114 NC 15.712 NC 16.564 IIC 17.398 NC 0.1142 .INC 0.177 Jilt 
Cl5('26) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
Cl7(187) 3.882 NC 2.519 Ne 3.591 NC 3.197 NC 2.990 NC 2.251 IIIC 2.117 Ie 3.067 IIIC 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
Cl6('28) 1.637 NC 1.023 NC 1.221 NC 1.088 Ne '.486 IIIC 0.973 IC 1.075 IC 1.005 NC 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
Cll(180) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
MIREX 4.091 2.474 3.613 3.382 3.221 3.195 2.971 3.267 1.882 1.161 .. 
Cl7(170) 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 tID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
ClI(I95) 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 NO 0.000 110 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 
Cl9(206) 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 tID 
CL10(209) 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 1110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1016/1242 0.000 NO 0.000 ND 0.000 NO 0.000 1110 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 MD 0.000 NO 
AROCLOR 1221 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 1110 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
AROClOR 1212 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 
AROClOR 1248 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 lID 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1254 534.135 38'.784 345.445 243.563 457.189 lIl.l13 402.987 413.795 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 
AROClOR 1260 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 0.000 NO 

Sun of pca Congeners: 211.5 146.9 132.5 119.1 180.7 149.7 155.3 162.0 7.2 5.7 
Su. of OOTI, 0001, end DOes: 167.3 120.0 223.5 198.4 138.0 114.3 121.8 138.1 49.4 49.7 

NO • Not Detected 
NC - Not Conll,.... by lecond col .... enIIlysil 

.I - Detected but below the MDl 
a - Anelyte II > 5 ti .. 1 MDl in alent 
E - Eltl .. te,lignlflcant .. trlx interference 

( ( ( 



field Sample Data - Mercury Field Sample Data - Mercury Field Sample Data - Mercury 



Parris IstMd Tissue AMlysis 
nrrtuy Dots in us/B DRY UEIGHT 
G2135-0003 
File Ya: WGF1ELD.W 

trrplr ID 

Pl-FIW-01 
PI-CIM-02 
Pl-FM-Oj 
Pl-FIbbARtH 
PZ-FIH-01 
PZ-FIN-02 
TGZ-FIN-01 
Pl-FIL-01 
Pl-FIL-02 
PI-FIL-03 
Pl-FIL-ARCH 
PZ-FIL-01 
PZ-FIL-02 
X2-FIL-01 
Pl-MM-01 
Pl-MM-02 
Pl-MUM-03 
PZ-M-01 
TGl-Mm-01 
TGl-Mu-02 
TGl-MUM-03 
TGZ-WI-01 
TGZ-mm-02 
m-MIN.03 
TGZ-Mu+DuP 
Pl-WL-01 
Pl-MUL-02 
Pl-IUL-03 
PZ-WL-01 
TGl-WL-01 
Tel-WL-02 
TGZ-WUL-01 
TGZ-WL-02 
m-b&IL-03 
TGZ-WIL-DUP 
Pl-CR-01 

Kz-~ . . 
Pl-CR-04 
Pl-#-DUP 
PZ-CR-01 
PZ-CR-02 

:5-~-~ . . 
TGZ-CR-01 
IGZ-CR-02 
TGl-CL-01 
TGl-CL-02 
TGZ-CL-01 
TQ-CL-02 
TG2-CL-03 
TCZ-CL-04 
;TfL,lyP 

. . 
Pl-OY-02 
Pl-or-03 
Pl-or-04 
PZ-OY-01 
PZ-OY-02 
PZ-or-03 
PZ-OY-04 
TCl-or-01 
TGl-OY-02 
TGl-01-03 
TGl-01-04 
X2-01-01 

:z-:z . . 
TCZ-OY-04 
IQ-OV-DUP 

Batch X 
I 

Ed 1/23,2L,ZB/92 EK 

no cont. 
wB/e) 

8% 
0:293 

X- fZ 
0:276 

x-z 
0:107 
1.002 
O.lLO 
0.05 
0.162 
0.167 
0.039 
0.043 

I:: 

0:039 

X:E 

;.f:j 

0:19L1 
0.1% 
0.351 
0.220 
0.m 
0.134 
0.121 

Et! 
O.Oal 
0.093 

X:2 

X-l2 
0:194 
0.211 
0.197 
0.161 
0.206 
0.221 
0.129 
0.192 

x-z 
0:1&S 
0.182 
0.153 
O.lC6 
0.17c 
0.157 
O.lB.0 
0.156 
0.201 
0.153 

: 
B 
B 

5 

i 

: 

: 

: 

t 
B 

: 

: 
B 

: 

: 

: 

: 
B 

: 

: 

0.159 
0.166 
O.lTJ 
0.179 

B - Anrlyte detected in Procedural BLmk at ,5x mL. 

The data for svnplcs PI-FM-ARCH, PZ-FIL-01, tfZ-m#4-~u~, 
PZ-WL-01, PI-CR-DUP, X2-CL-DUP, ad TCZ-OY-DUP are 
everagn froll c@licate analyses. 

B PZ-FIL-01 is en average of drglicrte l alysa, with one 
being perfonmd 4th betch 6 end the other with batch 7. 

Plrr;1 Isllnd Tillue Anllysil Ed 1/23,24,28/9Z EK 
Mercury Dltl in ugtl DRY WEIGHT 
GZ135-0003 
File M ... : HGFIELD.WKl 

.atch , HI Cone. 
S~le ID Work Plan Mercury Anllysfl CUII/') 

Pl-FlN-01 1 1 0.Z85 • • - Anllyte detected ;n Procedurll Illnk at >5X ~L. 
Pl-FIN-OZ 1 1 0.341 • Pl-FIN-03 1 1 .0.Z93 • The data for s~lel Pl-FIN-ARCH, PZ'FIL'01, TGZ-MUM·OUP, 
Pl-FIN-ARCH 1 , O.Z29 • PZ-NUL-01, Pl-CR-aUp, TG2-CL-OUP, and TGZ·OY·oup Ire 
PZ-FIM-01 1 , 0.Z8S • averl, .. fra. duplic~te analyses. 
PZ-FIM-OZ 1 1 0.Z16 I 
TG2-FIM-Ol 1 1 0.298 • P2-'lL-01 fl an averl,e of duplicate analyses, with one 
Pl-FIL-Ol Z 6 0.105 being perfoMlled wi th batch 6 and the other with batch 7. 
Pl-FIl-OZ 2 6 0.101 
Pl-FIL-03 Z 6 1.00Z 
Pl-FIL-ARCH 2 6 0.140 
PZ-FIl-Ol 2 6 & 1 0.085 
PZ-FIL-02 Z 6 0.16Z 
TG2-FIL-Ol Z 6 0.161 
P'-MUM-Ol 3 Z 0.039 • Pl-MUM-OZ 3 2 0.043 • Pl-MUM-03 .3 2 0.044 • PZ-MUM-Ol 3 Z 0.054 I 
TG1-MUM-Ol 3 Z 0.038 • TG1-MUM-OZ 3 2 0.039 • TG1-MUM-03 3 2 0.080 8 
TGZ-MUM-Ol 3 2 0.05Z 8 
TGZ-MUM-OZ 3 2 0.033 8 
TG2-MUM-03 3 3 0.053 8 
TG2-MUM-DUP 3 Z 0.044 I 
Pl-NUL-Ol 4 1 0.155 
P1-NUL-02 4 1 0.252 
P1-NUL-03 4 1 0.115 
PZ-MUL'Ol 4 1 0.578 
TG1-MUL-01 4 1 0.354 
TG1-NUL-OZ 4 1 0.14Z 
TGZ-NUL-Ol 4 1 0.198 
TGZ-NUL-OZ 4 1 0.196 
TG2-NUL-03 4 1 0.351 
TGZ-NUL-OUP 4 1 0.220 
Pl-Cl-Ol 5 5 0.138 
Pl-Cl-OZ 5 5 0.134 
Pl-CR-03 5 5 0.121 
Pl-Cl-04 5 5 0.080 
Pl-Cl-DUP 5 5 0.063 
PZ-CR-Ol 5 5 0.081 
PZ-CR-OZ 5 5 0.093 
PZ-CR-03 5 5 0.096 
PZ-CR-04 5 5 0.065 
TGZ-CR-Ol 5 5 0.142 
TGZ-CR-DZ 5 5 0.162 
TG1-CL-Ol 6 3 0.194 
TG1-CL-02 6 3 0.Z11 
TGZ-CL-Ol 6 3 0.191 
TG2-CL-02 6 3 0.161 
TG2-CL-03 6 3 0.206 
TGZ-CL-04 6 3 0.ZZ1 
TG2-CL-DUP 6 3 0.119 
P1-0Y-01 1 4 0.19Z 
Pl-0Y-OZ 1 4 0.183 
P1-0Y-03 1 4 0.13Z 
Pl-0Y-04 7 4 0.166 
PZ-OY-Ol 7 4 0.18Z 
PZ-OY-OZ 1 4 0.153 
PZ-OY-03 7 4 0.146 
PZ-OY-04 7 4 0.174 
TG1-0Y-Ol 1 4 0.157 
TG1-OY-OZ 1 4 0.180 
TG1-0Y-03 1 4 0.156 
TG1-0Y-04 7 4 0.Z01 
TG2-0Y-Ol 7 4 0.153 
TG2-0Y-OZ 7 4 0.159 
TGZ-OY-03 7 4 0.166 
TGZ-OY-Q4 7 4 0.173 
TG2-OY-DUP 1 4 0.119 

Plrr;1 Isllnd Tillue Anllysil Ed 1/23,24,28/9Z EK 
Mercury Dltl in ugtl DRY WEIGHT 
GZ135-0003 
File M ... : HGFIELD.WKl 

.atch , HI Cone. 
S~le ID Work Plan Mercury Anllysfl CUII/') 

Pl-FlN-01 1 1 0.Z85 • • - Anllyte detected ;n Procedurll Illnk at >5X ~L. 
Pl-FIN-OZ 1 1 0.341 • Pl-FIN-03 1 1 .0.Z93 • The data for s~lel Pl-FIN-ARCH, PZ'FIL'01, TGZ-MUM·OUP, 
Pl-FIN-ARCH 1 , O.Z29 • PZ-NUL-01, Pl-CR-aUp, TG2-CL-OUP, and TGZ·OY·oup Ire 
PZ-FIM-01 1 , 0.Z8S • averl, .. fra. duplic~te analyses. 
PZ-FIM-OZ 1 1 0.Z16 I 
TG2-FIM-Ol 1 1 0.298 • P2-'lL-01 fl an averl,e of duplicate analyses, with one 
Pl-FIL-Ol Z 6 0.105 being perfoMlled wi th batch 6 and the other with batch 7. 
Pl-FIl-OZ 2 6 0.101 
Pl-FIL-03 Z 6 1.00Z 
Pl-FIL-ARCH 2 6 0.140 
PZ-FIl-Ol 2 6 & 1 0.085 
PZ-FIL-02 Z 6 0.16Z 
TG2-FIL-Ol Z 6 0.161 
P'-MUM-Ol 3 Z 0.039 • Pl-MUM-OZ 3 2 0.043 • Pl-MUM-03 .3 2 0.044 • PZ-MUM-Ol 3 Z 0.054 I 
TG1-MUM-Ol 3 Z 0.038 • TG1-MUM-OZ 3 2 0.039 • TG1-MUM-03 3 2 0.080 8 
TGZ-MUM-Ol 3 2 0.05Z 8 
TGZ-MUM-OZ 3 2 0.033 8 
TG2-MUM-03 3 3 0.053 8 
TG2-MUM-DUP 3 Z 0.044 I 
Pl-NUL-Ol 4 1 0.155 
P1-NUL-02 4 1 0.252 
P1-NUL-03 4 1 0.115 
PZ-MUL'Ol 4 1 0.578 
TG1-MUL-01 4 1 0.354 
TG1-NUL-OZ 4 1 0.14Z 
TGZ-NUL-Ol 4 1 0.198 
TGZ-NUL-OZ 4 1 0.196 
TG2-NUL-03 4 1 0.351 
TGZ-NUL-OUP 4 1 0.220 
Pl-Cl-Ol 5 5 0.138 
Pl-Cl-OZ 5 5 0.134 
Pl-CR-03 5 5 0.121 
Pl-Cl-04 5 5 0.080 
Pl-Cl-DUP 5 5 0.063 
PZ-CR-Ol 5 5 0.081 
PZ-CR-OZ 5 5 0.093 
PZ-CR-03 5 5 0.096 
PZ-CR-04 5 5 0.065 
TGZ-CR-Ol 5 5 0.142 
TGZ-CR-DZ 5 5 0.162 
TG1-CL-Ol 6 3 0.194 
TG1-CL-02 6 3 0.Z11 
TGZ-CL-Ol 6 3 0.191 
TG2-CL-02 6 3 0.161 
TG2-CL-03 6 3 0.206 
TGZ-CL-04 6 3 0.ZZ1 
TG2-CL-DUP 6 3 0.119 
P1-0Y-01 1 4 0.19Z 
Pl-0Y-OZ 1 4 0.183 
P1-0Y-03 1 4 0.13Z 
Pl-0Y-04 7 4 0.166 
PZ-OY-Ol 7 4 0.18Z 
PZ-OY-OZ 1 4 0.153 
PZ-OY-03 7 4 0.146 
PZ-OY-04 7 4 0.174 
TG1-0Y-Ol 1 4 0.157 
TG1-OY-OZ 1 4 0.180 
TG1-0Y-03 1 4 0.156 
TG1-0Y-04 7 4 0.Z01 
TG2-0Y-Ol 7 4 0.153 
TG2-0Y-OZ 7 4 0.159 
TGZ-OY-03 7 4 0.166 
TGZ-OY-Q4 7 4 0.173 
TG2-OY-DUP 1 4 0.119 



Psrris Island Tissue Analysts 
PAH Datn in @kg WET WElC3tit for BATCH I 

Sample Number: 
Bstch Number: 
Ssmplc Dry Weight (6): 
Ssmplo Lipid Weight (g/g): 
Snmplc Moidure Content (%): 

nsphthnlcne 
2-mcthylnsphthslcne 
I -mcthylnsphthslcnc 
biphcnyl 
2.6dimcthylnsphthnlene 
accnsphtJtylenc 
sccnrphthcnc 
I .6,7-trimcthylnsphthnlcne 
lluorcnc 
phcnsnthrcnc 
snthrsccnc 
I-methylphcnsnthrcne 
fluormthwe 
pyrene 
bcnz[r]snthrucene 
chryscne 
bcnzo~b)fluormthcnc 
bcnzo(k)lluorsnthcnc 
bcnzo(e)pyrenc 

~44pyr- 

PWlwe 
indeno( I ,2.3-c,d]pyrenc 
dibcnrJr,h)snthrscenc 

bcnzolg.h.ilpcrylcne 

Sum of PAH Anslytcs: 

ND - Not Dctcctcd 
J - Dctcctcd, but below the MDL 

PI-FIM-OI PI-FIM-O’L PI-FIM-03 I-FIM-ARCH P2-FIM-OI P2-FIM-02 TCiZ-FIM-OI 
BATCH I BATCH I BATCH I BATCH I BATCH I BATCH I BATCH I 

MDL 
II.39 
14.21 
13.99 
111.49 
16.41 
IS.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 

18. I9 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 
29.72 
12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

B - Anslytc is > 5 times MDL in Blsnk 

E - Estimstc.significant mstrtx interference 

7.324 6.635 3.317 
0.1876 0.0482 0.0422 
75.688 78. IBI 88.747 

6.117 6.755 5.243 6.736 
0.0523 0.0380 0.0703 0.035 I 
80.189 78.209 80.602 78.974 

0.82 J 
0.62 J 
0.48 J 
0.60 J 
0.31 J 
0.12 J 
0.20 J 
0.12 J 
0.70 J 

1.08 J 
0.14 J 
0.07 J 
0.38 J 
0.14 J 
3.10 ND 
0.07 J 
0.05 J 
0.03 J 
0.03 J 
0.03 J 
3.61 ND 
I.47 ND 
2.10 ND 
0.08 J 

I .46 3.80 
0.77 J 1.57 
0.53 J 0.86 J 
0.82 J 0.84 J 
0.37 J 0.62 J 
0.05 J 1.52 ND 
0.15 J 1.38 ND 
1.53 ND 1.35 ND 
0.48 J 0.50 J 
0.77 J 0.64 J 
0.12 J 0.16 J 
0.14 J 2.35 ND 
0.42 J 0.37 J 
0.29 J 0.26 J 
2.79 ND 2.46 ND 
0.15 J 0.18 J 
0.06 J 4.52 ND 
0.03 J 3.04 ND 
0.04 J 2.32 ND 
2.70 ND 2.39 ND 
3.24 ND 2.86 ND 
0.05 J I.16 ND 
1.88 ND 1.66 ND 
0.15 J 2.14 ND 

1.33 1.35 I .96 1.32 
0.61 J 0.56 J 0.86 J 0.92 J 
0.41 J 0.42 J 0.69 J 0.67 J 
1.26 J 0.37 J .0.70 J 0.29 J 
0.24 J 0.26 J 0.33 J 0.56 J 
1.56 ND 1.72 ND I.53 ND 1.66 ND 
1.42 ND 0.13 J 1.39 ND 0.11 J 
1.39 ND 1.53 ND I.36 ND 1.47 ND 
0.26 J 0.42 J 0.34 J 0.26 J 
0.27 J 0.59 J 0.36 J 0.26 J 
1.32 ND 0.03 J 0.05 J 0.04 J 
0.05 J 0.05 J 0.10 J 0.07 J 
0.14 J 0.26 J 0.18 J 0.10 J 
0.13 J 0.11 J 0.15 J 0.09 J 
2.53 ND 2.78 ND 2.48 ND 2.69 ND 
2.62 ND 2.88 ND 2.56 ND 2.78 ND 
4.65 ND 0.07 J 4.55 ND 4.93 ND 
3.13 ND 0.03 J 3.06 ND 3.32 ND 
2.39 ND 2.63 ND 2.34 ND 2.54 ND 
2.45 ND 2.70 ND 2.40 ND 2.61 ND 
2.94 ND 3.24 ND 2.88 ND 3.12 ND 
1.20 ND 1.32 ND I.17 ND 1.27 ND 
I.71 ND 1.88 ND 1.67 ND I.81 ND 
2.21 ND 0.10 J 2.16 ND 2.34 ND 

16.4 19.0 39.0 36.2 25.4 35.3 35.2 

Parri. Island Tillue AnalYlil 
P AU Data in ug/kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH I 

Sample Number: Pi-FIM-ol 

BATCH I 

7.324 

0.1876 

75.688 

PI-FIM-02 

BATCH I 

6.635 
0.0482 

78.181 

PI-FIM-03 I-FIM-ARCH P2-FIM-ol 

BATCH I 

6.7S5 

0.0380 

78.209 

P2-FIM-02 T02-FIM-01 

Batch Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (I): 

Sample Lipid Weilht (&II): 

Sample Moilture Content (~): 

naphthalene 

2-methylnapbthalene 

I-mcthylnaphthalene 

biphenyl 
2,6-dimethylRlphthalcne 

acenaphthylene 

acenaphlhene 

1,6,7-trimcthylnaphthalcne 

Iluorcnc 

phenanthrene 

anthracene 

I-mcthylphenanthrene 

Iluoranthene 
pyrene 
benz(a]anthraccne 

c:hryaene 

benzolb Jlluoranthcne 

benzo/klnuoranthcne 

benzolelpyrene 

bcnzolaJpyrene 
perylene 

indenolI ,2,3-c:,dJpyrene 
dibenz(a,hjanthracene 

bcnzoll,h,iJperylene 

Sum. of PAIl AnalytCl: 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected, but below the MDL 

MDL 

11.39 

14.21 

13.99 
18.49 

16.41 

15.71 

14.35 

14.01 

1l.17 
11.19 

13.36 

24.37 

30.38 
28.04 
25.54 

26.44 

46.94 

31.55 
24.12 
24.78 

29.72 

12.08 

17.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte ii > 5 times MDL in Blank 

E - Estimate,significant matrix interference 

( 

0.82 J 

0.62 J 
0.48 J 
0.60 J 

0.31 J 
0.12 J 
0.20 

0.12 

0.70 

1.08 J 
0.14 J 
0.07 J 
0.38 J 
0.14 J 

3.10 ND 

0.07 J 
0.05 J 

0.03 J 
0.03 J 
0.03 J 
3.61 ND 

1.47 ND 
2.10 ND 

0.08 J 

16.4 

1.46 

0.71 J 
0.53 J 
0.82 J 
0.37 

0.05 

0.15 J 

1.53 NO 

0.48 J 
0.77 J 

0.12 J 
0.14 J 
0.42 J 
0.29 J 

2.79 NO 

0.15 J 
0.06 J 
0.03 J 

0.04 J 
2.70 NO 

3.24 NO 

0.05 J 
1.88 ND 
0.15 J 

19.0 

BATCH I 

3.317 

0.0422 

80.747 

3.80 

1.57 

0.86 J 

0.14 J 

0.62 J 
1.52 ND 

1.38 ND 

1.35 ND 

O.SO J 

0.64 J 

0.16 J 

2.35 NO 

0.37 J 

0.26 J 

2.46 ND 

0.18 J 

4.52 NO 

3.04 NO 

2.32 NO 

2.39 ND 

2.86 NO 

1.16 ND 

1.66 ND 

2.14 ND 

39.0 

BATCH I 

6.117 
0.0523 

80.189 

1.33 

0.61 J 
0.41 

1.26 J 

0.24 J 
1.56 NO 

1.42 NO 

1.39 NO 

0.26 

0.27 J 
1.32 ND 

0.05 J 

0.14 J 

0.1l J 
2.53 NO 
2.62 NO 

4.65 NO 
3.13 ND 

2.39 ND 
2.45 ND 

2.94 ND 

1.20 ND 
1.71 ND 

2.21 ND 

36.2 

1.35 

0.56 J 

0.42 J 

0.37 J 
0.26 J 

1.72 NO 

0.1l J 
1.53 NO 

0.42 J 
0.59 J 
0.03 J 

0.05 J 
0.26 J 
0.11 J 
2.78 ND 

2.88 NO 

0.07 J 
0.03 J 
2.63 NO 

2.70 NO 

3.24 NO 

1.32 NO 

1.88 NO 
0.10 J 

25.4 

BATCH I 

5.243 

0.0703 

80.602 

1.96 

0.86 J 

0.69 J 
.0.70 J 
0.33 J 

1.53 NO 

1.39 ND 

1.36 NO 

0.34 J 
0.36 J 

0.05 J 

0.10 J 

0.18 J 

0.15 J 

2.48 NO 

2.56 ND 

4.55 NO 

3.06 ND 

2.34 NO 
2.40 NO 

2.88 NO 

1.17 NO 

1.67 ND 
2.16 NO 

35.3 

BATCH I 

6.736 

0.0351 
78.974 

1.32 

0.92 J 
0.67 J 

0.29 J 

0.S6 J 

1.66 NO 

0.11 J 

1.47 ND 

0.26 J 
0.26 J 
0.04 J 
0.07 J 
0.10 J 

0.09 J 

2.69 NO 

2.78 NO 
4.93 NO 
3.32 NO 

2.54 NO 
2.61 NO 

3.12 ND 

1.27 NO 

1.81 NO 

2.34 NO 

35.2 

( 

Parri. Island Tillue AnalYlil 
P AU Data in ug/kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH I 

Sample Number: Pi-FIM-ol 

BATCH I 

7.324 

0.1876 

75.688 

PI-FIM-02 

BATCH I 

6.635 
0.0482 

78.181 

PI-FIM-03 I-FIM-ARCH P2-FIM-ol 

BATCH I 

6.7S5 

0.0380 

78.209 

P2-FIM-02 T02-FIM-01 

Batch Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (I): 

Sample Lipid Weilht (&II): 

Sample Moilture Content (~): 

naphthalene 

2-methylnapbthalene 

I-mcthylnaphthalene 

biphenyl 
2,6-dimethylRlphthalcne 

acenaphthylene 

acenaphlhene 

1,6,7-trimcthylnaphthalcne 

Iluorcnc 

phenanthrene 

anthracene 

I-mcthylphenanthrene 

Iluoranthene 
pyrene 
benz(a]anthraccne 

c:hryaene 

benzolb Jlluoranthcne 

benzo/klnuoranthcne 

benzolelpyrene 

bcnzolaJpyrene 
perylene 

indenolI ,2,3-c:,dJpyrene 
dibenz(a,hjanthracene 

bcnzoll,h,iJperylene 

Sum. of PAIl AnalytCl: 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected, but below the MDL 

MDL 

11.39 

14.21 

13.99 
18.49 

16.41 

15.71 

14.35 

14.01 

1l.17 
11.19 

13.36 

24.37 

30.38 
28.04 
25.54 

26.44 

46.94 

31.55 
24.12 
24.78 

29.72 

12.08 

17.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte ii > 5 times MDL in Blank 

E - Estimate,significant matrix interference 

( 

0.82 J 

0.62 J 
0.48 J 
0.60 J 

0.31 J 
0.12 J 
0.20 

0.12 

0.70 

1.08 J 
0.14 J 
0.07 J 
0.38 J 
0.14 J 

3.10 ND 

0.07 J 
0.05 J 

0.03 J 
0.03 J 
0.03 J 
3.61 ND 

1.47 ND 
2.10 ND 

0.08 J 

16.4 

1.46 

0.71 J 
0.53 J 
0.82 J 
0.37 

0.05 

0.15 J 

1.53 NO 

0.48 J 
0.77 J 

0.12 J 
0.14 J 
0.42 J 
0.29 J 

2.79 NO 

0.15 J 
0.06 J 
0.03 J 

0.04 J 
2.70 NO 

3.24 NO 

0.05 J 
1.88 ND 
0.15 J 

19.0 

BATCH I 

3.317 

0.0422 

80.747 

3.80 

1.57 

0.86 J 

0.14 J 

0.62 J 
1.52 ND 

1.38 ND 

1.35 ND 

O.SO J 

0.64 J 

0.16 J 

2.35 NO 

0.37 J 

0.26 J 

2.46 ND 

0.18 J 

4.52 NO 

3.04 NO 

2.32 NO 

2.39 ND 

2.86 NO 

1.16 ND 

1.66 ND 

2.14 ND 

39.0 

BATCH I 

6.117 
0.0523 

80.189 

1.33 

0.61 J 
0.41 

1.26 J 

0.24 J 
1.56 NO 

1.42 NO 

1.39 NO 

0.26 

0.27 J 
1.32 ND 

0.05 J 

0.14 J 

0.1l J 
2.53 NO 
2.62 NO 

4.65 NO 
3.13 ND 

2.39 ND 
2.45 ND 

2.94 ND 

1.20 ND 
1.71 ND 

2.21 ND 

36.2 

1.35 

0.56 J 

0.42 J 

0.37 J 
0.26 J 

1.72 NO 

0.1l J 
1.53 NO 

0.42 J 
0.59 J 
0.03 J 

0.05 J 
0.26 J 
0.11 J 
2.78 ND 

2.88 NO 

0.07 J 
0.03 J 
2.63 NO 

2.70 NO 

3.24 NO 

1.32 NO 

1.88 NO 
0.10 J 

25.4 

BATCH I 

5.243 

0.0703 

80.602 

1.96 

0.86 J 

0.69 J 
.0.70 J 
0.33 J 

1.53 NO 

1.39 ND 

1.36 NO 

0.34 J 
0.36 J 

0.05 J 

0.10 J 

0.18 J 

0.15 J 

2.48 NO 

2.56 ND 

4.55 NO 

3.06 ND 

2.34 NO 
2.40 NO 

2.88 NO 

1.17 NO 

1.67 ND 
2.16 NO 

35.3 

BATCH I 

6.736 

0.0351 
78.974 

1.32 

0.92 J 
0.67 J 

0.29 J 

0.S6 J 

1.66 NO 

0.11 J 

1.47 ND 

0.26 J 
0.26 J 
0.04 J 
0.07 J 
0.10 J 

0.09 J 

2.69 NO 

2.78 NO 
4.93 NO 
3.32 NO 

2.54 NO 
2.61 NO 

3.12 ND 

1.27 NO 

1.81 NO 

2.34 NO 

35.2 

( 



Pnrrls lslutd Tissue Annlyris 

PAH Dam in UJ& WET WEIOHT for BATCH2 

Sample Number: 
bch Number: 
Sample Dry Weight (8): 
Sample Lipid Weight (g/g): 
Sample Moidura Content (%): 

nrphth&nc 
2-mcthyltuphthrlcnc 
I-mcthylnttphth&ne 
biphcnyl 
2.6-dimctJtyltuphthalee 
rcenrphthylcnc 
rccnrphthcne 
I .6.7-trimcthylnrphthnlcne 
lluorcne 
phenwthrenc 
utthrwcne 
I -methylphcnutthrcnc 
fluownthenc 

pYr== 
bcntla JMthrucnc 
chryune 
bcnzo(bBhtorunthcnc 
bcnzo(k)lluormtJtcnc 

~~I~lPY~ 
benzo(dpyrenc 

PWe- 
indeno[ I ,2,3-c,d)pyrcnc 
dibcnz[u.h~~thrr 

buuoIg,h.ilpevlcne 

Sum of PAH Andytcs: 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected. but below the MDL 

MDL 
II.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
111.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 

29.72 
12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

PI-FIL-OI PI-FIL-02 PI-FIL-03 I-FIL-ARCH P2-FIL-OI 
BATCH2 BATCH2 BATCH2 BATCH2 BATCH2 

‘2-FIL-02 TGZ-FIL-OI 
BATCH2 BATCH2 

4.707 4.035 0.025 0.100 2.957 0.114 I.311 
0.7036 0.5157 4.8aIO 0.0760 0.5899 O.XJW 0.0899 
53.322 61.255 57.684 57.684 58.476 57.684 57.684 

8.56 J 
5.61 J 
3.a8 J 
9.31 J 
3.83 ND 
3.09 J 
1.90 J 
1.34 J 

II.39 
21.91 

2.75 J 
0.36 J 
6.32 J 
I.61 J 
0.63 J 
0.44 J 

10.96 ND 
7.36 ND 
5.63 ND 
0.49 J 
6.94 ND 
2.82 ND 
4.03 ND 
5.20 ND 

14.72 
5.28 J 
3.94 J 

26.80 
2.67 J 
1.09 J 
2.83 J 
2.71 ND 
7.59 J 

16.56 
2.79 J 
1.42 J 

II.59 J 
46.95 
4.95 ND 
0.61 J 
9.09 ND 
6.11 ND 
4.67 ND 
4.80 ND 
5.76 ND 

2.34 ND 
3.34 ND 
4.32 ND 

546.21 127.33 16.66 75.13 10.02 
88. I9 32.37 9.09 J 3.01 ND 4.17 J 
68.55 20.35 4.92 J 2.96 ND 2.26 J 
3.91 ND 108.50 14.60 18.19 I.11 J 
3.47 ND 3.47 ND 3.06 J 3.47 ND 3.47 ND 
3.34 ND 3.34 ND I.71 J 3.34 ND 3.34 ND 
3.04 ND 19.76 4.60 J 3.04 ND 3.04 ND 
2.96 ND 2.96 ND 2.91 ND 2.96 ND 2.96 ND 
2.79 ND 2.79 ND IO. I9 9.06 J I.12 J 

48.64 44.39 22.89 14.85 I.31 J 
2.83 ND 2.83 ND 1.56 J 2.83 ND 2.83 ND 
5.16 ND 5.16 ND 0.84 J 5.16 ND 5.16 ND 

29.25 81.37 9.21 J 8.57 J 0.79 J 
43.22 520.36 3.70 J 12.77 J 5.93 ND 
5.40 ND 5.40 ND 0.56 J 5.40 ND UO ND 
5.59 ND 6.47 J 1.22 J 4.46 J 5.59 ND 

14.25 J 9.93 ND 0.89 J 9.93 ND 0.70 J 
IO.14 J 6.68 ND 0.50 J 6.68 ND 0.44 J 
5.10 ND 5.10 ND 0.26 J 5.10 ND 5.10 ND 
5.24 ND 5.24 ND 0.27 J 5.24 ND 5.24 ND 
6.29 ND 6.29 ND 0.43 J 6.29 ND 6.29 ND 
2.56 ND 2.56 ND 2.51 ND 2.56 ND 2.56 ND 
3.65 ND 3.65 ND 3.58 ND 3.65 ND 3.65 ND 
4.71 ND 10.96 J 0.54 J 4.71 ND 4.71 ND 

126.3 192.9 914.5 1037.3 116.7 219.3 87.2 

B - Analytc is > 5 timer MDL in Blat& 
E - E&nntc.signifiit matrix interference 

Parrla Island Tissue Analyaia 

PAR Oata in uglkg WET WEIGHT for BATCH2 

Sample Number: 

Batch Number: 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Lipid Weight (g'&): 
Sample Moilture Contcnt (~): 

n.phthalene 
2-mcthylnaphthalcne 

I-mcthylnaphth.lcne 
biphenyl 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene 

.cen.phthylcne 

.cen.phthene 
1,6,7-trimcthyln.phthalcne 

fluorene 

phenanthrene 

anthracene 
I-mcthylphcnanthrene 

ftuoranthenc 
pyrene 

bcnz(.lanthraccne 
chrylCftC 
~blfluoranthcnc 

~klfluoranthenc 

benzolelpyrenc 
benzoI.lpyrene 
perylenc 

indcnoll,2.3-c.dlpyrene 

dibenzl •• hlanthraccne 
bcnzoIg,h.iJperylene 

Sum of PAR Analytes: 

NO - Not OctC(:lcd 
J - OctC(:tcd, but below the MOL 

MOL 
11.39 

14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.17 

18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 

28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 

3U5 
24.12 
24.78 

29.72 

12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte i. > 5 times MOL in Blank 
E - Estimate, significant matrix Interference 

PI-Fll-OJ 

BATCH2 

4.707 
0.7036 
53.322 

8.56 J 
5.61 J 
3.88 J 
9.31 J 

3.83 NO 
3.09 J 
1.90 
1.34 J 

11.39 

21.91 

2.75 J 
0.36 J 
6.32 J 

1.61 J 
0.63 J 
0.44 J 

10.96 NO 
7.36 NO 
5.63 NO 
0.49 J 

6.94 NO 

2.82 NO 

4.03 NO 
5.20 NO 

126.3 

PI-Fll-m 

BATCH2 

4.035 
0.5157 
61.255 

14.72 
5.28 J 
3.94 J 

26.80 
2.67 J 
1.09 J 

2.8~ J 

2.71 NO 
7.59 J 

16.56 

2.79 J 
1.42 J 

IU9 J 

46.95 

4.95 NO 
0.61 J 
9.09 NO 
6.11 NO 
4.67 NO 
4.80 NO 

5.76 NO 

2.34 NO 
3.34 NO 
4.32 NO 

192.9 

PI-Fll-OJ I-Fll-ARCH 

BATCH2 
0.025 

4.8000 
57.684 

546.21 

88.19 
68.55 
3.91 NO 

3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 
3.04 NO 

2.96 NO 

2.79 NO 
48.64 

2.83 NO 
5.16 NO 

29.25 

43.22 
5.40 NO 
5.59 NO 

14.25 J 

10.14 J 
5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 

6.29 NO 

2.56 NO 
3.65 NO 
4.71 NO 

914.5 

BATCH2 
0.100 

0.0760 
57.684 

127.33 

32.37 
20.35 

IOS.SO 
3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 

19.76 

2.96 NO 

2.79 NO 

44.39 

2.83 NO 
5.16 NO 

81.37 

520.36 
5.40 NO 
6.47 J 

9.93 NO 
6.68 NO 
5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 

6.29 NO 
2.56 NO 

3.65 NO 
10.96 J 

1037.3 

Pl-Fll-{)1 

BATCH2 
2.957 

0.5899 
58.476 

16.66 
9.09 J 

4.92 J 

14.60 

3.06 J 
1.71 J 
4.60 J 

2.91 NO 
10.19 

22.89 

1.56 J 
0.14 J 
9.21 J 
3.70 J 

0.56 J 

1.22 J 
0.89 J 
0.50 J 

0.26 J 
0.27 J 
0.43 J 
2.51 NO 
3.58 NO 
0.54 J 

116.7 

Pl-Fll-{)2 TG2-Fll-{)1 

BATCH2 BATCH2 
0.114 1.311 

0.3000 O.OS99 
57.684 57.684 

75.1l 

3.01 NO 
2.96 NO 

18.19 
3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 

3.04 NO 
2.96 NO 

9.06 J 
14.85 

2.83 NO 
5.16 NO 
8.57 J 

12.77 J 
5.40 NO 
4.46 J 

9.93 NO 
6.68 NO 

5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 

6.29 NO 
2.56 NO 
3.65 NO 

4.71 NO 

219.3 

10.02 

4.17 J 

2.26 J 
1.11 J 

3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 

3.04 NO 

2.96 NO 

1.12 J 

1.31 J 

2.83 NO 

5.16 NO 
0.79 J 
5.93 NO 
5.40 NO 

5.S9 NO 
0.70 J 
0.44 J 
5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 
6.29 NO 

2.56 NO 
3.65 NO 
4.71 NO 

87.2 

Parrla Island Tissue Analyaia 

PAR Oata in uglkg WET WEIGHT for BATCH2 

Sample Number: 

Batch Number: 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Lipid Weight (g'&): 
Sample Moilture Contcnt (~): 

n.phthalene 
2-mcthylnaphthalcne 

I-mcthylnaphth.lcne 
biphenyl 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene 

.cen.phthylcne 

.cen.phthene 
1,6,7-trimcthyln.phthalcne 

fluorene 

phenanthrene 

anthracene 
I-mcthylphcnanthrene 

ftuoranthenc 
pyrene 

bcnz(.lanthraccne 
chrylCftC 
~blfluoranthcnc 

~klfluoranthenc 

benzolelpyrenc 
benzoI.lpyrene 
perylenc 

indcnoll,2.3-c.dlpyrene 

dibenzl •• hlanthraccne 
bcnzoIg,h.iJperylene 

Sum of PAR Analytes: 

NO - Not OctC(:lcd 
J - OctC(:tcd, but below the MOL 

MOL 
11.39 

14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.17 

18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 

28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 

3U5 
24.12 
24.78 

29.72 

12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte i. > 5 times MOL in Blank 
E - Estimate, significant matrix Interference 

PI-Fll-OJ 

BATCH2 

4.707 
0.7036 
53.322 

8.56 J 
5.61 J 
3.88 J 
9.31 J 

3.83 NO 
3.09 J 
1.90 
1.34 J 

11.39 

21.91 

2.75 J 
0.36 J 
6.32 J 

1.61 J 
0.63 J 
0.44 J 

10.96 NO 
7.36 NO 
5.63 NO 
0.49 J 

6.94 NO 

2.82 NO 

4.03 NO 
5.20 NO 

126.3 

PI-Fll-m 

BATCH2 

4.035 
0.5157 
61.255 

14.72 
5.28 J 
3.94 J 

26.80 
2.67 J 
1.09 J 

2.8~ J 

2.71 NO 
7.59 J 

16.56 

2.79 J 
1.42 J 

IU9 J 

46.95 

4.95 NO 
0.61 J 
9.09 NO 
6.11 NO 
4.67 NO 
4.80 NO 

5.76 NO 

2.34 NO 
3.34 NO 
4.32 NO 

192.9 

PI-Fll-OJ I-Fll-ARCH 

BATCH2 
0.025 

4.8000 
57.684 

546.21 

88.19 
68.55 
3.91 NO 

3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 
3.04 NO 

2.96 NO 

2.79 NO 
48.64 

2.83 NO 
5.16 NO 

29.25 

43.22 
5.40 NO 
5.59 NO 

14.25 J 

10.14 J 
5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 

6.29 NO 

2.56 NO 
3.65 NO 
4.71 NO 

914.5 

BATCH2 
0.100 

0.0760 
57.684 

127.33 

32.37 
20.35 

IOS.SO 
3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 

19.76 

2.96 NO 

2.79 NO 

44.39 

2.83 NO 
5.16 NO 

81.37 

520.36 
5.40 NO 
6.47 J 

9.93 NO 
6.68 NO 
5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 

6.29 NO 
2.56 NO 

3.65 NO 
10.96 J 

1037.3 

Pl-Fll-{)1 

BATCH2 
2.957 

0.5899 
58.476 

16.66 
9.09 J 

4.92 J 

14.60 

3.06 J 
1.71 J 
4.60 J 

2.91 NO 
10.19 

22.89 

1.56 J 
0.14 J 
9.21 J 
3.70 J 

0.56 J 

1.22 J 
0.89 J 
0.50 J 

0.26 J 
0.27 J 
0.43 J 
2.51 NO 
3.58 NO 
0.54 J 

116.7 

Pl-Fll-{)2 TG2-Fll-{)1 

BATCH2 BATCH2 
0.114 1.311 

0.3000 O.OS99 
57.684 57.684 

75.1l 

3.01 NO 
2.96 NO 

18.19 
3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 

3.04 NO 
2.96 NO 

9.06 J 
14.85 

2.83 NO 
5.16 NO 
8.57 J 

12.77 J 
5.40 NO 
4.46 J 

9.93 NO 
6.68 NO 

5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 

6.29 NO 
2.56 NO 
3.65 NO 

4.71 NO 

219.3 

10.02 

4.17 J 

2.26 J 
1.11 J 

3.47 NO 

3.34 NO 

3.04 NO 

2.96 NO 

1.12 J 

1.31 J 

2.83 NO 

5.16 NO 
0.79 J 
5.93 NO 
5.40 NO 

5.S9 NO 
0.70 J 
0.44 J 
5.10 NO 
5.24 NO 
6.29 NO 

2.56 NO 
3.65 NO 
4.71 NO 

87.2 



Psrris Islsnd Tissue Anslysis 
PAH Dsts in @kg WET WBIOHT for BATCH3 

Sample Number: 
Brb Number: 
Ssmple Dry Weight (6): 
SUI@O Lipid wCi&t (8/3: 
Sample Moidure Content (!a): 

nsphthslcne 
2-mdhylnaphthalcnc 
I -mdhylnsphth4lcnc 

biphcnyl 
2.6-dimcthylMphthulene 
scensphthylcne 
acenrphthcnc 
I .6,7-trimctJtylnaphthslcnc 
tluorene 
phcnsnthrcnc 
anthrsccne 
I -mcthylphcnsnthrene 
BuorMthMc 

PYr- 
benz(a~Mulraccnc 

chrysene 
bcnzo(bJfluornnthcne 
bcnzo(k)fluornnthcne 
bcnz.o(e]pyrene 
bcnzofr]pyrcnc 

perylene 
indcno( I ,2,3-c.d]pyrene 
dibc&.hJnnthrsccnc 

benzola.h.ilpcrylcac 

Sum of PAH Anrlyta: 

ND - Not D&&d 
J - Detected, but below the MDL 

PI-MUM41 PI-MUM-02 PI-MUM-03 P2-MUM-01 TOI-MUM-01 TOI-MUM-02 TCJI-MUM-03 TCJZ-MUM-01 7432 

BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 

MDL 
il.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24. I2 
24.78 
29.72 

12.08 
17.25 
22.26 

5.359 6.299 4.932 8.521 7.261 7.388 3.939 7.579 
0. I523 0.0505 0.1603 0.2195 0.30013 0.1254 0.1618 0.2516 
78.654 79.359 78.023 75.116 76.242 75.79 78.796 75.485 

I.21 
0.67 J 
0.36 J 
0.24 J 
0.26 J 
1.68 ND 
0.19 J 
I.50 ND 
0.37 J 
0.73 J 
1.43 ND 
0.06 J 
0.15 J 
0.13 J 
2.73 ND 
0.04 J 
5.01 ND 
3.37 ND 
2.57 ND 
,2.64 ND 
3.17 ND 
1.29 ND 
1.84 ND 
2.38 ND 

0.92 
0.44 J 
0.33 J 
0.18 J 
0.16 J 
1.63 ND 
0.13 J 
1.45 ND 
0.24 J 
0.46 J 
1.38 ND 
2.52 ND 
0.14 J 
0.08 J 
2.64 ND 
2.73 ND 
4.84 ND 
3.26 ND 
2.49 ND 
2.56 ND 
3.07 ND 
1.25 ND 
I.78 ND 
2.38 ND 

37.0 

I.14 
0.57 J 
0.38 J 
0.28 J 
0.24 J 
1.73 ND 
1.58 ND 
I.54 ND 
0.31 J 
0.50 J 
I.47 ND 
2.68 ND 
0.17 J 
0.10 J 
2.81 ND 
2.91 ND 
5.16 ND 
3.47 ND 
2.65 ND 
2.72 ND 
3.27 ND 
1.33 ND 
1.90 ND 
2.45 ND 

1.68 

I .25 
0.77 J 
0.51 J 
0.50 J 
0.15 J 
0.83 J 
0.15 J 
1.20 
1.94 
0.12 J 
0.08 J 
0.61 J 
0.27 J 
3.111 ND 
0.08 J 
5.84 ND 
3.93 ND 
3.00 ND 
3.08 ND 
3.70 ND 
1.50 ND 
2.15 ND 
2.77 ND 

I.98 
3.20 
1.74 
0.73 J 
I.13 J 
0.21 J 
0.92 J 
0.37 J 
1.32 
1.69 
0.23 J 
2.89 ND 
0.61 J 
0.25 J 
3.03 ND 
0.30 J 
0.28 J 
3.75 ND 
2.B7 ND 
2.94 ND 
3.53 ND 
1.43 ND 
2.05 ND 
2.65 ND 

I.19 
I.16 J 
0.60 J 
2.24 ND 
0.40 J 

I.91 ND 
0.23 J 
1.70 ND 
0.37 J 
0.55 J 
1.62 ND 
2.95 ND 
0.18 J 
0.06 J 
3.09 ND 
3.20 ND 
5.68 ND 
3.82 ND 
2.92 ND 
3.00 ND 
3.60 ND 
I.46 ND 
2.09 ND 

. 2.70 ND 

46.7 

1.27 
0.76 J 
0.47 J 
1.96 ND 
1.74 ND 
1.67 ND 
1.52 ND 
1.49 ND 
0.28 J 
0.39 J 
1.42 ND 
2.58 ND 
0.22 J 
2.97 ND 
2.71 ND 
2.80 ND 
4.98 ND 
3.34 ND 
2.56 ND 
2.63 ND 
3.15 ND 
1.28 ND 
1.83 ND 
2.36 ND 

I.&J 
2.77 
1.40 
0.59 J 
1.33 J 
0.25 J 
0.59 J 
0.42 J 
0.99 J 
I.71 
0.11 J 
0.09 J 
0.62 J 
0.26 J 
3.13 ND 
0.10 J 
5.75 ND 
0.09 J 
0.06 J 
3.04 ND 
3.64 ND 
1.48 ND 
2.11 ND 
0.10 J 

34.0 41.3 39.3 40.1 46.4 32.3 

B - Annlytc is > 5 times MDL in Blank 
E - Edimste,signifkzant nutrir btterfercncc 

Parrl. 1.land Tlnue Analyel. 

PAIl Oetain uglk, WET WEIOHT for BATCH3 

Sample Number: PI-MUM-{)I 

BATCH3 

5.359 

0.1523 
18.654 

PI-MUM-{)2 PI-MUM-{)3 Pl-MUM-{)I T01-MUM-{)1 TOl-MUM-{)2 TOl-MUM-{)3 T02-MUM-{)1 T02 

Batch Number: 

Sample Ory Wel&ht (,): 

Sample Upld Wel&ht ("&): 
Sample Moisture Content (S): 

naphthalene 

2-mcthylnaphthalcne 

I-mcthylnaphthalene 

biphenyl 

2.6-dlmethylnaphthalene 

acenaphthylene 

acenaphthcne 

1.6.1-trlmethylnaphthalene 

fluorenc 

phenanthrenc 

anthracene 

I-methylphcnanthreno 

fluoranthcne 

pyrcne 
bcnz(a)lUlthraccne 

c:hrylCRe 
benzo(b)fluorlUlthcne 

benzo(k)Ouoranthcno 

benzo(e)pyrcne 

benzo(a )pyrene 

perylcne 

indcno( 1.2.3-c.d)pyrene 

dibcnz(a.h)anthrac:eno 

bcnzof,.h.l)perylene 

Sum of PAIl AnalytCl: 

NO - Not Octcc:tcd 

J - Detected. but below the MOL 

MOL 

11.39 

14.21 

1l.99 

18.49 

16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.11 

18.19 

13.36 

24.31 
30.38 
28.04 

25.54 

26.44 

46.94 
31.55 
24.12 

24.18 

29.12 
12.08 

11.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte I. > 5 IlmCi MOL in Blank 
E - Estimale.llpiflUlll melrill interfcrence 

( 

1.21 

0.67 J 
0.36 J 
0.24 J 

0.26 J 

1.68 NO 

0.19 J 

I.SO NO 

0.37 J 
0.73 
1.43 NO 
0.06 J 

0.15 J 
0.13 J 

2.73 NO 

0.04 J 

5.01 NO 

3.37 NO 

2.57 NO 

2.64 NO 

3.17 NO 

1.29 NO 

1.14 NO 
2.38 NO 

34.0 

BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 

6.299 4.932 8.521 7.261 7.388 3.939 7.519 
0.OS05 

79.359 

0.92 

0.44 J 
0.33 J 
0.18 J 

0.16 J 

1.63 NO 

0.13 J 
1.45 NO 

0.24 

0.46 J 

1.38 NO 

2.52 NO 
0.14 J 
0.08 J 
2.64 NO 

2.13 NO 
4.14 NO 

3.26 NO 
2.49 NO 

2.56 NO 

3.01 NO 

1.25 NO 

1.78 NO 
2.30 NO 

31.0 

0.1603 

78.023 

1.14 

0.51 J 
0.38 J 

0.28 J 

0.24 J 

1.73 NO 

1.58 NO 

1.54 NO 

0.31 J 
O.SO J 

1.47 NO 

2.68 NO 
0.17 J 

0.10 J 

2.81 NO 

2.91 NO 
5.16 NO 

3.47 NO 

2.65 NO 

2.12 NO 

3.27 NO 
1.33 NO 

1.90 NO 
2.45 NO 

41.3 

( 

0.2195 

75.118 

1.68 

1.25 

0.77 J 
0.51 J 
O.SO J 
0.15 J 
0.83 J 
0.15 J 
1.20 

1.94 

0.12 J 

0.08 J 
0.61 J 
0.27 J 

3.18 NO 
0.08 J 

5.14 NO 

3.93 NO 

3.00 NO 
3.08 NO 

3.70 NO 

I.SO NO 

2.15 NO 

2.77 NO 

39.3 

0.3013 

76.242 

1.98 

3.20 

1.74 

0.73 J 

1.13 J 
0.21 J 
0.92 J 
0.37 J 
1.32 
1.69 

0.23 J 

2.89 NO 

0.61 J 

0.25 J 
3.03 NO 

0.30 J 

0.28 J 

3.7S NO 

2.87 NO 

2.94 NO 

3.53 NO 

1.43 NO 

2.05 NO 

2.65 NO 

40.1 

0.1254 

75.19 

1.19 

1.16 J 
0.60 J 

2.24 NO 

0.40 J 

1.91 NO 

0.23 J 

1.70 NO 

0.37 J 

0.55 J 

1.62 NO 

2.95 NO 

0.18 J 

0.08 J 
3.09 NO 

3.20 NO 

5.68 NO 

3.82 NO 

2.92 NO 
3.00 NO 

3.60 NO 

1.46 NO 

2.09 NO 

2.70 NO 

46.7 

0.1618 

78.796 

1.27 

0.76 J 

0.47 J 

1.96 NO 

1.74 NO 

1.67 NO 

1.52 NO 

1.49 NO 

0.28 J 
0.39 J 

1.42 NO 

2.58 NO 

0.22 J 

2.97 NO 
2.71 NO 

2.80 ND 
4.98 NO 

3.34 NO 

2.56 NO 

2.63 NO 

3.15 NO 

1.28 NO 

1.83 NO 
2.36 NO 

46.4 

0.2516 

75.485 

1.60 

2.77 

1.40 

0.59 J 

1.33 J 

0.25 J 
0.59 J 
0.42 J 

0.99 J 
1.71 

0.11 J 
0.09 J 
0.62 J 
0.26 J 
3.13 NO 

0.10 J 
5.75 NO 

0.09 J 
0.06 J 

3.04 NO 

3.64 NO 

1.48 NO 

2.11 NO 
0.10 J 

32.3 

( 

Parrl. 1.land Tlnue Analyel. 

PAIl Oetain uglk, WET WEIOHT for BATCH3 

Sample Number: PI-MUM-{)I 

BATCH3 

5.359 

0.1523 
18.654 

PI-MUM-{)2 PI-MUM-{)3 Pl-MUM-{)I T01-MUM-{)1 TOl-MUM-{)2 TOl-MUM-{)3 T02-MUM-{)1 T02 

Batch Number: 

Sample Ory Wel&ht (,): 

Sample Upld Wel&ht ("&): 
Sample Moisture Content (S): 

naphthalene 

2-mcthylnaphthalcne 

I-mcthylnaphthalene 

biphenyl 

2.6-dlmethylnaphthalene 

acenaphthylene 

acenaphthcne 

1.6.1-trlmethylnaphthalene 

fluorenc 

phenanthrenc 

anthracene 

I-methylphcnanthreno 

fluoranthcne 

pyrcne 
bcnz(a)lUlthraccne 

c:hrylCRe 
benzo(b)fluorlUlthcne 

benzo(k)Ouoranthcno 

benzo(e)pyrcne 

benzo(a )pyrene 

perylcne 

indcno( 1.2.3-c.d)pyrene 

dibcnz(a.h)anthrac:eno 

bcnzof,.h.l)perylene 

Sum of PAIl AnalytCl: 

NO - Not Octcc:tcd 

J - Detected. but below the MOL 

MOL 

11.39 

14.21 

1l.99 

18.49 

16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.11 

18.19 

13.36 

24.31 
30.38 
28.04 

25.54 

26.44 

46.94 
31.55 
24.12 

24.18 

29.12 
12.08 

11.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte I. > 5 IlmCi MOL in Blank 
E - Estimale.llpiflUlll melrill interfcrence 

( 

1.21 

0.67 J 
0.36 J 
0.24 J 

0.26 J 

1.68 NO 

0.19 J 

I.SO NO 

0.37 J 
0.73 
1.43 NO 
0.06 J 

0.15 J 
0.13 J 

2.73 NO 

0.04 J 

5.01 NO 

3.37 NO 

2.57 NO 

2.64 NO 

3.17 NO 

1.29 NO 

1.14 NO 
2.38 NO 

34.0 

BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 

6.299 4.932 8.521 7.261 7.388 3.939 7.519 
0.OS05 

79.359 

0.92 

0.44 J 
0.33 J 
0.18 J 

0.16 J 

1.63 NO 

0.13 J 
1.45 NO 

0.24 

0.46 J 

1.38 NO 

2.52 NO 
0.14 J 
0.08 J 
2.64 NO 

2.13 NO 
4.14 NO 

3.26 NO 
2.49 NO 

2.56 NO 

3.01 NO 

1.25 NO 

1.78 NO 
2.30 NO 

31.0 

0.1603 

78.023 

1.14 

0.51 J 
0.38 J 

0.28 J 

0.24 J 

1.73 NO 

1.58 NO 

1.54 NO 

0.31 J 
O.SO J 

1.47 NO 

2.68 NO 
0.17 J 

0.10 J 

2.81 NO 

2.91 NO 
5.16 NO 

3.47 NO 

2.65 NO 

2.12 NO 

3.27 NO 
1.33 NO 

1.90 NO 
2.45 NO 

41.3 

( 

0.2195 

75.118 

1.68 

1.25 

0.77 J 
0.51 J 
O.SO J 
0.15 J 
0.83 J 
0.15 J 
1.20 

1.94 

0.12 J 

0.08 J 
0.61 J 
0.27 J 

3.18 NO 
0.08 J 

5.14 NO 

3.93 NO 

3.00 NO 
3.08 NO 

3.70 NO 

I.SO NO 

2.15 NO 

2.77 NO 

39.3 

0.3013 

76.242 

1.98 

3.20 

1.74 

0.73 J 

1.13 J 
0.21 J 
0.92 J 
0.37 J 
1.32 
1.69 

0.23 J 

2.89 NO 

0.61 J 

0.25 J 
3.03 NO 

0.30 J 

0.28 J 

3.7S NO 

2.87 NO 

2.94 NO 

3.53 NO 

1.43 NO 

2.05 NO 

2.65 NO 

40.1 

0.1254 

75.19 

1.19 

1.16 J 
0.60 J 

2.24 NO 

0.40 J 

1.91 NO 

0.23 J 

1.70 NO 

0.37 J 

0.55 J 

1.62 NO 

2.95 NO 

0.18 J 

0.08 J 
3.09 NO 

3.20 NO 

5.68 NO 

3.82 NO 

2.92 NO 
3.00 NO 

3.60 NO 

1.46 NO 

2.09 NO 

2.70 NO 

46.7 

0.1618 

78.796 

1.27 

0.76 J 

0.47 J 

1.96 NO 

1.74 NO 

1.67 NO 

1.52 NO 

1.49 NO 

0.28 J 
0.39 J 

1.42 NO 

2.58 NO 

0.22 J 

2.97 NO 
2.71 NO 

2.80 ND 
4.98 NO 

3.34 NO 

2.56 NO 

2.63 NO 

3.15 NO 

1.28 NO 

1.83 NO 
2.36 NO 

46.4 

0.2516 

75.485 

1.60 

2.77 

1.40 

0.59 J 

1.33 J 

0.25 J 
0.59 J 
0.42 J 

0.99 J 
1.71 

0.11 J 
0.09 J 
0.62 J 
0.26 J 
3.13 NO 

0.10 J 
5.75 NO 

0.09 J 
0.06 J 

3.04 NO 

3.64 NO 

1.48 NO 

2.11 NO 
0.10 J 

32.3 

( 



TOZ-MUM-02 TDZ-MUM-03 2-MUM-DUP 
. BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 

J 
J 
J 
J 
ND 
J 
ND 
J 
J 
ND 
ND 
ND 

ND 
J 

6.626 6.733 7.070 
0.1333 o.o6la O.lo66 
76.113 77.819 77.031 

1.25 
0.99 J 
0.46 J 
0.24 J 
0.29 J 
1.73 ND 
1.57 ND 
1.53 ND 
0.24 J 
0.50 J 
0.09 J 
0.05 J 
0.29 J 
0.08 J 
2.79 ND 
2.B9 ND 
5.14 ND 
3.45 ND 
2.64 ND 
2.71 ND 
3.25 ND 
1.32 ND 
1.89 ND 
2.44 ND 

1.20 I.14 
0.88 J I .36 
0.57 J 0.72 J 
0.19 J 0.27 J 
0.19 J 0.71 J 
1.75 ND I.81 ND 
0.16 J 0.14 J 
I.55 ND 0.13 J 
0.23 J 0.29 J 
0.54 J 0.53 J 
0.05 J 1.53 ND 
0.06 J 0.07 J 
0.31 J 0.25 J 
0.23 J 0.12 J 
2.83 ND 2.93 ND 
0.05 J 3.04 ND 
5.21 ND 5.39 ND 
3.50 ND 3.62 ND 
2.68 ND 2.77 ND 
2.75 ND 2.85 ND 

3.u) ND 3.41 ND 

1.34 ND 1.39 ND 

I.91 ND 1.98 ND 
0.06 J 2.56 ND 

37.9 31.6 39.0 

T02-MUM~ T02-MUM-Q3 2-MUM-OUP 

BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 
6.626 6.733 1.070 

0.1333 0.0618 0.1066 
18.113 77.819 77.031 

l.15 1.20 1.14 
0.99 J 0.88 J 1.36 
0.48 J 0.57 J 0.12 J 

J 0.24 J 0.19 J 0.21 J 
J 0.29 J 0.19 J 0.11 J 
J 1.73 NO 1.75 NO 1.81 NO 
J 1.57 NO 0.16 J 0.14 J 
J 1.53 NO US NO 0.13 J 

J 0.24 J 0.23 J 0.29 J 
O.SO J 0.54 J 0.53 J 

J 0.09 J 0.05 J l.S3 NO 
J 0.05 J 0.06 J 0.07 J 

J 0.29 J 0.31 J 0.15 J 
J 0.08 J 0.23 J 0.12 J 

NO 2.19 NO 2.83 NO 2.93 NO 
J 2.89 NO 0.05 J 3.04 NO 
NO 5.14 NO 5.21 NO 5.39 NO 
J 3.45 NO 3.SO NO 3.62 NO 
J 2.64 NO 2.68 NO 2.17 NO 
NO 2.71 NO 2.75 NO 2.85 NO 
NO 3.25 NO 3.30 NO 3.41 NO 

NO 1.32 NO 1.34 NO 1.39 NO 
NO 1.89 NO 1.91 NO 1.98 NO 
J 2.44 NO 0.06 J 2.56 NO 

37.9 31.6 39.0 

T02-MUM~ T02-MUM-Q3 2-MUM-OUP 

BATCH3 BATCH3 BATCH3 
6.626 6.733 1.070 

0.1333 0.0618 0.1066 
18.113 77.819 77.031 

l.15 1.20 1.14 
0.99 J 0.88 J 1.36 
0.48 J 0.57 J 0.12 J 

J 0.24 J 0.19 J 0.21 J 
J 0.29 J 0.19 J 0.11 J 
J 1.73 NO 1.75 NO 1.81 NO 
J 1.57 NO 0.16 J 0.14 J 
J 1.53 NO US NO 0.13 J 

J 0.24 J 0.23 J 0.29 J 
O.SO J 0.54 J 0.53 J 

J 0.09 J 0.05 J l.S3 NO 
J 0.05 J 0.06 J 0.07 J 

J 0.29 J 0.31 J 0.15 J 
J 0.08 J 0.23 J 0.12 J 

NO 2.19 NO 2.83 NO 2.93 NO 
J 2.89 NO 0.05 J 3.04 NO 
NO 5.14 NO 5.21 NO 5.39 NO 
J 3.45 NO 3.SO NO 3.62 NO 
J 2.64 NO 2.68 NO 2.17 NO 
NO 2.71 NO 2.75 NO 2.85 NO 
NO 3.25 NO 3.30 NO 3.41 NO 

NO 1.32 NO 1.34 NO 1.39 NO 
NO 1.89 NO 1.91 NO 1.98 NO 
J 2.44 NO 0.06 J 2.56 NO 

37.9 31.6 39.0 



i 

Parri# Inland Timuc Analyrir 
PAH Datn in @kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH4 

Sample Number: 
B+ch Number: 
Sumplc Dry Wciaht (6): 
timpIe Lipid Wciaht (a/g): 
&mplc Moidure Content (%): 

naphth&nc 
2-mcthylnuphthmlene 
I -mcthylnnphthah!nc 
biphcnyl 
2.6dimethylruphthnlenc 
~cenrphthylene 
rcensphthcnc 
I ,6.7-trimcthylnaphthttihaltnc 
fluorcne 
phcnanthrcne 
mthrwene 
I-mctJtylphcnunthrenc 
fluormtthene 
pyrene 
bcn+ Junthraccnc 
chryscne 
bcnxo(b)fluornnthcnc 
bcnxo(k)fluornnthenc 
benxo~e~pyrcna 

b-44pyr- 
pcrylene 
btdenof I ,2.3-c.dJpyrcne 
dibcnx(r.hJutthrucne 
bcnxo~g.h.iJpcrylcne 

Sum of PAJi Anniyter: 

ND - Not Dctcctcd 
J - Dcwcted. but below the MDL 

PI-MUL-OI PI-MuL-02 PI-MUL-03 P2-MUL-OI TOI-MUL-OI TCJI-MUL-02 TGZ-MUL-OI TGZ-MUL-02 TO2 
BATCH4 BATCH4 BATCH4 BATCH4 BATCH4 BATCH4 BATCH4 BATCH4 

MDL 
II.39 
14.21 
13.99 
la.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
26.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 
29.72 

12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

B - Anslytc is > 5 times MDL in Blank 
E - Estinuttc,signifiit nutrix interference 

0.201 0.270 0.244 I .333 0.585 0.418 0.796 0.346 
0.0806 0.0985 0.1254 0.1140 0.4677 0.1249 0.3819 0.2029 
74.531 74.531 74.531 73.629 75.433 74.531 74.531 74.531 

79.41 
39.98 
26.01 
23.81 

2.99 ND 
2.01 ND 
7.94 
1.78 ND 

I I.61 
23.35 

5.95 
4.99 J 
9.81 J 

II.05 J 
2.57 J 
5.37 J 
6.13 J 
3.83 J 
3.07 ND 
3.16 ND 
3.78 ND 
I.54 ND 
2.20 ND 

31.78 

47.43 49.50 
24.13 23.28 
14.21 16. IS 
17.73 13.49 
2.09 ND 2.09 ND 
2.01 ND 2.01 ND 
2.56 J 2.30 J 
1.78 ND 1.78 ND 
6.40 6.18 

15.85 14.23 
2.66 J 2.82 J 
2.45 J 2.30 J 
5.75 J 3.97 J 
4.27 J 3.89 J 
3.25 ND 3.25 ND 
2.62 J 2.10 J 
5.96 ND 5.98 ND 
4.02 ND 4.02 ND 
3.07 ND 3.07 ND 
3.16 ND 3.16 ND 
3.78 ND 3.78 ND 
I.54 ND I.54 ND 
2.20 ND 2.20 ND 
1.31 J 2.84 ND 

IO.01 29.60 37.72 
5.06 J 16.72 20.07 
3.04 J 9.68 12.63 
3.61 J 9.85 13.75 
1.45 J 5.57 J 7.42 
2.08 ND 1.94 ND 2.01 ND 
1.22 J 1.73 J 1.80 J 
0.83 J 3.30 J 3.05 J 
2.29 J 4.20 J 4.38 J 
6.86 J 10.60 12.61 
0.86 J 2.49 J 2.80 J 
0.50 J I.41 J 2.07 J 
2.43 J 4.59 J 3.72 J 
I.17 J 2.88 J 3.62 J 
3.37 ND 3.14 ND 3.25 ND 
0.51 J I.50 J 1.93 J 
6.19 ND 5.77 ND 5.98 ND 
4.16 ND 3.88 ND 4.02 ND 
3.18 ND 2.96 ND 3.07 ND 

3.27 ND 3.04 ND 3.16 ND 

3.92 ND 3.65 ND 3.78 ND 

1.59 ND 1.46 ND I.54 ND 
2.27 ND 2.12 ND 2.20 ND 

2.94 ND 0.65 J 2.84 ND 

19.29 48.91 
II.94 21.96 
7.05 13.06 
7.44 J 16.72 
3.40 J 5.19 J 
2.01 ND 2.01 ND 
1.67 J 2.38 J 
1.63 J 2.38 J 
3.07 J a.77 

10.02 27.57 
I.61 J 3.36 J 
0.86 J 2.48 J 
3.15 J 6.13 J 
2.06 J 4.84 J 
3.25 ND 3.25 ND 
0.87 J 1.64 J 
5.98 ND 5.98 ND 
4.02 ND 4.02 ND 
3.07 ND 3.07 ND 
3.16 ND 3.16 ND 
3.78 ND 3.78 ND 
1.54 ND 1.54 ND 
2.20 ND 2.20 ND 
2.84 ND 2.84 ND 

313.2 180.2 175.9 72.8 132.7 159.4 105.9 197.2 

I . . i& 

Parris Island Tiuue Analysis 

PAM Oata in ua'ka WET WEIGHT for BATCH4 

Sample Number: PI-MUL~I 

BATCH4 
0.201 

0.0806 
74.531 

PI-MUL~2 

BATCH4 
0.270 

0.0985 
74.531 

PI-MUL~3 

BATCH4 
0.244 

0.1254 
74.531 

P2-MUL~1 TGI-MUL~I TOI-MUL~2 TG2-MUL~1 TG2-MUL~2 TG2 
Balch Number: 
Sample Ory Weight (a): 
Sample Lipid Weight (ala): 
Sample Mollture Content (S): 

naphthalene 
2-methylnaphthaleno 
I-methylnaphthalene 
biphenyl 
2.6-dimethylnaphthalene 
acenaphthylene 
acenaphthene 
1.6.7-trimethylnaphthalene 
nuorene 

phenanthrene 
anthracene 
I-methyl phenanthrene 
nuoranthene 
pyrene 
benzlaJanthraceno 
chryICRe 
benzo(bjnuoranthene 
benzolkjnuorantheno 
benzole)pyrene 
benzo(a)pyrene 
pcrylene 

indenoll.2.3-c.dJpyrene 
dibenzla.h)anthracene 

benzol&.h.IJpcrylene 

Sum of PAM Analytes: 

NO - Not Oetected 
J - Oetected. but below the MOL 

MOL 
11.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.n 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 

2S.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 
29.72 
12.08 
17.2S 
22.28 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MOL in Blank 
E - Eltimete.lianifacant metrlll interference 

( 

79.41 
39.98 
26.01 
23.81 

2.09 NO 
2.01 NO 
7.94 
1.78 NO 

11.61 
23.35 

5.95 
4.99 J 
9.81 J 

11.05 J 

2.57 J 
5.37 J 
6.13 J 
3.83 J 

3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 

31.78 

313.2 

47.43 
24.13 
14.21 
17.73 
2.09 NO 
2.01 NO 
2.56 J 
1.78 NO 
6.40 

15.85 
2.66 J 

2.45 J 
5.75 J 
4.27 J 
3.25 NO 
2.62 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
1.31 J 

180.2 

49.SO 
23.28 
16.15 
13.49 
2.09 NO 
2.01 NO 
2.30 J 
1.78 NO 
6.18 

14.23 
2.82 J 

2.30 J 

3.97 J 

3.89 J 
3.25 NO 
2.10 J 

5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 

3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

175.9 

BATCH4 
1.333 

0.1140 
73.629 

10.01 
5.06 J 
3.04 J 
3.61 J 
1.45 J 
2.08 NO 
1.22 J 
0.83 J 
2.29 J 
6.86 J 
0.86 J 
O.SO J 
2.43 J 

1.17 J 
3.37 NO 
0.51 J 

6.19 NO 
4.16 NO 
3.18 NO 
3.27 NO 
3.92 NO 
1.59 NO 
2.27 NO 
2.94 NO 

72.8 

BATCH4 
0.585 

0.46n 
75.433 

29.60 
16.72 
9.68 

9.85 
5.57 J 

1.94 NO 
1.73 J 
3.30 J 
4.20 J 

10.60 
2.49 J 
1.41 J 
4.59 J 
2.88 J 
3.14 NO 
I.SO J 
s.n NO 
3.88 NO 
2.96 NO 
3.04 NO 
3.65 NO 
1.48 NO 
2.12 NO 
0.65 J 

132.7 

BATCH4 
0.418 

0.1249 
14.531 

37.72 
20.07 
12.63 
13.75 
7.42 
2.01 NO 
1.80 J 
3.05 J 

4.38 J 
12.61 
2.80 J 
2.07 J 
3.72 J 

3.62 J 
3.25 NO 
1.93 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 

1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

159.4 

BATCH4 
0.796 

0.3819 
74.531 

19.29 
11.94 
7.05 
7.44 J 
3.40 J 

2.01 NO 
1.61 J 
1.63 J 
3.07 J 

10.02 
1.61 J 

0.86 J 

3.15 J 
2.06 J 
3.25 NO 
0.87 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

105.9 

BATCH4 
0.346 

0.2029 
14.531 

48.91 
21.96 
1l.06 
16.72 
5.19 J 

2.01 NO 
2.38 J 

2.38 J 
I.n 

27.57 
3.36 J 
2.48 J 

6.13 J 
4.84 J 
3.25 NO 
1.64 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.01 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.18 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

197.2 

( 

Parris Island Tiuue Analysis 

PAM Oata in ua'ka WET WEIGHT for BATCH4 

Sample Number: PI-MUL~I 

BATCH4 
0.201 

0.0806 
74.531 

PI-MUL~2 

BATCH4 
0.270 

0.0985 
74.531 

PI-MUL~3 

BATCH4 
0.244 

0.1254 
74.531 

P2-MUL~1 TGI-MUL~I TOI-MUL~2 TG2-MUL~1 TG2-MUL~2 TG2 
Balch Number: 
Sample Ory Weight (a): 
Sample Lipid Weight (ala): 
Sample Mollture Content (S): 

naphthalene 
2-methylnaphthaleno 
I-methylnaphthalene 
biphenyl 
2.6-dimethylnaphthalene 
acenaphthylene 
acenaphthene 
1.6.7-trimethylnaphthalene 
nuorene 

phenanthrene 
anthracene 
I-methyl phenanthrene 
nuoranthene 
pyrene 
benzlaJanthraceno 
chryICRe 
benzo(bjnuoranthene 
benzolkjnuorantheno 
benzole)pyrene 
benzo(a)pyrene 
pcrylene 

indenoll.2.3-c.dJpyrene 
dibenzla.h)anthracene 

benzol&.h.IJpcrylene 

Sum of PAM Analytes: 

NO - Not Oetected 
J - Oetected. but below the MOL 

MOL 
11.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.n 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 

2S.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 
29.72 
12.08 
17.2S 
22.28 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MOL in Blank 
E - Eltimete.lianifacant metrlll interference 

( 

79.41 
39.98 
26.01 
23.81 

2.09 NO 
2.01 NO 
7.94 
1.78 NO 

11.61 
23.35 

5.95 
4.99 J 
9.81 J 

11.05 J 

2.57 J 
5.37 J 
6.13 J 
3.83 J 

3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 

31.78 

313.2 

47.43 
24.13 
14.21 
17.73 
2.09 NO 
2.01 NO 
2.56 J 
1.78 NO 
6.40 

15.85 
2.66 J 

2.45 J 
5.75 J 
4.27 J 
3.25 NO 
2.62 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
1.31 J 

180.2 

49.SO 
23.28 
16.15 
13.49 
2.09 NO 
2.01 NO 
2.30 J 
1.78 NO 
6.18 

14.23 
2.82 J 

2.30 J 

3.97 J 

3.89 J 
3.25 NO 
2.10 J 

5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 

3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

175.9 

BATCH4 
1.333 

0.1140 
73.629 

10.01 
5.06 J 
3.04 J 
3.61 J 
1.45 J 
2.08 NO 
1.22 J 
0.83 J 
2.29 J 
6.86 J 
0.86 J 
O.SO J 
2.43 J 

1.17 J 
3.37 NO 
0.51 J 

6.19 NO 
4.16 NO 
3.18 NO 
3.27 NO 
3.92 NO 
1.59 NO 
2.27 NO 
2.94 NO 

72.8 

BATCH4 
0.585 

0.46n 
75.433 

29.60 
16.72 
9.68 

9.85 
5.57 J 

1.94 NO 
1.73 J 
3.30 J 
4.20 J 

10.60 
2.49 J 
1.41 J 
4.59 J 
2.88 J 
3.14 NO 
I.SO J 
s.n NO 
3.88 NO 
2.96 NO 
3.04 NO 
3.65 NO 
1.48 NO 
2.12 NO 
0.65 J 

132.7 

BATCH4 
0.418 

0.1249 
14.531 

37.72 
20.07 
12.63 
13.75 
7.42 
2.01 NO 
1.80 J 
3.05 J 

4.38 J 
12.61 
2.80 J 
2.07 J 
3.72 J 

3.62 J 
3.25 NO 
1.93 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 

1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

159.4 

BATCH4 
0.796 

0.3819 
74.531 

19.29 
11.94 
7.05 
7.44 J 
3.40 J 

2.01 NO 
1.61 J 
1.63 J 
3.07 J 

10.02 
1.61 J 

0.86 J 

3.15 J 
2.06 J 
3.25 NO 
0.87 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.07 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.78 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

105.9 

BATCH4 
0.346 

0.2029 
14.531 

48.91 
21.96 
1l.06 
16.72 
5.19 J 

2.01 NO 
2.38 J 

2.38 J 
I.n 

27.57 
3.36 J 
2.48 J 

6.13 J 
4.84 J 
3.25 NO 
1.64 J 
5.98 NO 
4.02 NO 
3.01 NO 
3.16 NO 
3.18 NO 
1.54 NO 
2.20 NO 
2.84 NO 

197.2 

( 



TG2-MUL-03 2-MUL-DUP 
BATCH4 BATCH4 

J 

ND 
J 
J 

J 
J 
J 
J 
ND 
J 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

0.441 0.335 
0.1184 0.2257 
74.53 I 74.531 

30.95 19.90 
16.53 14.51 
IO.01 12.73 
II.17 5.71 J 
4.49 J 5.66 J 
2.01 ND 2.01 ND 
1.84 J 1.98 J 
1.78 ND 4.05 J 
3.97 J 4.64 J 

II.68 5.40 J 
2.41 J 0.99 J 
1.82 J 1.33 J 
4.49 J 2.71 J 
3.17 J 1.60 J 
3.25 ND 3.25 ND 
I.31 J 3.37 ND 
5.98 ND 5.98 ND 
4.02 ND 4.02 ND 
3.07 ND 3.07 ND 
3.16 ND 3.16 ND 
3.78 ND 3.78 ND 
I.54 ND I.54 ND 
2.20 ND 2.20 ND 
2.&4 ND 2.84 ND 

137.5 116.4 

TG2-MUL-03 2-MUL-OUP 

BATCH4 BATCH4 

0.441 0.33S 

0.1184 0.22S7 

74.S31 74.S31 

3O.9S 19.90 

16.S3 14.S1 

10.01 12.73 

11.17 S.71 J 

4.49 J S.66 J 

NO 2.01 NO 2.01 NO 

J 1.84 J 1.98 J 

J 1.18 NO 4.0S J 

3.97 J 4.64 J 

11.68 S.40 J 

J 2.41 J 0.99 J 

J 1.82 J 1.33 J 

J 4.49 J 2.71 J 

J 3.17 J 1.60 J 

NO 3.2S NO 3.2S NO 

J 1.31 J 3.37 NO 

NO 5.98 NO 5.98 NO 

NO 4.02 NO 4.02 NO 

NO 3.07 NO 3.07 NO 

NO 3.16 NO 3.16 NO 

NO 3.78 NO 3.78 NO 

NO 1.54 NO 1.54 NO 

NO 2.20 NO 2.20 NO 

NO 2.84 NO 2.84 NO 

137.S 116.4 

TG2-MUL-03 2-MUL-OUP 

BATCH4 BATCH4 

0.441 0.33S 

0.1184 0.22S7 

74.S31 74.S31 

3O.9S 19.90 

16.S3 14.S1 

10.01 12.73 

11.17 S.71 J 

4.49 J S.66 J 

NO 2.01 NO 2.01 NO 

J 1.84 J 1.98 J 

J 1.18 NO 4.0S J 

3.97 J 4.64 J 

11.68 S.40 J 

J 2.41 J 0.99 J 

J 1.82 J 1.33 J 

J 4.49 J 2.71 J 

J 3.17 J 1.60 J 

NO 3.2S NO 3.2S NO 

J 1.31 J 3.37 NO 

NO 5.98 NO 5.98 NO 

NO 4.02 NO 4.02 NO 

NO 3.07 NO 3.07 NO 

NO 3.16 NO 3.16 NO 

NO 3.78 NO 3.78 NO 

NO 1.54 NO 1.54 NO 

NO 2.20 NO 2.20 NO 

NO 2.84 NO 2.84 NO 

137.S 116.4 



i 

Pnrris Island Tissue Anrlyrir 
PAH Dsta in ugllrg WET WEIGHT for BATCH5 

Sample Number: 
Bstch Number: 
Sample Dry Weight (8): 
Ssmplc Lipid Welaht (a@: 
Sample Moiduro Content (%): 

nsphthalene 
2-mcthylnaphtbulene 
I-muJtylnsphthulcne 
biphcnyl 
2.6-dimc&ylnsphthulcne 
l censphthylcne 
l ccnophthene 
I .6.7-trimctbylnaphthslene 
fluorcne 
phcnanthrcnc 
Mthrscene 
1-mcthylphenmthrcne 
lluorsnthene 

PY r=ne 
bcnx(r Jsnthrsccne 
chryrno 
bcnzo(b)fhtorsnthene 
bcnzo(k)fluoranthcne 
bcnr.ofeJpyrene 
bcnzo( s Jpyrcnc 

F-YI- 
indcno( I ,2.3-c,d)pyrcne 
dibenz(s,hNmhrscene 

benzolg.h.ilpcrylenc 

Sum of PAH Analytca: 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected. but below the MDL 

MDL 
II.39 
14.21 
13.99 
la.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
26.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24. I2 
24.78 
29.72 
12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

B - Analytc is > 5 times MDL in Blsnk 
E - Edimntc.signiBcsnt mrtria interference 

c 

PI-CR-01 
BATCH5 

PI-CR-02 PI-CR-03 PI-CR-04 PI-CR-DUP 

7. I76 6.902 
0.0614 0. I IO1 
76.647 77.761 

I.01 
0.91 
0.51 J 
0.23 J 
0.20 J 
I.84 ND 
0.28 J 
0.14 J 
0.27 J 
0.37 J 
0.06 J 
0.07 J 
0.21 J 
0.21 J 
2.98 ND 
0.07 J 
0.08 J 
0.04 J 
2.82 ND 
2.89 ND 
3.47 ND 
I.41 ND 
2.01 ND 
2.60 ND 

24.7 

I .07 
1.00 
0.54 J 
0.39 J 
0.25 J 
0.08 J 
0.59 J 
1.56 ND 
0.48 J 
0.58 J 
0.08 J 
0.08 J 
0.45 J 
0.39 J 
2.84 ND 
0.18 J 
0.21 J 
0.13 J 
0.08 J 
0.12 J 
0.06 J 
0.06 J 
1.92 ND 
0.13 J 

13.3 

PZ-CR-OI P2-CR-02 
BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 

1.472 9.753 6.898 9.609 7.727 
0.0335 0.0361 0.0327 0.0446 0.1640 
75.454 68.373 70.434 68.ia 74.312 

0.93 
0.73 J 
0.35 J 
2.27 ND 
2.01 ND 
1.94 ND 
1.76 ND 
1.72 ND 
0.22 J 
0.31 J 
1.64 ND 
2.99 ND 
0.18 J 
0.19 J 
3.13 ND 
3.24 ND 
5.76 ND 
3.87 ND 
2.96 ND 
3.04 ND 
3.65 ND 
1.48 ND 
2.12 ND 
2.73 ND 

0.69 J 
0.56 J 
0.37 J 
0.15 J 
0.22 J 
2.49 ND 
0.13 J 
0.15 J 
0.27 J 
0.39 J 
0.04 J 
0.18 J 
0.22 J 
0.23 J 
4.04 ND 
0.10 J 
0.07 J 
0.05 J 
0.03 J 
0.16 J 
4.70 ND 
I.91 ND 
2.73 ND 
3.52 ND 

I .03 
0.87 J 
0.58 J 
I .47 
0.30 J 
2.33 ND 
0.86 J 
2.07 ND 
0.39 J 
0.61 J 
0.10 I’ 
3.60 ND 
0.41 J 
0.33 J 
3.78 ND 
0.16 J 
6.94 ND 
4.66 ND 
3.57 ND 
3.66 ND 
4.39 ND 
1.79 ND 
2.55 ND 
3.29 ND 

I .63 
I .43 
0.75 J 
0.33 J 
0.38 J 
0.09 J 
1.08 J 
0.11 J 
0.39 J 
0.45 J 
0.06 J 
0.09 J 
0.22 J 
0.19 J 
4.06 ND 
0.07 J 
0.06 J 
0.05 J 
3.84 ND 
3.94 ND 
4.73 ND 
1.92 ND 
2.74 ND 
3.54 ND 

I .05 
0.82 J 
0.41 J 
0.91 J 
0.17 J 
2.03. ND 
0.26 J 
1.80 ND 
0.20 J 
0.33 J 
0.06 J 
0.08 J 
0.30 J 
0.22 J 
3.28 ND 
0.10 J 
0.10 J 
0.08 J 
3.10 ND 
3.18 ND 
3.82 ND 
1.55 ND 
2.22 ND 
2.66 ND 

49.2 23.4 49.8 32.2 28.9 

P2-CR-03 
BATCH5 

10.029 
0.0235 
66.626 

0.98 
1.08 J 
I .43 
0.31 J 
0.25 J 
0.10 J 
0.68 J 
0.10 J 
0.31 J 
0.44 J 
0.05 J 
0.09 J 
0.26 J 
0.20 J 
4.26 ND 
0.09 J 
0.07 J 
0.06 J 
4.02 ND 
4.13 ND 
4.96 ND 
2.02 ND 
2.88 ND 
3.72 ND 

32.5 

Parris "lend Tissue Analysis 

PAIl Data in ug/kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH5 

Sample Number: 

Batch Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Lipid Wcl&ht (&I,): 

Sample Moisturo Content (~): 

naphthalene 

2-mcthylnaphthalene 

l-mcthylnaphthBlene 

biphenyl 

2.6-dimcthylnaphthalene 

ocenophthylene 

ocenophthene 

1.6.7-trimcthylnophthalene 

nuorene 

phenenthrene 

anthracene 

I-mcthylphenanthrene 

Duoranthene 
pyrene 

bcnz(a)enthrocene 

chryscne 

bcnzo(b)nuoranthcne 

benzolk)Duoranthcne 
bcnzo(e)pyrene 

benzo(a)pyrene 

pcrylene 

indcno( 1.2.3--c.d)pyrene 

dibcnzla.h)anthraccne 
bcnzolg.h.l)pcrylcne 

Sum of PAIl Analytel: 

ND - Not Detected 

J - Detected. but below the MDL 

MDL 

11.39 

14.21 

13.99 

18.49 

16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.17 

18.19 

13.36 

24.37 
30.38 

28.04 
25.54 
26.44 

46.94 

3U5 
24.12 

24.78 

29.72 

12.08 

17.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte is > 5 tim" MDL in BI.nk 
E - Ellirnote.lignificent matriA interference 

( 

PI-CR~I 

BATCH5 

7.176 

0.0614 

76.647 

1.01 

0.91 

0.51 J 

0.23 J 
0.20 J 

1.14 ND 

0.28 J 

0.14 J 

0.27 J 
0.37 J 

0.06 J 
0.Q1 J 
0.21 
0.21 

2.98 ND 

0.07 J 

0.08 J 
0.04 J 
2.82 ND 

2.89 ND 

3.47 ND 
1.41 ND 

2.01 ND 

2.60 ND 

24.7 

PI-CR~2 

BATCHS 

6.902 

0.1101 

77.761 

1.07 

1.00 

0.54 J 

0.39 J 
0.25 J 

0.08 J 
0.59 J 

1.56 ND 

0.48 J 
0.58 J 

0.08 J 
0.08 J 

0.45 J 

0.39 J 

2.84 ND 

0.18 J 

0.21 J 

0.13 J 

0.08 J 
0.12 J 

0.06 J 

0.06 J 
1.92 ND 
0.13 J 

13.3 

PI-CR~3 

BATCH5 
7.472 

0.0335 

75.454 

0.93 

0.73 J 

0.35 J 
2.27 ND 

2.01 ND 

1.94 ND 

1.76 ND 

1.72 ND 

0.22 J 

0.31 J 

1.64 ND 

2.99 ND 

0.18 J 

0.19 J 

3.13 ND 

3.24 ND 

5.76 ND 

3.87 ND 

2.96 ND 

3.04 ND 

3.65 ND 

1.48 ND 
2.12 ND 
2.73 ND 

49.2 

( 

PI-CR-04 

BATCH5 

9.753 

0.0361 

68.373 

PI-CR-DUP 

BATCHS 

8.898 

0.0327 

70.434 

0.69 J 
0.56 J 
0.37 J 
0.15 J 
0.22 J 

2.49 ND 

0.13 J 
0.15 J 

0.27 J 
0.39 J 
0.04 J 
0.18 J 
0.22 J 
0.23 J 
4.04 ND 
0.10 J 
0.07 J 
0.05 J 
0.03 J 
0.16 J 
4.70 ND 

1.91 ND 
2.73 ND 

3.52 ND 

23.4 

1.03 

0.87 J 
0.58 J 

1.47 

0.30 J 
2.33 ND 

0.86 J 
2.07 ND 

0.39 J 
0.61 J 
0.10 J 
3.60 ND 

0.41 J 
0.33 J 

3.78 ND 
0.18 J 

6.94 ND 
4.66 ND 

3.57 ND 
3.66 ND 
4.39 ND 

1.79 ND 

2.55 ND 
3.29 ND 

49.8 

P2-CR~1 

BATCHS 
9.609 

0.0446 

68.18 

1.63 

1.43 
0.75 J 

0.33 J 

0.38 J 
0.09 J 

1.08 J 
0.11 J 
0.39 J 
0.45 J 

0.06 J 
0.09 J 

0.22 J 
0.19 J 

4.06 ND 

0.07 J 
0.06 J 

0.05 J 
3.84 ND 

3.94 ND 

4.73 ND 

1.92 ND 

2.74 ND 
3.54 ND 

32.2 

P2-CR~2 

BATCH5 
7.727 

0.1640 

74.312 

1.05 

0.82 J 

0.41 J 
0.91 J 
0.17 J 

2.03· ND 

0.26 J 

1.80 ND 

0.20 J 
0.33 J 
0.06 J 

0.08 J 

0.30 J 

0.22 J 
3.28 ND 

0.10 J 
0.10 J 
0.08 J 
3.10 ND 

3.18 ND 
3.82 ND 
1.55 ND 

2.22 ND 

2.86 ND 

28.9 

P2-CR~3 

BATCH5 

10.029 

0.0235 

66.628 

0.98 

1.08 J 

1.43 

0.31 J 
0.25 J 
0.10 J 
0.68 J 
0.10 J 

0.31 J 
0.44 J 
0.05 J 

0.09 J 

0.26 J 

0.20 J 
4.26 ND 
0.09 J 

0.07 J 
0.06 J 
4.02 ND 

4.13 ND 
4.96 ND 
2.02 ND 

2.88 ND 

3.72 ND 

32.5 

( 

Parris "lend Tissue Analysis 

PAIl Data in ug/kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH5 

Sample Number: 

Batch Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Lipid Wcl&ht (&I,): 

Sample Moisturo Content (~): 

naphthalene 

2-mcthylnaphthalene 

l-mcthylnaphthBlene 

biphenyl 

2.6-dimcthylnaphthalene 

ocenophthylene 

ocenophthene 

1.6.7-trimcthylnophthalene 

nuorene 

phenenthrene 

anthracene 

I-mcthylphenanthrene 

Duoranthene 
pyrene 

bcnz(a)enthrocene 

chryscne 

bcnzo(b)nuoranthcne 

benzolk)Duoranthcne 
bcnzo(e)pyrene 

benzo(a)pyrene 

pcrylene 

indcno( 1.2.3--c.d)pyrene 

dibcnzla.h)anthraccne 
bcnzolg.h.l)pcrylcne 

Sum of PAIl Analytel: 

ND - Not Detected 

J - Detected. but below the MDL 

MDL 

11.39 

14.21 

13.99 

18.49 

16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.17 

18.19 

13.36 

24.37 
30.38 

28.04 
25.54 
26.44 

46.94 

3U5 
24.12 

24.78 

29.72 

12.08 

17.25 
22.28 

B - Analyte is > 5 tim" MDL in BI.nk 
E - Ellirnote.lignificent matriA interference 

( 

PI-CR~I 

BATCH5 

7.176 

0.0614 

76.647 

1.01 

0.91 

0.51 J 

0.23 J 
0.20 J 

1.14 ND 

0.28 J 

0.14 J 

0.27 J 
0.37 J 

0.06 J 
0.Q1 J 
0.21 
0.21 

2.98 ND 

0.07 J 

0.08 J 
0.04 J 
2.82 ND 

2.89 ND 

3.47 ND 
1.41 ND 

2.01 ND 

2.60 ND 

24.7 

PI-CR~2 

BATCHS 

6.902 

0.1101 

77.761 

1.07 

1.00 

0.54 J 

0.39 J 
0.25 J 

0.08 J 
0.59 J 

1.56 ND 

0.48 J 
0.58 J 

0.08 J 
0.08 J 

0.45 J 

0.39 J 

2.84 ND 

0.18 J 

0.21 J 

0.13 J 

0.08 J 
0.12 J 

0.06 J 

0.06 J 
1.92 ND 
0.13 J 

13.3 

PI-CR~3 

BATCH5 
7.472 

0.0335 

75.454 

0.93 

0.73 J 

0.35 J 
2.27 ND 

2.01 ND 

1.94 ND 

1.76 ND 

1.72 ND 

0.22 J 

0.31 J 

1.64 ND 

2.99 ND 

0.18 J 

0.19 J 

3.13 ND 

3.24 ND 

5.76 ND 

3.87 ND 

2.96 ND 

3.04 ND 

3.65 ND 

1.48 ND 
2.12 ND 
2.73 ND 

49.2 

( 

PI-CR-04 

BATCH5 

9.753 

0.0361 

68.373 

PI-CR-DUP 

BATCHS 

8.898 

0.0327 

70.434 

0.69 J 
0.56 J 
0.37 J 
0.15 J 
0.22 J 

2.49 ND 

0.13 J 
0.15 J 

0.27 J 
0.39 J 
0.04 J 
0.18 J 
0.22 J 
0.23 J 
4.04 ND 
0.10 J 
0.07 J 
0.05 J 
0.03 J 
0.16 J 
4.70 ND 

1.91 ND 
2.73 ND 

3.52 ND 

23.4 

1.03 

0.87 J 
0.58 J 

1.47 

0.30 J 
2.33 ND 

0.86 J 
2.07 ND 

0.39 J 
0.61 J 
0.10 J 
3.60 ND 

0.41 J 
0.33 J 

3.78 ND 
0.18 J 

6.94 ND 
4.66 ND 

3.57 ND 
3.66 ND 
4.39 ND 

1.79 ND 

2.55 ND 
3.29 ND 

49.8 

P2-CR~1 

BATCHS 
9.609 

0.0446 

68.18 

1.63 

1.43 
0.75 J 

0.33 J 

0.38 J 
0.09 J 

1.08 J 
0.11 J 
0.39 J 
0.45 J 

0.06 J 
0.09 J 

0.22 J 
0.19 J 

4.06 ND 

0.07 J 
0.06 J 

0.05 J 
3.84 ND 

3.94 ND 

4.73 ND 

1.92 ND 

2.74 ND 
3.54 ND 

32.2 

P2-CR~2 

BATCH5 
7.727 

0.1640 

74.312 

1.05 

0.82 J 

0.41 J 
0.91 J 
0.17 J 

2.03· ND 

0.26 J 

1.80 ND 

0.20 J 
0.33 J 
0.06 J 

0.08 J 

0.30 J 

0.22 J 
3.28 ND 

0.10 J 
0.10 J 
0.08 J 
3.10 ND 

3.18 ND 
3.82 ND 
1.55 ND 

2.22 ND 

2.86 ND 

28.9 

P2-CR~3 

BATCH5 

10.029 

0.0235 

66.628 

0.98 

1.08 J 

1.43 

0.31 J 
0.25 J 
0.10 J 
0.68 J 
0.10 J 

0.31 J 
0.44 J 
0.05 J 

0.09 J 

0.26 J 

0.20 J 
4.26 ND 
0.09 J 

0.07 J 
0.06 J 
4.02 ND 

4.13 ND 
4.96 ND 
2.02 ND 

2.88 ND 

3.72 ND 

32.5 

( 



J 

J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
ND 
J 
J 
J 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

P2-CR-04 TOZ-CR-OI TOZ-CR-02 
BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 

8.71 I 
0.033 I 
71.445 

0.88 
0.99 J 

0.59 J 
0.29. J 
0.32 J 
0.07 J 
0.86 J 
0.12 J 
0.30 J 
0.30 J 
0.05 J 
0.06 J 
0.19 J 
0.17 J 
3.65 ND 
0.07 J 
0.06 J 
0.06 J 
3.44 ND 
3.54 ND 
4.24 ND 
1.72 ND 
2.46 ND 
3.16 ND 

27.6 

8.950 10.39 I 
0.0463 0.0189 
70.49B 65.571 

I.31 
1.79 
I.71 
0.10 J 
0.33 J 
0.06 J 
0.63 J 
2.07 ND 
0.15 J 
0.21 J 
I.97 ND 
0.04 J 
0.10 J 
0.11 J 
3.77 ND 
3.90 ND 
6.92 ND 
4.65 ND 
3.56 ND 
3.66 ND 
4.38 ND 
1.78 ND 
2.54 ND 
3.29 ND 

1.24 
I.71 
0.65 J 
0.23 J 
0.37 J 
2.71 ND 
0.18 J 
0.06 J 
0.16 J 
0.30 J 
0.04 J 
0.10 J 
0.16 J 
0.16 J 
4.40 ND 
0.06 J 
8.08 ND 
5.43 ND 
4.15 ND 
4.27 ND 
5.12 ND 
2.08 ND 
2.97 ND 
3.84 ND 

49.0 48.5 

P2-CR--{)4 T02-CR~1 T02-CR-02 
BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 

8.711 8.950 10.391 
0.0331 0.0463 0.0189 
71.445 70.498 65.571 

0.88 1.31 1.24 
J 0.99 J 1.79 1.71 

0.59 J 1.71 0.65 J 
J 0.29 J 0.10 J 0.23 J 
J 0.32 J 0.33 J 0.37 J 
J 0.07 J 0.06 J 2.71 NO 
J 0.86 J 0.63 J 0.18 J 

J 0.12 J 2.07 NO 0.06 J 

J 0.30 J 0.15 J 0.16 J 

J 0.30 J 0.21 J 0.30 J 

J 0.05 J 1.97 NO 0.04 J 

J 0.06 J 0.04 J 0.10 J 
J 0.19 J 0.10 J 0.16 
J 0.17 J 0.11 J 0.16 J 

NO 3.65 NO 3.77 NO 4.40 NO 
J 0.07 J 3.90 NO 0.06 J 

J 0.06 J 6.92 NO 8.08 NO 
J 0.06 J 4.65 NO 5.43 NO 
NO 3.44 NO 3.56 NO 4.15 NO 
NO 3.54 NO 3.66 NO 4.27 NO 

NO 4.24 NO 4.38 NO 5.12 NO 
NO 1.72 NO 1.78 NO 2.08 NO 

NO 2.46 NO 2.54 NO 2.97 NO 
NO 3.18 NO 3.29 NO 3.14 NO 

27.6 49.0 48.5 

P2-CR--{)4 T02-CR~1 T02-CR-02 
BATCH5 BATCH5 BATCH5 

8.711 8.950 10.391 
0.0331 0.0463 0.0189 
71.445 70.498 65.571 

0.88 1.31 1.24 
J 0.99 J 1.79 1.71 

0.59 J 1.71 0.65 J 
J 0.29 J 0.10 J 0.23 J 
J 0.32 J 0.33 J 0.37 J 
J 0.07 J 0.06 J 2.71 NO 
J 0.86 J 0.63 J 0.18 J 

J 0.12 J 2.07 NO 0.06 J 

J 0.30 J 0.15 J 0.16 J 

J 0.30 J 0.21 J 0.30 J 

J 0.05 J 1.97 NO 0.04 J 

J 0.06 J 0.04 J 0.10 J 
J 0.19 J 0.10 J 0.16 
J 0.17 J 0.11 J 0.16 J 

NO 3.65 NO 3.77 NO 4.40 NO 
J 0.07 J 3.90 NO 0.06 J 

J 0.06 J 6.92 NO 8.08 NO 
J 0.06 J 4.65 NO 5.43 NO 
NO 3.44 NO 3.56 NO 4.15 NO 
NO 3.54 NO 3.66 NO 4.27 NO 

NO 4.24 NO 4.38 NO 5.12 NO 
NO 1.72 NO 1.78 NO 2.08 NO 

NO 2.46 NO 2.54 NO 2.97 NO 
NO 3.18 NO 3.29 NO 3.14 NO 

27.6 49.0 48.5 



i 

Parris Inlsnd Tissue Anslysis 
PAH Dnts in @kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH6 

Sample Number: 
B&h Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (a): 
Ssmple Lipid Wciaht (a/a): 
Sample Moidure Content (%): 

nophthalM8 

2-mcthylnnphthul~ 
I-mdhybqbthOkM 

biphcnyl 
2.6-dimcthylnqhthslcnc 
scctuphthylcnc 
rcensphthenc 
I ,6,7-trlmethylnnphthslenc 
nuorMe 
phensnthrene 
snthrwene 
I-mcthylphennnthrcnc 
lluorunthcnc 

w- 
buu(a Jnnthrnccne 
chryrne 
bauo(b)fluornnthene 
benw(kBhtnrnnthcnc 

b-.+lpyr- 
buuo(dw- 
pcrylcne 
indcno[ I .2.3-c.dJpyrcne 
dibcnx[s.hN&rncene 

benxolg.h.ilperylcne 

Sum of PAH Anslytes: 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected. but below the MDL 

TOI-CL-OI TGI-CL-02 TGZ-CL-OI TGZ-CL-02 TOZ-CL-03 TO2-CL-04 TGZ-CL-DUP 
BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 

MDL 
II.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.37 
30.38 
28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24.12 
24.78 
29.72 
I2.oa 
17.25 
22.28 

B - Anrlytc is > 5 times MDL in Blank 
E - Estimstc&nificant matrix interference 

2.243 I.947 
0.0392 0.037 I 
92.552 93.525 

I.19 
0.74 J 
0.39 J 
0.41 J 
0.24 J 
0.59 ND 
0.06 J 
0.52 ND 
0.14 J 
0.40 J 
0.09 J 
0.08 J 
0.35 J 
0.30 J 
0.95 ND 
0.14 J 
0.07 J 
0.05 J 
0.90 ND 
0.92 ND 
0.08 J 
0.45 ND 
0.64 ND 
0.83 ND 

1.07 
0.79 J 
0.49 J 
0.37 J 
0.32 J 
0.51 ND 
0.46 ND 
0.45 ND 
0.16 J 
0.38 J 
0.08 J 
0.09 J 
0.29 J 
0.21 J 
0.83 ND 
0.10 J 
0.05 J 
0.04 J 
0.76 ND 
0.80 ND 
0.96 ND 
0.39 ND 
0.56 ND 
0.72 ND 

10.5 10.9 

2.oSS 2.186 2.277 
0.078 l 0.0375 0.0414 
93.067 92.732 92.447 

I.71 
1.09 
0.61 J 
0.60 J 
0.40 J 
0.55 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.49 ND 
0.25 J 
0.58 J 
0.30 J 
0.07 J 
0.49 J 
0.38 J 
0.89 ND 
0.17 J 
0.07 J 
0.07 J 
0.64 ND 
0.07 J 
0.09 J 
0.42 ND 
0.60 ND 
0.77 ND 

2.43 
1.36 
0.99 J 
0.62 J 
0.38 J 
0.13 J 
0.20 J 
0.51 ND 
0.27 J 
0.55 J 
0.14 J 
0.12 J 
0.55 J 
0.48 J 
0.93 ND 
0.19 J 
0.13 J 
0.08 J 
O.Sa ND 
0.07 J 
0.06 J 
0.44 ND 
0.63 ND 
0.81 ND 

I .27 
0.72 J 
0.44 J 
0.41 J 
0.27 J 
0.60 ND 
0.54 ND 
0.53 ND 
0.17 J 
0.45 J 
0.14 J 
0.11 J 
0.51 J 
0.44 J 
0.96 ND 
0.20 J 
0.12 J 
0.08 J 
0.91 ND 
0.94 ND 
I.12 ND 
0.46 ND 
0.65 ND 
0.84 ND 

12.0 12.9 12.9 

2.574 2.131 
0.0417 O.o4I2 
91.473 92.948 

I .73 
0.99 J 
0.66 J 
0.48 J 
0.40 J 
0.67 ND 
0.15 J 
0.60 ND 
0.23 J 
0.76 J 
0.16 J 
0.11 J 
I.16 J 
0.88 J 
l.oP ND 
0.34 J 
0.21 J 
0.13 J 
0.13 J 
0.13 J 
0.06 J 
0.52 ND 
0.74 ND 
0.06 J 

0.80 J 
0.61 J 
0.40 J 
0.18 J 
0.26 J 
0.56 ND 
0.51 ND 
0.49 ND 
0.16 J 
0.28 J 
0.05 J 
0.06 J 
0.46 J 
0.35 J 
0.90 ND 
0.13 J 
0.11 J 
0.07 J 
0.85 ND 
0.05 J 
0.07 J 
0.43 ND 
0.61 ND 
0.79 ND 

12.4 9.2 

Parrill Island Tissue Analysis 

PAM Data In uglkg WET WEIGHT for BATCH6 

Sample Number: TGI-CL-ol TGI-CL--02 TG2-CL-01 TG2-CL-02 TG2-CL-03 TG2-CL-04 TG2-CL-DUP 
Batch Number: BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 2.243 1.947 2.085 2.186 2.277 2.574 2.131 
Sample Lipid Wel&ht (&II>: 0.0392 0.0371 0.0781 0.0375 0.0414 0.0417 0.0412 
Sample Mollture Content ("): 92.552 93.525 93.067 92.732 92.447 91.473 92.948 

MDL 
naphthalene 11.39 1.19 1.07 1.71 2.43 1.27 1.73 0.80 J 
2-mcthylnaphthalcnc 14.21 0.74 J 0.79 J 1.09 1.36 0.72 J 0.99 J 0.61 J 
I-mcthylnaphthalenc 13.99 0.39 J 0.49 J 0.61 J 0.99 J 0.44 J 0.66 J 0.40 J 
biphenyl 18.49 0.41 J 0.37 J 0.60 J 0.62 J 0.41 J 0.48 J 0.18 J 
2.6-dlmcthylnaphthalcnc 16.41 0.24 J 0.32 J 0.40 J 0.38 J 0.27 J 0.40 J 0.26 J 
accnaphthylene 15.77 0.59 ND 0.51 ND 0.55 ND 0.13 J 0.60 ND 0.67 ND 0.S6 ND 
acenaphthenc 14.3S 0.06 J 0.46 ND O.SO ND 0.20 J 0.54 ND 0.15 0.51 ND 
1.6.7 -trimcthylnaphthalene 14.01 0.S2 ND 0.45 ND 0.49 ND O.SI ND 0.S3 ND 0.60 ND 0.49 ND 
fiuorene 13.17 0.14 0.18 J 0.25 J 0.27 J 0.17 J 0.23 J 0.16 J 
phenanthrene 18.19 0.40 J 0.38 J 0.58 J 0.55 J 0.45 J 0.76 J 0.28 J 
anthracene 13.36 0.09 J 0.08 J 0.30 J 0.14 J 0.14 J 0.16 J 0.05 J 
I-mcthylphcnanthrcne 24.37 0.08 J 0.09 J 0.07 J 0.12 J 0.11 J 0.11 J 0.06 J 
fiuoranthenc 30.38 0.35 J 0.29 J 0.49 J O.SS J O.SI J 1.16J 0.46 J 
pyrenc 28.04 0.30 J 0.21 J 0.38 J 0.48 J 0.44 J 0.88 J 0.3S J 
bcnz(a)anthraccnc 25.S4 0.9S ND 0.83 ND 0.89 ND 0.93 ND 0.96 ND 1.09 ND 0.90 ND 
chryscne 26.44 0.14 0.10 J 0.17 J 0.19 J 0.20 J 0.34 J 0.13 J 
bcnzo{b)fiuoranthene 46.94 0.07 J 0.05 J 0.07 J 0.13 J 0.12 J 0.21 J 0.11 J 
bcnzo{k)fiuoranthene 31.SS 0.05 J 0.04 J 0.07 J 0.08 J 0.08 J 0.13 J 0.07 J 
benzo(e)pyrcnc 24.12 0.90 ND 0.78 ND 0.14 ND 0.88 ND 0.91 ND 0.13 J 0.8S ND 
bcnzo(aJpyrcnc 24.78 0.92 ND 0.80 ND 0.07 J 0.07 J 0.94 ND 0.13 J O.OS J 
pcrylene 29.72 0.08 J 0.96 ND 0.09 J 0.06 J 1.12 ND 0.06 J 0.07 J 
Indcno(I.2.3-c.d)pyrene 12.08 0.4S NO 0.39 ND 0.42 ND 0.44 ND 0.46 ND 0.S2 ND 0.43 ND 
dibcnz(a.h)anthracene 17.2S 0.64 ND 0.S6 ND 0.60 ND 0.63 ND 0.65 ND 0.74 ND 0.61 ND 
bcnzo(g.h.l)pcrylene 22.28 0.83 ND 0.72 ND 0.77 ND 0.81 ND 0.14 ND 0.06 J 0.79 ND 

Sum of PAM Analylcs: 10.S 10.9 12.0 12.9 12.9 12.4 9.2 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected. but below the MDL 

B - Analyle is > 5 times MDL in Blank 

E - Estimate.lignificant matrix interference 

( .( ( 

Parrill Island Tissue Analysis 

PAM Data In uglkg WET WEIGHT for BATCH6 

Sample Number: TGI-CL-ol TGI-CL--02 TG2-CL-01 TG2-CL-02 TG2-CL-03 TG2-CL-04 TG2-CL-DUP 
Batch Number: BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 BATCH6 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 2.243 1.947 2.085 2.186 2.277 2.574 2.131 
Sample Lipid Wel&ht (&II>: 0.0392 0.0371 0.0781 0.0375 0.0414 0.0417 0.0412 
Sample Mollture Content ("): 92.552 93.525 93.067 92.732 92.447 91.473 92.948 

MDL 
naphthalene 11.39 1.19 1.07 1.71 2.43 1.27 1.73 0.80 J 
2-mcthylnaphthalcnc 14.21 0.74 J 0.79 J 1.09 1.36 0.72 J 0.99 J 0.61 J 
I-mcthylnaphthalenc 13.99 0.39 J 0.49 J 0.61 J 0.99 J 0.44 J 0.66 J 0.40 J 
biphenyl 18.49 0.41 J 0.37 J 0.60 J 0.62 J 0.41 J 0.48 J 0.18 J 
2.6-dlmcthylnaphthalcnc 16.41 0.24 J 0.32 J 0.40 J 0.38 J 0.27 J 0.40 J 0.26 J 
accnaphthylene 15.77 0.59 ND 0.51 ND 0.55 ND 0.13 J 0.60 ND 0.67 ND 0.S6 ND 
acenaphthenc 14.3S 0.06 J 0.46 ND O.SO ND 0.20 J 0.54 ND 0.15 0.51 ND 
1.6.7 -trimcthylnaphthalene 14.01 0.S2 ND 0.45 ND 0.49 ND O.SI ND 0.S3 ND 0.60 ND 0.49 ND 
fiuorene 13.17 0.14 0.18 J 0.25 J 0.27 J 0.17 J 0.23 J 0.16 J 
phenanthrene 18.19 0.40 J 0.38 J 0.58 J 0.55 J 0.45 J 0.76 J 0.28 J 
anthracene 13.36 0.09 J 0.08 J 0.30 J 0.14 J 0.14 J 0.16 J 0.05 J 
I-mcthylphcnanthrcne 24.37 0.08 J 0.09 J 0.07 J 0.12 J 0.11 J 0.11 J 0.06 J 
fiuoranthenc 30.38 0.35 J 0.29 J 0.49 J O.SS J O.SI J 1.16J 0.46 J 
pyrenc 28.04 0.30 J 0.21 J 0.38 J 0.48 J 0.44 J 0.88 J 0.3S J 
bcnz(a)anthraccnc 25.S4 0.9S ND 0.83 ND 0.89 ND 0.93 ND 0.96 ND 1.09 ND 0.90 ND 
chryscne 26.44 0.14 0.10 J 0.17 J 0.19 J 0.20 J 0.34 J 0.13 J 
bcnzo{b)fiuoranthene 46.94 0.07 J 0.05 J 0.07 J 0.13 J 0.12 J 0.21 J 0.11 J 
bcnzo{k)fiuoranthene 31.SS 0.05 J 0.04 J 0.07 J 0.08 J 0.08 J 0.13 J 0.07 J 
benzo(e)pyrcnc 24.12 0.90 ND 0.78 ND 0.14 ND 0.88 ND 0.91 ND 0.13 J 0.8S ND 
bcnzo(aJpyrcnc 24.78 0.92 ND 0.80 ND 0.07 J 0.07 J 0.94 ND 0.13 J O.OS J 
pcrylene 29.72 0.08 J 0.96 ND 0.09 J 0.06 J 1.12 ND 0.06 J 0.07 J 
Indcno(I.2.3-c.d)pyrene 12.08 0.4S NO 0.39 ND 0.42 ND 0.44 ND 0.46 ND 0.S2 ND 0.43 ND 
dibcnz(a.h)anthracene 17.2S 0.64 ND 0.S6 ND 0.60 ND 0.63 ND 0.65 ND 0.74 ND 0.61 ND 
bcnzo(g.h.l)pcrylene 22.28 0.83 ND 0.72 ND 0.77 ND 0.81 ND 0.14 ND 0.06 J 0.79 ND 

Sum of PAM Analylcs: 10.S 10.9 12.0 12.9 12.9 12.4 9.2 

ND - Not Detected 
J - Detected. but below the MDL 

B - Analyle is > 5 times MDL in Blank 

E - Estimate.lignificant matrix interference 

( .( ( 



Psrris Island Tissue Analysis 
PAH Dsts in @kg WET WEIGHT for BATCH7 

Ssmple Number: 
Batch Number: 
Ssmple Dry Weight (6): 
Ssmplc Lipid Weiaht (g/e): 
Sample Moidurc Coatat (a): 

nophthslenc 
2-mcthylnsphthtdcnc 
I -mcthylnaphthslcnc 
biphcnyl 
2.6dimethylnrphthslce 
accnsphthylcnc 
sccnsphthcnc 
I .6.7-trimcthylnsphthslcne. 
lluorcne 
phensnthrcne 
snthrsccne 
1 -mcthylphensnthrcnc 
fluorsnthenc 
pyrene 
bcnz(r]antJrrrccnc 
chryscnc 
buuu[b)tluorsnthc.nc 
bcnzo(k]tluorsntJscne 
benzo[eJpyrcno 

buw(~lw- 

PM- 
indcno[ I .2,3-c.d)pyrcne 
dibct&.h)unthrwcnc 

bcnzo(a,h.Wvl~~ 

MDL 
II.39 
14.21 
13.99 
18.49 
16.41 
15.77 
14.35 
14.01 
13.17 
18.19 
13.36 
24.31 
30.38 
28.04 
25.54 
26.44 
46.94 
31.55 
24. I2 
24.78 
29.72 
12.08 
17.25 
22.28 

PI-OY-OI 
BATCH7 

3.375 
0.1234 

‘89.01 I 

PI-oY-02 PI-DY-03 PI-oY-04 P2-oY-oI P2-DY-02 P2-oY-03 P2-OY-04 T 
BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 

3.649 4.436 3.535 3.759 3.940 3.599 3.8oa 
0.0937 0.1114 0.0640 0.0936 0.0867 0.0845 0.1058 
88.089 85.236 86.3o7 87.52 87.266 88.01 I 66.387 

0.87 0.58 J 
1.03 J 0.83 J 
0.59 J 0.47 J 
0.31 J 0.17 J 
0.65 J 0.51 J 
0.19 J 0.08 J 
0.67 J 0.48 J 
0.22 J 0.16 J 
0.55 J 0.43 J 
2. IS I.71 
0.42 J 0.31 J 
0.54 J 0.36 J 

II.32 8.67 
6.25 5.17 
2.13 1.46 J 
3.08 2.15 J 
I.51 J I.16 J 
0.53 J 0.35 J 
0.87 J 0.60 J 
0.35 J 0.31 J 
0.32 J 0.17 J 
0.23 J 0.16 J 
0.06 J 0.05 J 
0.76 J 0.17 J 

0.64 J 

0.89 ND 

0.62 J 

0.15 

I.13 
I.13 J 

J 

0.76 J 

0.75 

I.31 

ND 

0.58 J 0.37 J 0.67 J 
0.22 J 

0.04 

0.17 J 

J 

0.27 J 
0.61 J 

0.06 

0.44 J 

J 

0.67 J 

I.011 ND 

0.09 J 0.92 ND 

0.17 

0.07 J 
0.53 J 

J 

0.38 J 

0.20 J 

0.36 J 
0.13 J 

0.07 

0.82 ND 

J 

0.20 J 
0.50 J 0.35 J 0.48 J 
2.15 1.55 1.78 
0.32 J 0.22 J 0.17 J 
0.38 J 0.26 J 0.31 J 
4.53 3.32 3.10 
2.29 J 1.83 J 1.26 J 
0.87 J 0.68 J 0.47 J 
I.61 J I.12 J 1.07 J 
0.74 J 0.64 J 0.42 J 
0.34 J 0.21 J 0.11 J 
0.51 J 0.37 J 0.23 J 
0.20 J 0.22 J 0.09 J 
0.19 J 0.14 J 0.06 J 

0.73 J 0.71 J 
I .43 0.95 J 
0.70 J 0.46 J 
0.22 J 0.21 J 
0.72 J 0.60 J 
0.06 J 0.95 ND 
0.37 J 0.33 J 
0.17 J 0.14 J 
0.47 J 0.42 J 
I .92 1.62 
0.33 J 0.27 J 
0.30 J 0.23 J 
4.12 3.36 
1.75 J I.40 J 
0.32 J 0.28 J 
1.01 J 0.91 J 
0.78 J 2.81 ND 
0.23 J 1.89 ND 
0.18 J 0.20 J 
1.58 ND 1.49 ND 
0.07 J 0.09 J 
0.77 ND 0.05 J 
I.10 ND 1.03 ND 
0.08 J 0.06 J 

0.79 J 
I.01 J 
0.52 J 
0.19 J 
0.54 J 
0.08 J 
0.39 J 
0.13 J 
0.41 J 
I .55 
0.17 J 
0.27 J 
2.97 
I.41 J 
0.49 J 
I.00 J 
0.54 J 
0.20 J 
0.26 J 
0.06 J 
0.09 J 
0.08 J 

I.00 ND 
0.08 J 

Parrll Island Ti .. ue AnalYlil 

PAIl Data In uglk, WET WEIGHT for BATCH7 

Sample Number: 

Batch Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (,): 

Sample Lipid Weight (,I&): 

Sample Mollllure ContCilt ("): 

naphthalene 

2-mcthylnaphthalcne 

I-mcthylnaphthalene 

biphenyl 

2.6-dimcdtylnaphthalene 

aeenaphthylene 

aeenaphthene 

1.6.7-lrimcthylnaphthalcne 

nuorene 

phenanthrene 

anthracene 

I-mcthylphenanthrcne 

nuoranthene 

pyrene 

benz(aJanthraune 

ehryaeRC 

bcnzo(bJnuoranthene 

bcnzo(kJnuoranthene 

benzoleJpyrenc 

bcnzo(a Jpyrenc 

pcrylenc 

Indcnoll.2.3-e.dJpyrenc 

dibcnz{a.hJanthraune 

bcnzo(,.h.IJpcryleRC 

MDL 

11.39 

14.21 

13.99 

18.49 

16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.17 

18.19 

13.36 

24.37 

30.38 

28.04 

25.54 

26.44 

46.94 

3U5 

24.12 

24.78 

29.72 

12.08 

17.25 

22.28 

PI-oy-oi 
BATCH7 

3.375 

0.1234 

'89.011 

0.87 

1.03 J 

0.59 J 

0.31 J 
0.65 J 
0.19 J 
0.67 J 

0.22 J 

0.55 J 
2.15 

0.42 

0.54 J 

11.32 

6.25 

2.13 
3.08 

1.51 J 
0.53 J 
0.87 J 

0.35 J 

0.32 J 

0.23 J 

0.06 J 

0.78 J 

PI-oY-Q2 
BATCH7 

3.649 

0.0937 

88.089 

0.58 J 
0.83 J 

0.47 J 

0.17 J 
0.51 J 
0.08 J 

0.48 J 

0.16 J 
0.43 J 
1.71 

0.31 J 

0.36 J 

8.67 

5.17 

1.46 J 

2.1S J 
1.16 J 
0.35 J 
0.60 J 
0.31 J 

0.17 J 
0.16 J 
0.05 J 

0.17 J 

PI-oy-o3 
BATCH7 

4.436 

0.1114 

85.236 

0.64 J 
1.13 J 

0.58 J 

0.22 J 

0.61 J 
0.09 J 

0.53 J 

0.13 J 
O.SO J 
2.15 

0.32 J 
0.38 J 

4.53 

2.29 J 
0.87 J 
1.61 J 
0.74 J 
0.34 J 
0.51 J 

0.20 J 
0.19 J 
0.89 ND 

0.04 J 
0.17 J 

PI-oY-Q4 
BATCH7 

3.535 

0.0640 

88.307 

0.62 J 
0.76 J 

0.37 J 
0.17 J 

0.44 J 

0.92 ND 

0.38 J 

0.82 ND 

0.35 J 
1.55 

0.22 J 
0.26 J 
3.32 

1.83 J 

0.68 J 
1.12 J 
0.64 J 
0.21 J 
0.37 J 
0.22 J 

0.14 J 
0.15 J 
0.06 J 
0.20 J 

Pl-oy-oi 
BATCH7 

3.759 

0.0936 

87.52 

1.13 

1.31 

0.67 J 

0.27 J 
0.67 J 

0.07 J 
0.36 J 
0.20 J 

0.48 J 
1.78 

0.17 J 

0.31 J 
3.10 

1.26 J 
0.47 J 
1.07 J 
0.42 J 
0.11 J 

0.23 J 

0.09 J 
0.06 J 

0.75 ND 

1.08 ND 

0.07 J 

Pl-oy-o2 
BATCH7 

3.940 

0.0867 

87.266 

0.73 J 

1.43 

0.70 J 

0.22 J 
0.72 J 

0.06 J 

0.37 J 

0.17 J 

0.47 J 

1.92 

0.33 J 

0.30 J 

4.12 

1.75 

0.32 J 

1.01 J 

0.78 J 
0.23 J 

0.18 J 
l.58 ND 

0.07 J 
0.77 ND 

1.10 ND 

0.08 J 

Pl-oy-o3 
BATCH7 

3.599 

0.0845 

88.011 

0.71 J 
0.95 J 
0.46 J 

0.21 J 

0.60 J 

0.95 ND 

0.33 J 

0.14 J 
0.42 J 
1.62 

0.27 J 

0.23 J 
3.36 

1.40 J 
0.28 J 

0.91 J 

2.81 ND 

1.89 ND 

0.20 J 
1.49 ND 

0.09 J 
0.05 J 
1.03 ND 

0.06 J 

Pl-oY-Q4 T 
BATCH7 

3.808 

0.1058 

88.387 

0.79 J 

1.01 J 
0.52 J 

0.19 J 

0.54 J 

0.08 J 

0.39 J 

0.13 J 

0.41 J 

1.55 

0.17 J 
0.27 J 
2.97 

1.41 J 
0.49 J 

1.00 J 
0.54 J 

0.20 J 

0.26 J 
0.06 J 

0.09 J 

0.08 J 
1.00 ND 

0.08 J 

Parrll Island Ti .. ue AnalYlil 

PAIl Data In uglk, WET WEIGHT for BATCH7 

Sample Number: 

Batch Number: 

Sample Dry Weight (,): 

Sample Lipid Weight (,I&): 

Sample Mollllure ContCilt ("): 

naphthalene 

2-mcthylnaphthalcne 

I-mcthylnaphthalene 

biphenyl 

2.6-dimcdtylnaphthalene 

aeenaphthylene 

aeenaphthene 

1.6.7-lrimcthylnaphthalcne 

nuorene 

phenanthrene 

anthracene 

I-mcthylphenanthrcne 

nuoranthene 

pyrene 

benz(aJanthraune 

ehryaeRC 

bcnzo(bJnuoranthene 

bcnzo(kJnuoranthene 

benzoleJpyrenc 

bcnzo(a Jpyrenc 

pcrylenc 

Indcnoll.2.3-e.dJpyrenc 

dibcnz{a.hJanthraune 

bcnzo(,.h.IJpcryleRC 

MDL 

11.39 

14.21 

13.99 

18.49 

16.41 

15.77 

14.35 

14.01 

13.17 

18.19 

13.36 

24.37 

30.38 

28.04 

25.54 

26.44 

46.94 

3U5 

24.12 

24.78 

29.72 

12.08 

17.25 

22.28 

PI-oy-oi 
BATCH7 

3.375 

0.1234 

'89.011 

0.87 

1.03 J 

0.59 J 

0.31 J 
0.65 J 
0.19 J 
0.67 J 

0.22 J 

0.55 J 
2.15 

0.42 

0.54 J 

11.32 

6.25 

2.13 
3.08 

1.51 J 
0.53 J 
0.87 J 

0.35 J 

0.32 J 

0.23 J 

0.06 J 

0.78 J 

PI-oY-Q2 
BATCH7 

3.649 

0.0937 

88.089 

0.58 J 
0.83 J 

0.47 J 

0.17 J 
0.51 J 
0.08 J 

0.48 J 

0.16 J 
0.43 J 
1.71 

0.31 J 

0.36 J 

8.67 

5.17 

1.46 J 

2.1S J 
1.16 J 
0.35 J 
0.60 J 
0.31 J 

0.17 J 
0.16 J 
0.05 J 

0.17 J 

PI-oy-o3 
BATCH7 

4.436 

0.1114 

85.236 

0.64 J 
1.13 J 

0.58 J 

0.22 J 

0.61 J 
0.09 J 

0.53 J 

0.13 J 
O.SO J 
2.15 

0.32 J 
0.38 J 

4.53 

2.29 J 
0.87 J 
1.61 J 
0.74 J 
0.34 J 
0.51 J 

0.20 J 
0.19 J 
0.89 ND 

0.04 J 
0.17 J 

PI-oY-Q4 
BATCH7 

3.535 

0.0640 

88.307 

0.62 J 
0.76 J 

0.37 J 
0.17 J 

0.44 J 

0.92 ND 

0.38 J 

0.82 ND 

0.35 J 
1.55 

0.22 J 
0.26 J 
3.32 

1.83 J 

0.68 J 
1.12 J 
0.64 J 
0.21 J 
0.37 J 
0.22 J 

0.14 J 
0.15 J 
0.06 J 
0.20 J 

Pl-oy-oi 
BATCH7 

3.759 

0.0936 

87.52 

1.13 

1.31 

0.67 J 

0.27 J 
0.67 J 

0.07 J 
0.36 J 
0.20 J 

0.48 J 
1.78 

0.17 J 

0.31 J 
3.10 

1.26 J 
0.47 J 
1.07 J 
0.42 J 
0.11 J 

0.23 J 

0.09 J 
0.06 J 

0.75 ND 

1.08 ND 

0.07 J 

Pl-oy-o2 
BATCH7 

3.940 

0.0867 

87.266 

0.73 J 

1.43 

0.70 J 

0.22 J 
0.72 J 

0.06 J 

0.37 J 

0.17 J 

0.47 J 

1.92 

0.33 J 

0.30 J 

4.12 

1.75 

0.32 J 

1.01 J 

0.78 J 
0.23 J 

0.18 J 
l.58 ND 

0.07 J 
0.77 ND 

1.10 ND 

0.08 J 

Pl-oy-o3 
BATCH7 

3.599 

0.0845 

88.011 

0.71 J 
0.95 J 
0.46 J 

0.21 J 

0.60 J 

0.95 ND 

0.33 J 

0.14 J 
0.42 J 
1.62 

0.27 J 

0.23 J 
3.36 

1.40 J 
0.28 J 

0.91 J 

2.81 ND 

1.89 ND 

0.20 J 
1.49 ND 

0.09 J 
0.05 J 
1.03 ND 

0.06 J 

Pl-oY-Q4 T 
BATCH7 

3.808 

0.1058 

88.387 

0.79 J 

1.01 J 
0.52 J 

0.19 J 

0.54 J 

0.08 J 

0.39 J 

0.13 J 

0.41 J 

1.55 

0.17 J 
0.27 J 
2.97 

1.41 J 
0.49 J 

1.00 J 
0.54 J 

0.20 J 

0.26 J 
0.06 J 

0.09 J 

0.08 J 
1.00 ND 

0.08 J 



GI-GY-OI TGl-GY-02 TGl-GY-03 TGl-GY-04 TGZ-OY-OI TGZ-GY-02 TGZ-GY-03 TG2-GY-W TGZ-GY-DUP 
BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 BATCH7 

2.680 2.794 2.701 2.631 2.795 2.636 2.946 2.906 2.665 

0.0647 0.0657 0.0640 0.0643 0.0651 0.0580 0.0649 0.057 I 0.0630 

91.103 90.71 91.024 91.354 90.714 91.307 90.283 90.39 9l.M 

0.66 J 0.58 J 0.43 J 0.73 

0.46 J 0.37 J 0.45 J 0.47 J 

0.29 J 0.21 J 0.26 J 0.30 J 

0.12 J 0.12 J 0.10 J 0.13 J 

0.24 J 0.24 J 0.24 J 0.28 J 

0.70 ND 0.73 ND 0.71 ND 0.68 ND 

0.08 J 0.08 J 0.09 J 0.09 J 

0.62 ND 0.05 J 0.63 ND 0.61 ND 

0.19 J 0.15 J 0.16 J 0.20 J 

0.54 J 0.49 J 0.46 J 0.46 J 

0.13 J 0.05 J 0.05 J 0.05 J 
0.08 J 0.09 J 0.10 J 0.10 J 

0.97 J 0.72 J 0.73 J 0.66 J 

0.48 J 0.43 J 0.44 J 0.43 J 

I.14 ND I.19 ND I.15 ND I.10 ND 

0.30 J 0.30 J 0.23 J 0.26 J 

2.09 ND 0.20 J 0.16 J 0.18 J 

1.40 ND 0.09 J 0.09 J 0.10 J 

0.11 J 0.06 J 0.05 J 0.07 J 

I.10 ND 0.05 J I.11 ND 0.06 J 

0.12 J 0.08 J 0.09 J 0.08 J 

0.08 J 0.05 J 0.54 ND 0.06 J 

0.77 ND 0.60 ND 0.77 ND 0.75 ND 

0.12 J 0.05 J 1.00 ND 0.08 J 

0.57 J 0.34 J 1.37 

0.38 J 0.20 J 1.32 
0.26 J 0.12 J 0.89 J 

0.11 J 0.07 J 0.51 J 
0.21 J 0.10 J 0.52 J 
0.73 ND 0.69 ND 0.77 ND 
0.10 J 0.09 J 0.70 ND 
0.10 J 0.61 ND 0.21 J 
0.18 J 0.14 J 0.30 J 
0.47 J 0.37 J 0.77 J 
0.07 J 0.05 J 0.22 J 
0.09 J 0.06 J 0.26 J 
0.95 J 0.76 J 1.24 J 
0.54 J 0.43 J 0.88 J 
I.19 ND I.11 ND 0.24 J 
0.33 J 0.27 J 0.43 J 
0.39 J 0.17 J 0.33 J 
0.14 J 0.07 J 0.32 J 
0.09 J 0.06 J 0.14 J 
0.13 J l.OB ND 1.20 ND 
0.13 J 0.07 J 0.15 J 
0.05 J 0.53 ND 0.59 ND 
0.80 ND 0.75 ND 0.84 ND 
0.08 J 0.97 ND 1.08 ND 

0.55 J 0.46 J 
0.40 J 0.30 J 
0.26 J 0.17 J 
0.12 J 0.10 J 
0.16 J 0.13 J 
0.76 ND 0.70 ND 
0.13 J 0.12 J 
0.67 ND 0.62 ND 
0.18 J 0.16 J 
0.65 J 0.61 J 
0.10 J 0.13 J 
0.12 J 0.10 J 
1.35 J I.33 J 
0.77 J 0.78 J 
0.26 J 0.27 J 
0.47 J 0.51 J 
0.23 J 0.26 J 
0.10 J 0.13 J 
0.09 J 0.12 J 
0.05 J 0.05 ND 
0.09 J 0.08 J 
0.05 J 0.04 ND 
0.83 ND 0.76 ND 
1.07 ND 0.06 J 

12.8 7.2 10.0 7.9 B.I 9.1 15.3 9.5 6.0 

OI-oy-oi TOl-oY-02 TOI-oy-o3 TGI-oY-64 TG2-oy-oi TG2-oY-02 TG2-oy-03 TG2-oY-64 TG2-oy-OUP 
BATCH1 

2.680 
0.0641 
91.103 

( 

0.66 J 
0.46 J 
0.29 J 
0.12 J 

0.24 J 

0.70 NO 

0.08 J 
0.62 NO 

0.19 
0.54 J 
0.13 J 

0.08 J 

0.91 J 

0.48 J 

1.14 NO 

0.30 J 
2.09 NO 

1.40 NO 

0.11 J 
1.10 NO 

0.12 J 
0.08 J 
0.71 NO 

0.12 J 

12.8 

BATCH7 

2.194 

0.0651 
90.71 

0.58 J 
0.31 J 

0.21 J 
0.12 J 
0.24 J 

0.73 NO 

0.08 J 
0.05 J 

0.15 J 

0.49 J 

0.05 J 

0.09 J 
0.72 J 

0.43 J 

1.19 NO 

0.30 J 

0.20 J 
0.09 J 
0.06 J 

0.05 J 
0.08 J 
0.05 J 
0.80 NO 

0.05 J 

7.2 

BATCH7 

2.701 
0.0640 
91.024 

0.43 J 

0.45 J 

0.26 J 
0.10 J 

0.24 J 

0.11 NO 

0.09 J 

0.63 NO 

0.16 J 
0.46 J 

0.05 J 

0.10 J 

0.73 J 

0.44 J 

1.15 NO 

0.23 J 

0.16 J 

0.09 J 

0.05 J 
1.11 NO 

0.09 J 

0.54 NO 

0.77 NO 

1.00 NO 

10.0 

BATCH1 

2.631 

0.0643 
91.354 

0.13 
0.47 J 

0.30 J 

0.1l J 

0.28 J 

0.68 NO 

0.09 J 

0.61 NO 

0.20 J 
0.46 J 
0.05 J 
0.10 J 
0.66 J 

0.43 J 
1.10 NO 
0.26 J 

0.18 J 
0.10 J 
0.07 J 

0.06 J 

0.08 J 
0.06 J 

0.75 NO 

0.08 J 

7.9 

BATCH1 

2.795 
0.0651 

90.714 

0.51 J 
0.38 J 
0.26 J 

0.11 J 
0.21 J 
0.13 NO 

0.10 J 

0.10 J 
0.18 J 
0.41 J 
0.01 J 

0.09 J 
0.95 J 
0.54 J 
1.19 NO 
0.33 J 

0.39 J 
0.14 J 
0.09 J 

0.1l J 
0.13 J 
0.05 J 
0.80 NO 

0.08 J 

8.1 

BATCH7 

2.636 

0.0580 
91.307 

0.34 J 
0.20 J 
0.12 J 
0.07 J 
0.10 J 

0.69 NO 

0.09 J 

0.61 NO 

0.14 J 
0.31 J 
0.05 J 

0.06 J 
0.76 J 

0.43 J 
1.11 NO 

0.27 J 
0.11 J 

0.01 J 
0.06 J 

1.08 NO 

0.07 J 

0.53 NO 

0.75 NO 

0.91 NO 

9.1 

( 

BATCH1 

2.946 

0.0649 
90.283 

1.37 
1.32 
0.89 J 
0.51 J 
0.52 J 
0.77 NO 

0.70 NO 

0.21 J 
0.30 

0.77 J 
0.22 J 
0.26 

1.24 J 
0.88 J 

0.24 J 
0.43 J 

0.33 J 

0.32 J 
0.14 J 
1.20 NO 

0.15 J 
0.59 NO 

0.84 NO 

1.08 NO 

15.3 

BATCH7 

2.906 
0.0571 
90.39 

0.55 J 
0.40 J 

0.26 J 
0.12 J 
0.18 J 

0.76 NO 

0.13 J 
0.61 NO 

0.18 J 
0.65 J 
0.10 J 

0.12 J 

US J 

0.77 J 
0.26 J 
0.41 J 
0.23 J 
0.10 J 
0.09 J 
0.05 J 
0.09 J 
0.05 J 
0.83 NO 

1.07 NO 

9.S 

BATCH1 

2.665 

0.0630 
91.114 

0.46 J 

0.30 J 
0.17 J 

.0.10 J 
0.13 J 

0.10 NO 

0.12 J 

0.62 NO 

0.16 J 
0.61 J 

0.13 J 
0.10 J 

1.33 J 

0.18 J 

0.21 J 

0.51 J 

0.26 J 

0.13 J 
0.12 J 

0.05 NO 

0.08 J 
0.04 NO 

0.16 NO 

0.08 J 

8.0 

( 

OI-oy-oi TOl-oY-02 TOI-oy-o3 TGI-oY-64 TG2-oy-oi TG2-oY-02 TG2-oy-03 TG2-oY-64 TG2-oy-OUP 
BATCH1 

2.680 
0.0641 
91.103 

( 

0.66 J 
0.46 J 
0.29 J 
0.12 J 

0.24 J 

0.70 NO 

0.08 J 
0.62 NO 

0.19 
0.54 J 
0.13 J 

0.08 J 

0.91 J 

0.48 J 

1.14 NO 

0.30 J 
2.09 NO 

1.40 NO 

0.11 J 
1.10 NO 

0.12 J 
0.08 J 
0.71 NO 

0.12 J 

12.8 

BATCH7 

2.194 

0.0651 
90.71 

0.58 J 
0.31 J 

0.21 J 
0.12 J 
0.24 J 

0.73 NO 

0.08 J 
0.05 J 

0.15 J 

0.49 J 

0.05 J 

0.09 J 
0.72 J 

0.43 J 

1.19 NO 

0.30 J 

0.20 J 
0.09 J 
0.06 J 

0.05 J 
0.08 J 
0.05 J 
0.80 NO 

0.05 J 

7.2 

BATCH7 

2.701 
0.0640 
91.024 

0.43 J 

0.45 J 

0.26 J 
0.10 J 

0.24 J 

0.11 NO 

0.09 J 

0.63 NO 

0.16 J 
0.46 J 

0.05 J 

0.10 J 

0.73 J 

0.44 J 

1.15 NO 

0.23 J 

0.16 J 

0.09 J 

0.05 J 
1.11 NO 

0.09 J 

0.54 NO 

0.77 NO 

1.00 NO 

10.0 

BATCH1 

2.631 

0.0643 
91.354 

0.13 
0.47 J 

0.30 J 

0.1l J 

0.28 J 

0.68 NO 

0.09 J 

0.61 NO 

0.20 J 
0.46 J 
0.05 J 
0.10 J 
0.66 J 

0.43 J 
1.10 NO 
0.26 J 

0.18 J 
0.10 J 
0.07 J 

0.06 J 

0.08 J 
0.06 J 

0.75 NO 

0.08 J 

7.9 

BATCH1 

2.795 
0.0651 

90.714 

0.51 J 
0.38 J 
0.26 J 

0.11 J 
0.21 J 
0.13 NO 

0.10 J 

0.10 J 
0.18 J 
0.41 J 
0.01 J 

0.09 J 
0.95 J 
0.54 J 
1.19 NO 
0.33 J 

0.39 J 
0.14 J 
0.09 J 

0.1l J 
0.13 J 
0.05 J 
0.80 NO 

0.08 J 

8.1 

BATCH7 

2.636 

0.0580 
91.307 

0.34 J 
0.20 J 
0.12 J 
0.07 J 
0.10 J 

0.69 NO 

0.09 J 

0.61 NO 

0.14 J 
0.31 J 
0.05 J 

0.06 J 
0.76 J 

0.43 J 
1.11 NO 

0.27 J 
0.11 J 

0.01 J 
0.06 J 

1.08 NO 

0.07 J 

0.53 NO 

0.75 NO 

0.91 NO 

9.1 

( 

BATCH1 

2.946 

0.0649 
90.283 

1.37 
1.32 
0.89 J 
0.51 J 
0.52 J 
0.77 NO 

0.70 NO 

0.21 J 
0.30 

0.77 J 
0.22 J 
0.26 

1.24 J 
0.88 J 

0.24 J 
0.43 J 

0.33 J 

0.32 J 
0.14 J 
1.20 NO 

0.15 J 
0.59 NO 

0.84 NO 

1.08 NO 

15.3 

BATCH7 

2.906 
0.0571 
90.39 

0.55 J 
0.40 J 

0.26 J 
0.12 J 
0.18 J 

0.76 NO 

0.13 J 
0.61 NO 

0.18 J 
0.65 J 
0.10 J 

0.12 J 

US J 

0.77 J 
0.26 J 
0.41 J 
0.23 J 
0.10 J 
0.09 J 
0.05 J 
0.09 J 
0.05 J 
0.83 NO 

1.07 NO 

9.S 

BATCH1 

2.665 

0.0630 
91.114 

0.46 J 

0.30 J 
0.17 J 

.0.10 J 
0.13 J 

0.10 NO 

0.12 J 

0.62 NO 

0.16 J 
0.61 J 

0.13 J 
0.10 J 

1.33 J 

0.18 J 

0.21 J 

0.51 J 

0.26 J 

0.13 J 
0.12 J 

0.05 NO 

0.08 J 
0.04 NO 

0.16 NO 

0.08 J 

8.0 

( 



Parria IshndTiiue Analysis 
PCBPESTData inug/kgWET%‘E IGHTfor BATCH1 

Sample Numk 
BOtCh: 
Sample Dy Weight (8): 
Sample *tipid WeQht (g/8): 
Sample Moisture Content (96): 

PI-FIMq)I PI-FM-02 PI-FIM-O3 I-FIM-ARCH P2-FIM-Ol 
BATCH 1 BATCH1 BATCH 1 BATCH 1 BATCH1 

MDL 
6.75 
2.35 
1.89 
4.02 
2.79 
3.17 
5.13 
1.42 
2.58 
1.18 
1.33 
0.79 
1.93 
1.36 
1.45 
2.36 
1.75 
3.07 
2.2 

7.35 
1.72 
2.36 
1.75 
1.24 
1.1 

8.15 
2.79 
3.01 
2.23 
0.8 

1.38 
2.68 
5.55 
1.61 
1.73 
5.2 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

7.324 6.635 3.317 

0.1876 0.0482 0.0422 

75.688 78.181 80.747 

0.74 ND/ 0.65 ND 

6.117 6.755 
0.0523 0.0380 
80.189 78.209 

CW8) 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 
LINDANE 
CL3( 18) 

CWW 
HEFTACHLOR 

w52) 
AmRm 

cww 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 

crcyw 
2.4-DDE 
CU(lO1) 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 
DIELDRIN 
4.4-DDE 

CW 
2+DDD 
ENDRm 
CLs(ll8) 
4,4-DDD 
2.4-DDT 
CL6( 153) 
CLq 105) 
4.4-DDT 
CL6(138) 
CL5( 126) 
CL7( 187) 
CL6(128) 
CL7( 180) 

CLl( 170) 
CL8(195) 

CL9(206) 
CLlO(2O9) 
AROCLOR 1016/1242 
AROCLOR I221 
AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 
AROCLOR 1260 

0.75 NO’ 
0.29 N rJ 

0.23 ND 
0.49 ND 

0.39 NC 
0.39 ND 
1.13 NC 

0.17 ND 
0.31 ND 

0.14 ND 
0.77 NC 
0.50 
2.35 NC 

0.55 
1.47 
0.29 ND 

31.20 
0.37 ND 

0.27 NC 
0.89 ND 

1.71 NC 
9.5w 
0.21 ND 
5.41 NC 

0.13 ND 
0.99 JNCJ 
3.90 NC 
0.37 ND 
1.34 NC 
0.26 NC 
1.52 NC 

1.05 
0.76 NC 
0.20 ND 
0.21 ND 

0.63 ND 
2.43 ND 

2.43 ND 
2.43 ND 
2.43 ND 

63.11 
2.43 ND 

0.26 ND 
0.21 ND 
0.44 ND 
0.35 NC 
0.35 MC 
0.41 NC 
0.15 ND 
0.11 JNC 
0.13 ND 
0.87 NC 
0.09 NC 
1.23 NC 
0.57 
1.18 
0.26 ND 

10.31 
0.33 ND 
0.24 NC 
0.80 ND 
1.12 NC 
4.6’h/ 
0.19 JNC 
2.86 NC 
0.27 NC 
0.89 JNC 
2.09 NC 
0.33 ND 
0.69 NC 
0.23 NC 
0.84 NC 
1.19 
0.47 NC 
0.18 ND 
0.19 ND 
0.51 ND 
2.18 ND 
2.18 ND 
2.18 ND 
2.18 ND 

33.63 
2.18 ND 

0.23 ND 
0.18 ND 
0.39 ND 
0.27 ND 
0.31 ND 
0.49 ND 
0.14 ND 
0.25 ND 
0.11 ND 
0.13 ND 
0.08 NC 
1.01 NC 
0.13 NC 
0.64 
0.23 ND 

11.73 
0.30 ND 

i::: K/ 
1.22 NC 
1.7w 

0.11 NC 
4.75 NC 
0.62 NC 
0.78 ND 
3.28 NC 
0.29 ND 
1.22 NC,/’ 
0.45 NC 
1.48 NC 
1.60 
1.04 NC 
0.04 JNC 
0.17 ND 
0.50 ND 
1.93 ND 
1.93 ND 
1.93 ND 
1.93 ND 

52.02 
1.93 ND 

0.67 ND 0.74 
0.23 ND 0.26 
0.19 ND 0.21 
0.40 ND 0.44 
0.28 ND 0.30 
0.31 ND 0.35 
0.51 ND 0.56 
0.14 ND 0.15 
0.26 ND 0.28 
0.12 ND 0.13 
0.13 ND 0.14 
0.08 ND 0.09 
0.42 NC 0.40 
0.13 NC 0.41 
0.21 0.78 
0.23 ND 0.26 
3.73 4.19 
0.30 ND 0.33 
0.22 ND 0.24 
0.73 ND 0.80 
0.29 NC 0.33 
0.45 0.77 
0.11 ND 0.19 
0.99 NC 0.64 
0.13 NC 0.09 
0.81 N& 0.89 
0.79 NC 0.51 
0.30 ND 0.33 
0.34 NC 0.11 
0.08 ND 0.09 
0.36 NC 0.20 
0.80 0.51 
0.05 JNC 0.05 
0.16 ND 0.18 
0.17 ND 0.19 
0.52 ND 0.57 
1.98 ND 2.18 
1.98 ND 2.18 
1.98 ND 2.18 
I.98 ND 2.18 

10.80 2.18 
1.98 ND 2.18 J 

Sum of PCB Congcncrs: 23.005 14.375 18.521 7.116 6.540 
Sum of DDTs. DDDs. and DDEs: 42.701 16.449 14.714 5.458 6.366 

ND - Not De&ted 
NC-NotConlirmedby aecondcol umntuulysk 
J - Detected, but below the MDL 

B-Analytcis>5timarMDLia Blank 
E - Estimatee.signifhnt matrix inte rfcrencc 

Parris Island Tissue Analysis 

PCBPEST Data in uglkg WET WE IGHT for BATCHI 

Sample Number: Pl-FIM-Ql PI-FIM-Q2 Pl-FIM-Q3 1-FIM-ARCH P2-FIM-QI 

BATCH I 

6.755 

0.03S0 
7S.209 

Batch: BATCH I BATCH 1 BATCH I 
3.317 

0.0422 

80.747 

BATCH 1 

6.117 

0.0523 

SO. 189 

Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Upid Weight (gig): 

Sample Moisture Content ("): 

CL2(S) 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDANE 

CL3(lS) 

CL3(2S) 

HEPTACHLOR 
CL4(52) 

ALDRIN 
CL4(44) 

HEPTACHLOREPOX]DE 

CL4(66) 

2.4-00E 
CLS(IOl) 

CIS-CHLORD ANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 
4.4-00E 
CL4(77) 

2.4-000 

ENDRIN 
CLS(l1S) 

4.4-000 

2.4-00T 
CL6(153) 

CLS(l05) 

4,4-00T 

CL6(138) 

~LS(126) 

CL7(IS7) 

CL6(12S) 

CL7(IS0) 

MIREX 
CL7(170} 
CL8(19S) 

CL9(206) 

CL10(209) 

AROCLOR 101611242 
AROCLOR 1221 

AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 

AROCLOR 1260 

Sum of PCB Congeners: 

Sum of DDT •• 000 •• and DOEs: 

NO - Not Detected 

MDL 
6.75 

2.35 

I.S9 

4.02 

2.79 

3.17 

5.13 
1.42 

2.5S 

1.1S 
1.33 

0.79 

1.93 

1.36 
1.45 

2.36 

1.75 
3.07 

2.2 

7.35 

1.72 
2.36 

1.75 

1.24 

1.1 

S.15 

2.79 

3.01 

2.23 
O.S 

1.38 
2.68 
5.55 

1.61 
1.73 

5.2 
20 

20 

20 
20 
20 

20 

NC - Not Conllrmed by second col umn analysis 

J - Detec:ted. but below the MDL 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MDL in Blank 

E - Estimate.significant matrix inte rfcrencc 

7.324 6.635 

0.IS76 0.0482 

75.68S 7S.181 

0.75 NCV
i 

0.29 N~ 
0.74 NO/ 0.65 NO 

0.26 NO 0.23 NO 

0.23 NO 0.21 NO 

0.49 NO 0.44 NO 

0.39 NC 0.35 NC 

0.39 NO 0.35 JNC 

1.13 NC 0.41 NC 

0.17 NO 0.15 NO 
0.31 NO 0.17 JNC 

0.14 NO 0.13 NO 
0.77 NC 0.87 NC 

O.SO 0.09 NC 

2.35 NC 1.23 NC 

0.55 0.57 
1.47 1.1S 

0.29 NO 0.26 ND 

31.20 10.37 
0.37 NO 0.33 ND 

0.27 NC 0.24 NC 

0.89 NO O.SO NO 

1.71 NC 1.12 NC 

9.5V 4.6V 
0.21 NO 0.19 JNC 

5.41 NC 2.S6 NC 

0.13 NO 0.27 NC 

0.99 JNC"; 0.89 JNC 

3.90 NC 2.09 NC 

0.37 NO 0.33 NO 
1.34 NC 0.69 NC 

0.26 NC 0.23 NC 

1.52 NC 0.84 NC 

1.05 1.19 
0.76 NC 0.47 NC 
0.20 ND 0.18 ND 

0.21 ND 0.19 NO 

0.63 ND 0.57 NO 

2.43 ND 2.1S NO 

2.43 NO 2.1S NO 
2.43 NO 2.1S NO 
2.43 NO 2.18 NO 

63.11 33.63 

2.43 NO 2.18 NO 

23.005 
42.701 

14.375 

16.449 

O.IS NO 

0.39 NO 

0.27 NO 

0.31 NO 
0.49 ND 

0.14 NO 

0.25 NO 

0.11 NO 
0.13 NO 

O.OS NC 

1.01 NC 

0.13 NC 

0.64 

0.23 NO 

11.73 
0.30 NO 

0.21 JNC / 
0.71 NJl.I 

1.22 NC 
1.74\,./' 

0.17 NC 

4.75 NC 

0.62 NC 

0.78 NO 

3.28 NC 

0.29 NO 

1.22 Nov" 
0.45 NC 

1.48 NC 

1.60 
1.04 NC 
0.04 JNC 

0.17 NO 

O.SO NO 
1.93 ND 

1.93 NO 

1.93 ND 
1.93 NO 

52.02 

1.93 NO 

IS.527 

14.714 

0.67 NO 

0.23 NO 

0.19 NO 

0.40 NO 

0.2S NO 

0.31 NO 

0.51 NO 

0.14 NO 
0.26 NO 

0.12 NO 
0.13 NO 

0.08 NO 

0.42 NC 

0.13 NC 

0.27 

0.23 ND 
3.73 

0.30 ND 

0.22 NO 

0.73 NO 

0.29 NC 

0.45 

0.17 NO 

0.99 NC 

0.13 NC 

O.SI No-! 
0.79 NC 

0.30 NO 

0.34 NC 

O.OS ND 
0.36 NC 

0.80 
0.05 JNC 
0.16 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.52 NO 

1.9S NO 

1.98 NO 
1.98 NO 
1.98 NO 

10.S0 
1.9S NO 

7.116 
5.458 

0.74 

0.26 

0.21 
0.44 

0.30 

0.35 
0.56 

0.15 
0.2S 

0.13 
0.14 
0.09 

0.40 

0.41 
0.78 

0.26 

4.19 
0.33 

0.24 

O.SO 

0.33 

0.77 

0.19 
0.64 

0.09 

0.S9 
0.51 

0.33 

0.17 
0.09 

0.20 

0.57 
0.05 
O.IS 
0.19 

0.57 
2.1S 

2.1S 
2.1S 

2.1S 

2.18/ 
2.1S 

6.540 

6.366 

Parris Island Tissue Analysis 

PCBPEST Data in uglkg WET WE IGHT for BATCHI 

Sample Number: Pl-FIM-Ql PI-FIM-Q2 Pl-FIM-Q3 1-FIM-ARCH P2-FIM-QI 

BATCH I 

6.755 

0.03S0 
7S.209 

Batch: BATCH I BATCH 1 BATCH I 
3.317 

0.0422 

80.747 

BATCH 1 

6.117 

0.0523 

SO. 189 

Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Upid Weight (gig): 

Sample Moisture Content ("): 

CL2(S) 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDANE 

CL3(lS) 

CL3(2S) 

HEPTACHLOR 
CL4(52) 

ALDRIN 
CL4(44) 

HEPTACHLOREPOX]DE 

CL4(66) 

2.4-00E 
CLS(IOl) 

CIS-CHLORD ANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 
4.4-00E 
CL4(77) 

2.4-000 

ENDRIN 
CLS(l1S) 

4.4-000 

2.4-00T 
CL6(153) 

CLS(l05) 

4,4-00T 

CL6(138) 

~LS(126) 

CL7(IS7) 

CL6(12S) 

CL7(IS0) 

MIREX 
CL7(170} 
CL8(19S) 

CL9(206) 

CL10(209) 

AROCLOR 101611242 
AROCLOR 1221 

AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 

AROCLOR 1260 

Sum of PCB Congeners: 

Sum of DDT •• 000 •• and DOEs: 

NO - Not Detected 

MDL 
6.75 

2.35 

I.S9 

4.02 

2.79 

3.17 

5.13 
1.42 

2.5S 

1.1S 
1.33 

0.79 

1.93 

1.36 
1.45 

2.36 

1.75 
3.07 

2.2 

7.35 

1.72 
2.36 

1.75 

1.24 

1.1 

S.15 

2.79 

3.01 

2.23 
O.S 

1.38 
2.68 
5.55 

1.61 
1.73 

5.2 
20 

20 

20 
20 
20 

20 

NC - Not Conllrmed by second col umn analysis 

J - Detec:ted. but below the MDL 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MDL in Blank 

E - Estimate.significant matrix inte rfcrencc 

7.324 6.635 

0.IS76 0.0482 

75.68S 7S.181 

0.75 NCV
i 

0.29 N~ 
0.74 NO/ 0.65 NO 

0.26 NO 0.23 NO 

0.23 NO 0.21 NO 

0.49 NO 0.44 NO 

0.39 NC 0.35 NC 

0.39 NO 0.35 JNC 

1.13 NC 0.41 NC 

0.17 NO 0.15 NO 
0.31 NO 0.17 JNC 

0.14 NO 0.13 NO 
0.77 NC 0.87 NC 

O.SO 0.09 NC 

2.35 NC 1.23 NC 

0.55 0.57 
1.47 1.1S 

0.29 NO 0.26 ND 

31.20 10.37 
0.37 NO 0.33 ND 

0.27 NC 0.24 NC 

0.89 NO O.SO NO 

1.71 NC 1.12 NC 

9.5V 4.6V 
0.21 NO 0.19 JNC 

5.41 NC 2.S6 NC 

0.13 NO 0.27 NC 

0.99 JNC"; 0.89 JNC 

3.90 NC 2.09 NC 

0.37 NO 0.33 NO 
1.34 NC 0.69 NC 

0.26 NC 0.23 NC 

1.52 NC 0.84 NC 

1.05 1.19 
0.76 NC 0.47 NC 
0.20 ND 0.18 ND 

0.21 ND 0.19 NO 

0.63 ND 0.57 NO 

2.43 ND 2.1S NO 

2.43 NO 2.1S NO 
2.43 NO 2.1S NO 
2.43 NO 2.18 NO 

63.11 33.63 

2.43 NO 2.18 NO 

23.005 
42.701 

14.375 

16.449 

O.IS NO 

0.39 NO 

0.27 NO 

0.31 NO 
0.49 ND 

0.14 NO 

0.25 NO 

0.11 NO 
0.13 NO 

O.OS NC 

1.01 NC 

0.13 NC 

0.64 

0.23 NO 

11.73 
0.30 NO 

0.21 JNC / 
0.71 NJl.I 

1.22 NC 
1.74\,./' 

0.17 NC 

4.75 NC 

0.62 NC 

0.78 NO 

3.28 NC 

0.29 NO 

1.22 Nov" 
0.45 NC 

1.48 NC 

1.60 
1.04 NC 
0.04 JNC 

0.17 NO 

O.SO NO 
1.93 ND 

1.93 NO 

1.93 ND 
1.93 NO 

52.02 

1.93 NO 

IS.527 

14.714 

0.67 NO 

0.23 NO 

0.19 NO 

0.40 NO 

0.2S NO 

0.31 NO 

0.51 NO 

0.14 NO 
0.26 NO 

0.12 NO 
0.13 NO 

0.08 NO 

0.42 NC 

0.13 NC 

0.27 

0.23 ND 
3.73 

0.30 ND 

0.22 NO 

0.73 NO 

0.29 NC 

0.45 

0.17 NO 

0.99 NC 

0.13 NC 

O.SI No-! 
0.79 NC 

0.30 NO 

0.34 NC 

O.OS ND 
0.36 NC 

0.80 
0.05 JNC 
0.16 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.52 NO 

1.9S NO 

1.98 NO 
1.98 NO 
1.98 NO 

10.S0 
1.9S NO 

7.116 
5.458 

0.74 

0.26 

0.21 
0.44 

0.30 

0.35 
0.56 

0.15 
0.2S 

0.13 
0.14 
0.09 

0.40 

0.41 
0.78 

0.26 

4.19 
0.33 

0.24 

O.SO 

0.33 

0.77 

0.19 
0.64 

0.09 

0.S9 
0.51 

0.33 

0.17 
0.09 

0.20 

0.57 
0.05 
O.IS 
0.19 

0.57 
2.1S 

2.1S 
2.1S 

2.1S 

2.18/ 
2.1S 

6.540 

6.366 



Puris IsIand Tiiue Analysia 
PCBPEST Data in ugkg WET WE 

Sample Numk 
Batch: 
Sample Dry Weight (8): 
Sample Lipid Weight (g/g): 
Sample MoistlJrc content (96): 

CW3) 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDANE 
CU(l8) 

CWW 
HEPTACHLOR 

CW52) 
ALDRm 

cww 
HEPTACHLOREPOXDE 

cww 
2.4-DDE 
CLs( 101) 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 
DIELDRIN 
4.4-DDE 

CLACII) 
2.4-DDD 
ENDRIN 
CU( 118) 
4,4-DDD 
2.4-DDT 
CLq lS3) 
CLs( 105) 
4,4-DDT 

CLq138) 
CLs( 126) 
CLl( 187) 
CLq128) 
CLl(180) 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
NC 

P2-FIM-02 TG2-FlMd 1 
BATCH1 BATCH1 

5.243 6.736 
0.0103 0.035 1 

80.602 78.974 

ND 

ND 
ND 
ND 
NC 

ND 
NC 
NC 
ND 
NC 
ND 
NC 
ND 
NC 

CL7( 170) 
CL8( 195) 
CL9(206) 
CLlo(209) 
AROCLOR 1016/1242 
AROCLOR 1221 
AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 
ARGCLOR 1260 

JNC 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

0.65 ND 
0.23 ND 
0.18 ND 
0.39 ND 
0.21 ND 
0.31 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.14 ND 

0.25 ND 
0.11 ND 
0.13 ND 
0.10 
0.86 NC 
0.13 NC 
0.31 
0.23 ND 

20.11 
0.30 ND 
0.21 NC 
0.71 ND 
0.49 NC 
5.92 
0.17 ND 
3.57 NC 
0.06 JNC 
0.79 NC 
2.47 NC 
0.29 ND 
0.82 NC 
0.03 JNC 
1.29 NC 
1.31 
0.59 NC 
0.16 ND 
0.17 ND 
0.50 ND 
1.94 ND 
1.94 ND 
1.94 ND 
1.94 ND 

22.88 
1.94 ND 

Sum of PCB Congcncrs: 13.801 
Sum of DDTs. DDDs, and DDEr: 27.966 

-c ND - Not D&ted 

0.11 NW’ 
0.25 ND J 

0.20 ND 
0.42 ND 
0.29 ND 
0.33 ND 
0.54 ND 
0.15 ND 
0.21 ND 
0.12 ND 
0.14 ND 
O.~i ND 
0.14 JNC 
0.14 NC 
0.15 NC 
0.25 ND 
,I.? 
0.32 ND 

0.23” ND 
0.77 ND 
0.18 ND 
$25 ND 
$18. ND 
0.32 NC 
0.06 JNC 

,0.86 ND 
0.24 NC 
0.32 ND 
0.14 JNC 
0.02 JNC 
0.10 JNC 
0.40 
0.58 ND 
0.17 ND 

0.18 0.55 ND B/ N 
2.10 ND 
2.10 ND 
2.10 ND 
2.10 ND 
2.10 ND 
2.10 ND 

5.695 4’ 
2.896 

NC - Not Confirmed by socoad co1 
J - Daectcd. but below the MDL 
B-AnaIyteia>5timesMDLia 
E - Estimate.significant matrix inte 

Parris Island Tissue Analylil -1ft~·'-· 
PCBPEST Data in ug/kg WET WE 

' J ;, .... 
• ( '( I~ -

Sample Number: P2-FIM-02 TG2-F1M~1 

Batch: BATCH 1 BATCH 1 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 5.243 6.736 

Sample Lipid Weight (gig): 0.0703 0.0351 
Sample Moisture Content (~): 80.602 78.974 

CU(8) NO 0.65 NO 0.71 No.;./-' 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE NO 0.23 NO 0.25 NO 

LINDANE NO 0.18 NO 0.20 NO 

CU(IS) NO 0.39 NO 0.42 NO 
CU(2S) NO 0.27 NO 0.29 NO 
HEPTACHLOR NO 0.31 NO 0.33 NO 
CL4(52) NO 0.50 NO 0.54 NO 

ALDRIN NO 0.14 NO 0.15 NO 
CL4(44) NO 0.25 NO 0.27 NO 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIOE NO 0.11 NO 0.12 NO 
CL4(66) NO 0.13 NO 0.14 NO 
2,4-00E NO 0.70 0.011 NO 
CL5(10l) NC 0.S6 NC 0.14 JNC 

CIS-CHLORDANE 0.13 NC 0.14 NC 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 0.37 0.15 NC 
DIELDRIN NO 0.23 NO 0.25 NO 
4.4-0DE 20.17 ,1.29; 
CL4(77) NO 0.30 NO 0.32 NO 
2.4-000 NO 0.21 NC 0.23'" NO 
ENORIN NO 0.71 NO 0.77 NO ..""" 
CL5(l1S) NC 0.49 NC O.IS NO 
4.4-000 5.92 0.25 NO 
2.4-00T NO 0.17 NO 0.11 NO 
CL6(153) NC 3.57 NC 0.32 NC 
CL5(105) NC 0.06 JNC 0.06 JNC 
4.4-DOT NO 0.79 NC 0.86 NO . 
CL6(138) NC 2.47 NC 0.24 NC 
CL5(126) NO 0.29 NO 0.32 NO 
CL7(187) NC 0.82 NC 0.14 JNC 
CL6(128) NO 0.03 JNC 0.02 JNC 
CL7(180) NC 1.29 NC 0.10 JNC 
MIREX 1.31 0.40 
CL7(170) JNC 0.59 NC 0.58 NO 
CL8(19S) NO 0.16 NO 0.17 NO 
CL9(206) NO 0.17 NO 0.18 N~ 
CLI0(209) NO 0.50 NO 0.55 N 
AROCLOR 101611242 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1221 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1232 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1248 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1254 NO 22.88 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1260 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 

Sum of PCB Congeuen: 13.801 5.695 J 
Sum of DOTs. ODDs. and DOEs: 27.966 2.~ 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confirmed by second col 
J - Octected. but below the MDL 
B - Analyte is > 5 times MDL in 

E - Estimate.significant matrix inte 

Parris Island Tissue Analylil -1ft~·'-· 
PCBPEST Data in ug/kg WET WE 

' J ;, .... 
• ( '( I~ -

Sample Number: P2-FIM-02 TG2-F1M~1 

Batch: BATCH 1 BATCH 1 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 5.243 6.736 

Sample Lipid Weight (gig): 0.0703 0.0351 
Sample Moisture Content (~): 80.602 78.974 

CU(8) NO 0.65 NO 0.71 No.;./-' 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE NO 0.23 NO 0.25 NO 

LINDANE NO 0.18 NO 0.20 NO 

CU(IS) NO 0.39 NO 0.42 NO 
CU(2S) NO 0.27 NO 0.29 NO 
HEPTACHLOR NO 0.31 NO 0.33 NO 
CL4(52) NO 0.50 NO 0.54 NO 

ALDRIN NO 0.14 NO 0.15 NO 
CL4(44) NO 0.25 NO 0.27 NO 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIOE NO 0.11 NO 0.12 NO 
CL4(66) NO 0.13 NO 0.14 NO 
2,4-00E NO 0.70 0.011 NO 
CL5(10l) NC 0.S6 NC 0.14 JNC 

CIS-CHLORDANE 0.13 NC 0.14 NC 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 0.37 0.15 NC 
DIELDRIN NO 0.23 NO 0.25 NO 
4.4-0DE 20.17 ,1.29; 
CL4(77) NO 0.30 NO 0.32 NO 
2.4-000 NO 0.21 NC 0.23'" NO 
ENORIN NO 0.71 NO 0.77 NO ..""" 
CL5(l1S) NC 0.49 NC O.IS NO 
4.4-000 5.92 0.25 NO 
2.4-00T NO 0.17 NO 0.11 NO 
CL6(153) NC 3.57 NC 0.32 NC 
CL5(105) NC 0.06 JNC 0.06 JNC 
4.4-DOT NO 0.79 NC 0.86 NO . 
CL6(138) NC 2.47 NC 0.24 NC 
CL5(126) NO 0.29 NO 0.32 NO 
CL7(187) NC 0.82 NC 0.14 JNC 
CL6(128) NO 0.03 JNC 0.02 JNC 
CL7(180) NC 1.29 NC 0.10 JNC 
MIREX 1.31 0.40 
CL7(170) JNC 0.59 NC 0.58 NO 
CL8(19S) NO 0.16 NO 0.17 NO 
CL9(206) NO 0.17 NO 0.18 N~ 
CLI0(209) NO 0.50 NO 0.55 N 
AROCLOR 101611242 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1221 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1232 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1248 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1254 NO 22.88 2.10 NO 
AROCLOR 1260 NO 1.94 NO 2.10 NO 

Sum of PCB Congeuen: 13.801 5.695 J 
Sum of DOTs. ODDs. and DOEs: 27.966 2.~ 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confirmed by second col 
J - Octected. but below the MDL 
B - Analyte is > 5 times MDL in 

E - Estimate.significant matrix inte 



_ Pamis Island Tissue Analysis 
PCBPEST Data in ugkg WET WE IGHT for BATCH2 

Sample Number 
Bet& 
Sample Dry Weight (8): 
Sample Lipid Weight (g/g): 
Sample Moisture content ( 96): 

Pl-FxLa1 
BATCH2 

PI-FIL- 
B ATCHZ 

Pl-FILa3 I-FIL-ARCH 
BATCH2 BATCH2 

P2-FIL-01 
BATCH2 

4.707 4.035 0.025 0.100 2.957 
0.7036 0.5157 4.8000 0.0760 0.5899 
53.322 61.255 57.684 57.684 58.476 

CU8) 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 
LINDANE 
CL3( 18) 
CU(28) 
HEPTACHLOR 
CL4(52) . 
ALDRIN 

=Jww 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 

CWW 
2.4-DDE 
CL5(101) 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
TWS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 
4.4-DDE 

Ciao 
2,4-DDD 
ENDRIN 
CLs(ll8) 
4.4-DDD 
2.4-DDT 
CLq 153) 
CLs( 105) 
4.4-DDT 
CLq138) 
CLs( 126) 
CL7(187) 
CLq128) 
CL7(180) 
MlREx 
CL7( 170) 
CU( 195) 

CL90 
CLlO(209) 
AROCLOR 1016Il242 
AROCLOR 1221 
AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 
AROCLOR 1260 

MDL 
6.750 
2.350 
1.890 

4.020 
2.790 
3.170 
5.130 
1.420 
2.580 
1.180 
1.330 
0.790 
I .930 
1.360 
1.450 
2.360 
I .750 
3.070 
2.200 
7.350 
1.720 
2.360 
1.750 
1.240 
1.100 
8.150 
2.790 
3.010 
2.230 
0.800 
1.380 
2.680 
5.550 
1.610 
1.730 
5.200 

20.000 
20.000 
2o.Ow 
20.000 
20.000 
2o.ooo 

1.58 ND 
0.55 ND 
0.44 ND 
3.17 JNC 

10.46 NC 
0.74 ND 

14.91 NC 
0.33 ND 
0.95 JNC 
0.28 ND 
9.31 NC 
0.18 NC 

24.39 NC 
10.20 
20.90 

1.12 J 
347.66 

0.72 ND 
0.51 NC 
1.72 ND 

22.04 NC 

131.16 
2.56 

54.73 NC 
4.32 NC 
1.90 JNC 

44.52 NC 
0.70 ND 

16.28 NC 
4.74 NC 

20.18 NC 
16.36 
12.88 NC 

1.01 JNC 
0.37 JNC 
1.21 ND 
4.67 ND 
4.67 ND 
4.67 ND 
4.67 ND 

814.83 
4.67 ND 

1.31 ND 
0.46 ND 
0.37 ND 
0.78 ND 
0.54 ND 
0.61 ND 
7.27 NC 
0.28 ND 
0.76 JNC 
0.23 ND 
8.63 NC 
3.50 

19.52 NC 
7.27 

19.65 
1.83 

238.86 
0.59 ND 
0.43 NC 
1.42 ND 

20.95 NC 
140.01 

2.69 
47.16 NC 

6.50 NC 
1.58 JNC 

38.99 NC 
0.58 ND 

12.68 NC 
3.84 NC 

14.15 NC 
23.40 

8.20 NC 
0.92 JNC 
0.34 ND 
1.01 ND 
3.87 ND 
3.87 ND 
3.87 ND 
3.87 ND 

451.85 
3.87 ND 

1.43 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.40 ND 
0.85 ND 
0.59 ND 
0.67 ND 
0.74 ND 
0.30 ND 
0.55 ND 
0.25 ND 
0.28 ND 
0.17 ND 
0.41 ND 
0.29 ND 
0.31 ND 
0.50 ND 

386.53 
0.65 ND 
0.47 ND 
1.56 ND 
0.36 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.37 ND 
0.26 ND 
0.23 ND 
1.72 ND 
0.59 ND 
0.64 ND 
0.47 ND 
0.17 ND 
0.29 ND 
0.57 ND 
1.17 ND 
0.34 ND 
0.37 ND 
1.10 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 

1.43 ND 1.40 
0.50 ND 0.49 
0.40 ND 0.39 
0.85 ND 0.83 
0.59 ND 0.58 
0.67 ND 0.66 
0.74 ND 0.72 
0.30 ND 0.29 
0.55 ND 0.54 
0.25 ND 0.24 
0.28 ND 0.28 
0.17 ND 0.16 
0.41 ND 22.15 
0.29 ND 16.36 
0.31 ND 37.37 
0.50 ND 0.49 

211.84 192.94 
0.65 ND 0.64 
0.47 ND 0.46 
1.56 ND I .53 
0.36 ND 17.96 
0.50 ND 39.09 
0.37 ND 0.36 

80.91 NC 45.80 
43.31 NC 4.24 

1.72 ND 1.69 
0.59 ND 31.03 
0.64 ND 0.62 
0.47 ND 12.72 
0.17 ND 0.17 
0.29 ND 11.73 
0.57 NC 31.22 
1.17 ND 5.09 
0.34 ND 0.33 
0.37 ND 0.36 
1.10 ND 1.08 
4.23 ND 4.15 
4.23 ND 4.15 
4.23 ND 4.15 
4.23 ND 4.15 
4.23 ND 359.60 
4.23 ND 4.15 

Sum of PCB Congeners: 248.461 194.724 11.492 135.220 158.279 
Sum of DDTs. DDDs. and DDh: 483.979 387.066 389.758 215.065 234.710 

ND-NotDetected 
NC - Not Confumed by second co1 umn dysis 
J - Detected. but below the MDL 

B-Analyteis>5timesMDLk Blank 
E - Estimatc.signihat matrix intc rfmce 

Parris Island Tilluc Analysis 

PCBPEST DIU in uglkg WET WE IGHT (or BATCH2 

Sample Number: PI-FIL-QI 
BATCH2 

4.707 

0.7036 

53.322 

PI-FIL-02 
BATCH2 

4.035 

0.5157 

61.255 

PI-FIL-Q3 l-FIL-ARCH 

Balch: 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Lipid Weight (gig): 
Sample Moisture Content (~): 

CL2(8) 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDANE 

CL3(18) 

CL3(28) 

HEPTACHLOR 

CL4(52) 

ALDRIN 
CL4(44) 

HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 
CL4(66) 

2.4-00E 
CLS(IOI) 

CIS-CHLORDANE 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4.4-00E 

CL4(77) 

2.4-000 

ENORIN 

CLS(l18) 

4.4-000 

2.4-00T 

CL6(153) 

CLS(105) 

4.4-00T 

CL6(138) 

CLS(126) 

CL7(187) 

CL6(128) 
CL7{18O) 

MIREX 
CL7(l70) 

CL8(l9S) 

CL9(206) 

CL I 0(209) 

AROCLOR 101611242 

AROCLOR 1221 

AROCLOR 1232 

AROCLOR 1248 

AROCLOR 1254 

AROCLOR 1260 

Sum of PCB Congeners: 

Sum of DDT •• ODDs. and DOEs: 

NO - Nat Detected 

MOL 
6.7SO 
2.3SO 
1.890 

4.020 

2.790 

3.170 

5.130 
1.420 

2.580 

1.180 

1.330 

0.790 

1.930 

1.360 

1.4SO 

2.360 

1.7SO 
3.070 

2.200 

7.3SO 
1.720 

2.360 

1.7SO 
1.240 

1.100 

8.ISO 

2.790 

3.010 

2.230 

0.800 

1.380 

2.680 

5.5SO 
1.610 

1.730 

5.200 

20.000 

20.000 
20.000 

20.000 

20.000 

20.000 

NC - Nat Coiulrmed by second col umn analysis 

1- Detected. but below the MOL 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MOL in Blank 

E - Estimate.significant matrix inte rfercnce 

1.58 NO 

0.55 NO 

0.44 NO 

3.17 INC 

10.46 NC 

0.74 NO 

14.91 NC 

0.33 NO 

0.95 INC 

0.28 NO 

9.31 NC 

0.18 NC 

24.39 NC 

10.20 

20.90 

1.12 1 
347.66 

0.72 NO 

0.51 NC 

1.72 NO 

22.04 NC 

131.16 

2.56 

54.73 NC 

4.32 NC 
1.90 INC 

44.52 NC 

0.70 NO 

16.28 NC 

4.74 NC 

20.18 NC 

16.36 

12.88 NC 

1.01 INC 
0.37 INC 
1.21 NO 
4.67 NO 

4.67 NO 

4.67 NO 

4.67 NO 

814.83 

4.67 NO 

248.461 

483.979 

1.31 NO 

0.46 NO 

0.37 NO 

0.78 NO 

0.54 NO 

0.61 NO 

7.27 NC 

0.28 NO 

0.76 INC 

0.23 NO 

8.63 NC 

3.SO 
19.52 NC 

7.27 

19.65 

1.83 
238.86 

0.59 NO 

0.43 NC 

1.42 NO 

20.95 NC 

140.01 

2.69 

47.16 NC 

6.SO NC 

1.58 INC 
38.99 NC 

0.58 NO 

12.68 NC 

3.84 NC 

14.15 NC 

23.40 

8.20 NC 

0.92 INC 
0.34 NO 

1.01 NO 

3.87 NO 

3.87 NO 

3.87 NO 
3.87 NO 

451.85 

3.87 NO 

194.724 

387.066 

BATCH2 

0.025 

4.8000 

57.684 

1.43 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.40 NO 

0.85 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.67 NO 

0.74 NO 

0.30 NO 

0.55 NO 

0.25 NO 

0.28 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.41 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.31 NO 

O.SO NO 

386.53 

0.65 NO 

0.47 NO 

1.56 NO 

0.36 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.37 NO 

0.26 NO 

0.23 NO 

1.72 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.64 NO 

0.47 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.57 NO 

1.17 NO 

0.34 NO 

0.37 NO 

1.10 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

11.492 

389.758 

BATCH2 

0.100 

0.0760 

57.684 

1.43 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.40 NO 

0.85 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.67 NO 

0.74 NO 

0.30 NO 

0.55 NO 

0.25 NO 

0.28 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.41 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.31 NO 

O.SO NO 

211.84 

0.65 NO 

0.47 NO 

1.56 NO 

0.36 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.37 NO 

80.91 NC 
43.31 NC 

1.72 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.64 NO 

0.47 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.57 NC 

1.17 NO 

0.34 NO 

0.37 NO 

1.10 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 
4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

135.220 

215.065 

P2-FIL-Ql 
BATCH2 

2.957 

0.5899 

58.476 

1.40 

0.49 

0.39 

0.83 

0.58 

0.66 
0.72 

0.29 

0.54 

0.24 

0.28 

0.16 

22.15 

16.36 

37.37 

0.49 

192.94 

0.64 

0.46 

1.53 

17.96 

39.09 

0.36 

45.80 

4.24 

1.69 

31.03 
0.62 

12.72 

0.17 

11.73 

31.22 

5.09 

0.33 

0.36 
1.08 

4.15 

4.15 

4.15 
4.15 

359.60 

4.15 

158.279 

234.710 

Parris Island Tilluc Analysis 

PCBPEST DIU in uglkg WET WE IGHT (or BATCH2 

Sample Number: PI-FIL-QI 
BATCH2 

4.707 

0.7036 

53.322 

PI-FIL-02 
BATCH2 

4.035 

0.5157 

61.255 

PI-FIL-Q3 l-FIL-ARCH 

Balch: 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 

Sample Lipid Weight (gig): 
Sample Moisture Content (~): 

CL2(8) 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDANE 

CL3(18) 

CL3(28) 

HEPTACHLOR 

CL4(52) 

ALDRIN 
CL4(44) 

HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 
CL4(66) 

2.4-00E 
CLS(IOI) 

CIS-CHLORDANE 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4.4-00E 

CL4(77) 

2.4-000 

ENORIN 

CLS(l18) 

4.4-000 

2.4-00T 

CL6(153) 

CLS(105) 

4.4-00T 

CL6(138) 

CLS(126) 

CL7(187) 

CL6(128) 
CL7{18O) 

MIREX 
CL7(l70) 

CL8(l9S) 

CL9(206) 

CL I 0(209) 

AROCLOR 101611242 

AROCLOR 1221 

AROCLOR 1232 

AROCLOR 1248 

AROCLOR 1254 

AROCLOR 1260 

Sum of PCB Congeners: 

Sum of DDT •• ODDs. and DOEs: 

NO - Nat Detected 

MOL 
6.7SO 
2.3SO 
1.890 

4.020 

2.790 

3.170 

5.130 
1.420 

2.580 

1.180 

1.330 

0.790 

1.930 

1.360 

1.4SO 

2.360 

1.7SO 
3.070 

2.200 

7.3SO 
1.720 

2.360 

1.7SO 
1.240 

1.100 

8.ISO 

2.790 

3.010 

2.230 

0.800 

1.380 

2.680 

5.5SO 
1.610 

1.730 

5.200 

20.000 

20.000 
20.000 

20.000 

20.000 

20.000 

NC - Nat Coiulrmed by second col umn analysis 

1- Detected. but below the MOL 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MOL in Blank 

E - Estimate.significant matrix inte rfercnce 

1.58 NO 

0.55 NO 

0.44 NO 

3.17 INC 

10.46 NC 

0.74 NO 

14.91 NC 

0.33 NO 

0.95 INC 

0.28 NO 

9.31 NC 

0.18 NC 

24.39 NC 

10.20 

20.90 

1.12 1 
347.66 

0.72 NO 

0.51 NC 

1.72 NO 

22.04 NC 

131.16 

2.56 

54.73 NC 

4.32 NC 
1.90 INC 

44.52 NC 

0.70 NO 

16.28 NC 

4.74 NC 

20.18 NC 

16.36 

12.88 NC 

1.01 INC 
0.37 INC 
1.21 NO 
4.67 NO 

4.67 NO 

4.67 NO 

4.67 NO 

814.83 

4.67 NO 

248.461 

483.979 

1.31 NO 

0.46 NO 

0.37 NO 

0.78 NO 

0.54 NO 

0.61 NO 

7.27 NC 

0.28 NO 

0.76 INC 

0.23 NO 

8.63 NC 

3.SO 
19.52 NC 

7.27 

19.65 

1.83 
238.86 

0.59 NO 

0.43 NC 

1.42 NO 

20.95 NC 

140.01 

2.69 

47.16 NC 

6.SO NC 

1.58 INC 
38.99 NC 

0.58 NO 

12.68 NC 

3.84 NC 

14.15 NC 

23.40 

8.20 NC 

0.92 INC 
0.34 NO 

1.01 NO 

3.87 NO 

3.87 NO 

3.87 NO 
3.87 NO 

451.85 

3.87 NO 

194.724 

387.066 

BATCH2 

0.025 

4.8000 

57.684 

1.43 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.40 NO 

0.85 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.67 NO 

0.74 NO 

0.30 NO 

0.55 NO 

0.25 NO 

0.28 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.41 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.31 NO 

O.SO NO 

386.53 

0.65 NO 

0.47 NO 

1.56 NO 

0.36 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.37 NO 

0.26 NO 

0.23 NO 

1.72 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.64 NO 

0.47 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.57 NO 

1.17 NO 

0.34 NO 

0.37 NO 

1.10 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

11.492 

389.758 

BATCH2 

0.100 

0.0760 

57.684 

1.43 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.40 NO 

0.85 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.67 NO 

0.74 NO 

0.30 NO 

0.55 NO 

0.25 NO 

0.28 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.41 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.31 NO 

O.SO NO 

211.84 

0.65 NO 

0.47 NO 

1.56 NO 

0.36 NO 

O.SO NO 

0.37 NO 

80.91 NC 
43.31 NC 

1.72 NO 

0.59 NO 

0.64 NO 

0.47 NO 

0.17 NO 

0.29 NO 

0.57 NC 

1.17 NO 

0.34 NO 

0.37 NO 

1.10 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 
4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

4.23 NO 

135.220 

215.065 

P2-FIL-Ql 
BATCH2 

2.957 

0.5899 

58.476 

1.40 

0.49 

0.39 

0.83 

0.58 

0.66 
0.72 

0.29 

0.54 

0.24 

0.28 

0.16 

22.15 

16.36 

37.37 

0.49 

192.94 

0.64 

0.46 

1.53 

17.96 

39.09 

0.36 

45.80 

4.24 

1.69 

31.03 
0.62 

12.72 

0.17 

11.73 

31.22 

5.09 

0.33 

0.36 
1.08 

4.15 

4.15 

4.15 
4.15 

359.60 

4.15 

158.279 

234.710 



_ Parris IslMd Tiiue Analysis 
PCBPEST Dau la u&g WET WE 

Sample Numbs 
Bat& 
Sample Dry Weight (g): 
Sample Lipid Weight (gig): 
Sample Moisture colltent (96): 

P2-m-02 TGZ-FIL-01 

BATCH2 BATCH2 

0.114 1.311 
0.3000 0.0899 

57.684 57.684 

cww 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDA*IE 

Cu(lfn 
Cucrs) 
HEPTACHLOR 
a&52) . . 
ALDRIN 

cww 
HEPTACHLOREPGXIDE 

CWW 
2.4-DDE 
CLylOl) 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 
DIELDRIN 
4.4-DDE 

CraO 
2,4-DDD 
ENDR.IN 
CLs(ll8) 
4.4-DDD 
2.4-DDT 
CLq 153) 
CU( 105) 
4,4-DDT 
CL6(138) 
CLS( 126) 
CL7(187) 
CLq 128) 
CL7( 180) 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
NC 

ND 

ND 
ND 
ND 
NC 

ND 
NC 
NC 
ND 
NC 
ND 
NC 
ND 
NC 

CL7( 170) 
CLq 195) 

CLWW 
CLlO(209) 
AROCLOR 1016/1242 
AROCLOR 1221 
ARGCLOR 1232 
ARGCLOR 1248 
ARGCLOR 1254 
ABGCLOR 1260 

NC 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

ND 

1.43 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.40 ND 
0.85 ND 
0.59 ND 
0.67 ND 
0.74 ND 
0.30 ND 
0.55 ND 
02 ND 
0.28 ND 

35.54 
5.59 NC 
0.29 NC 

20.74 
OS0 ND 

747.20 
0.65 ND 
0.47 NC 

1.56 ND 
15.67 NC 

346.52 
0.37 NC 

61.42 NC 

25.15 NC 
1.72 ND 

20.34 NC 
0.64 ND 

1154 NC 
0.17 ND 

23.77 NC 

30.73 
22.15 NC 

0.34 ND 
0.37 ND 
1.10 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 

886.15 
4.23 ND 

1.43 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.40 ND 
0.85 ND 
0.59 ND 
0.67 ND 
0.74. ND 
0.30 ND 
0.55 ND 
0.25 ND 
0.28 ND 
0.17 ND 
0.41 ND 
0.29 ND 
0.31 ND 
0.50 ND 
6.37 
0.65 ND 
0.47 ND 
1.56 ND 
0.36 ND 
0.50 ND 
0.37 ND 
0.26 ND 

0.23 ND 
I.72 ND 
0.59 ND 
0.64 ND 
0.47 ND 
0.17 ND 
0.29 ND 
0.57 ND 
1.17 ND 
0.34 ND 
0.37 ND 
1.10 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 
4.23 ND 

Sum of PCB Congcners: 193.337 11.492 
Sum of DDTs. DDDs, and DDEs: 1131.822 9.601 

ND-NotDetected 
-e NC - Not Confllmcd by second co1 

J - Dctcctcd. but below the MDL 
B-Analyteis>StimcsMDLh 
E - Estimatc.signifliant matrix inte 

Parris Island Tissue Analysis 

PCBPEST Dati in uglkg WET WE 

Sample Number: P2-FIL-ol TG2-FIL-01 

Batch: BATCH2 BATCH2 

Sample Dry Weight (J): 0.114 1.311 

Sample Lipid Weight (gIg): 0.3000 0.0899 

Sample Moisture Content (~): 57.684 57.684 

CL2(8) NO 1.43 NO 1.43 NO 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE NO O.SO NO O.SO NO 

LINOA."'lE NO 0.40 NO 0.40 NO 

CL3(18) NO 0.85 NO O.SS NO 

CL3(28) NO 0.59 NO 0.59 NO 

HEPTACHLOR NO 0.67 NO 0.67 NO 

CL4(52) NO 0.74 NO 0.74. NO 

ALDRIN NO 0.30 NO 0.30 NO 

CL4(44) NO 0.55 NO 0.55 NO 

HEPTACHLOREPOXEDE NO 0.25 NO 0.25 NO 

CL4(66) NO 0.28 NO 0.28 NO 

2.4-00E NO 35.54 0.17 NO 

CLS(101) NC 5.59 NC 0.41 NO 

CIS-CHLORDANE 0.29 NC 0.29 NO 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 28.74 0.31 NO 

OIELORIN NO O.SO NO O.SO NO 

4.4-00E 747.20 6.37 

CL4(77) NO 0.65 NO 0.65 NO 

2.4-000 NO 0.47 NC 0.47 NO 

ENORIN NO 1.56 NO 1.56 NO 

CLS(118) NC 15.67 NC 0.36 NO ..." , 
4.4-000 346.52 O.SO NO 

2,4-00T NO 0.37 NC 0.37 NO 

CL6(153) NC 61.42 NC 0.26 NO 

CLS(105) NC 25.15 NC 0.23 NO 

4.4-00T NO 1.12 NO 1.12 NO 

CL6(138) NC 20.34 NC 0.59 NO 

CLS(126) NO 0.64 NO 0.64 NO 

CL7(187) NC 11.54 NC 0.47 NO 

CL6(128) NO 0.17 NO 0.17 NO 

CL7(180) NC 23.77 NC 0.29 NO 

MIREX 30.73 0.57 NO 

CL7(170) NC 22.15 NC 1.17 NO 

CL8(19S) NO 0.34 NO 0.34 NO 
CL9(206) NO 0.37 NO 0.37 NO 

CLI0(209) NO 1.10 NO 1.10 NO 

AROCLOR 101611242 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1221 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1232 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1248 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1254 886.15 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1260 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

Sum of PCB CongCDers: 193.337 11.492 

Sum of DDT •• OODa. and ODes: 1131.822 9.601 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confumed by second col 

J - Detected. but below the MDL 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MDL in 

E - Estimate.signifIcant matrix inte 

Parris Island Tissue Analysis 

PCBPEST Dati in uglkg WET WE 

Sample Number: P2-FIL-ol TG2-FIL-01 

Batch: BATCH2 BATCH2 

Sample Dry Weight (J): 0.114 1.311 

Sample Lipid Weight (gIg): 0.3000 0.0899 

Sample Moisture Content (~): 57.684 57.684 

CL2(8) NO 1.43 NO 1.43 NO 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE NO O.SO NO O.SO NO 

LINOA."'lE NO 0.40 NO 0.40 NO 

CL3(18) NO 0.85 NO O.SS NO 

CL3(28) NO 0.59 NO 0.59 NO 

HEPTACHLOR NO 0.67 NO 0.67 NO 

CL4(52) NO 0.74 NO 0.74. NO 

ALDRIN NO 0.30 NO 0.30 NO 

CL4(44) NO 0.55 NO 0.55 NO 

HEPTACHLOREPOXEDE NO 0.25 NO 0.25 NO 

CL4(66) NO 0.28 NO 0.28 NO 

2.4-00E NO 35.54 0.17 NO 

CLS(101) NC 5.59 NC 0.41 NO 

CIS-CHLORDANE 0.29 NC 0.29 NO 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 28.74 0.31 NO 

OIELORIN NO O.SO NO O.SO NO 

4.4-00E 747.20 6.37 

CL4(77) NO 0.65 NO 0.65 NO 

2.4-000 NO 0.47 NC 0.47 NO 

ENORIN NO 1.56 NO 1.56 NO 

CLS(118) NC 15.67 NC 0.36 NO ..." , 
4.4-000 346.52 O.SO NO 

2,4-00T NO 0.37 NC 0.37 NO 

CL6(153) NC 61.42 NC 0.26 NO 

CLS(105) NC 25.15 NC 0.23 NO 

4.4-00T NO 1.12 NO 1.12 NO 

CL6(138) NC 20.34 NC 0.59 NO 

CLS(126) NO 0.64 NO 0.64 NO 

CL7(187) NC 11.54 NC 0.47 NO 

CL6(128) NO 0.17 NO 0.17 NO 

CL7(180) NC 23.77 NC 0.29 NO 

MIREX 30.73 0.57 NO 

CL7(170) NC 22.15 NC 1.17 NO 

CL8(19S) NO 0.34 NO 0.34 NO 
CL9(206) NO 0.37 NO 0.37 NO 

CLI0(209) NO 1.10 NO 1.10 NO 

AROCLOR 101611242 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1221 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1232 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1248 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1254 886.15 4.23 NO 

AROCLOR 1260 NO 4.23 NO 4.23 NO 

Sum of PCB CongCDers: 193.337 11.492 

Sum of DDT •• OODa. and ODes: 1131.822 9.601 

NO - Not Detected 
NC - Not Confumed by second col 

J - Detected. but below the MDL 

B - Analyte is > 5 times MDL in 

E - Estimate.signifIcant matrix inte 
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APPENDIX C 
QUALITY CONTROL (QC) SAMPLE RESULTS 

Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAH) 

The procedural blank (PB) data are reported in micrograms per kilogram (pg/kg), 
using the average dry weight of the field samples in the batch. 
weight is also reported. 

The average dry 
The PAH procedural blank data were good, indicating no 

evidence of significant laboratory contamination. There were no instances of an 
analyte being detected at levels above 5 times the MDL (the QC criteria goal) and 
only one instance (naphthalene in the PB for Batch 2) where an analyte was 
detected above the MDL. 

The recoveries of the three PAH surrogates were acceptable, with 303 of the 315 
surrogate recovery values falling within the criteria goal range of 40 percent 
to 120 percent, and the other recoveries being slightly below 40 percent. 
However, analyte recoveries track surrogate recoveries closely, and, because the 
samples were analyzedusing the method of internal standards, with the surrogates 
used for quantification, accurate quantification is generally obtained even with 
the lower recoveries. This is clearly demonstrated with the blank spike 
duplicate sample in Batch 3, which had relatively poor surrogate recoveries but 
excellent accuracy in the target analyte analysis. 

The blank spike (BS) and matrix spike (MS) target analyte recoveries are reported 
as relative recoveries, and are based on quantification relative to the surrogate 
compounds (quantification internal standard), because this is the way the field 
samples are quantified and it best represents the accuracy of the analysis. 
Surrogate recoveries are absolute recoveries, and are based on quantification 
relative to the recovery internal standard. The absolute recovery criteria range 
was 40 to 120 percent. The relative recovery criteria goal is generally a range 
from 50 to 150 percent for these types of analyses (see Battelle's Laboratory 
Quality Assurance Plan for Navy Installation restoration Programs). However, 
because no distinction was made between absolute and relative recoveries in the 
Workplan, the absolute recovery criteria, which were originally listed as 
criteria goals, were used to qualify these QC data, including the relative 
recovery target analyte data. Absolute recoveries for the target analytes can 
be determined by applying the appropriate surrogate absolute recovery value to 
the target analyte relative recovery value: multiply the target analyte relative 
recovery by the absolute recovery of the surrogate used to quantify that target 
analyte, and dividing by 100. 

The BS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PAH BS data show acceptable accuracy and 
precision. The surrogate recoveries of the BSD sample in Batch 3 were slightly 
below 40 percent, but this was clearly an isolated occurrence. The accuracy of 
the BS/BSD target analyte analyses was acceptable, even for the BSD sample in 
Batch 3. The flagged target analyte recoveries are for data slightly outside the 
range of absolute recovery criterion, but are inside the range of the more 
appropriate relative recovery criterion. The precision in the analyses was 
acceptable, with most RPDs below 10 percent. There were two data points at the 
criteria goal (30 percent RPD). 
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APPENDIX C 
QUALITY CONTROL (QC) SAMPLE RESULTS 

Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAR) 

The procedural blank (PB) data are reported in micrograms per kilogram (~g/kg), 
using the average dry weight of the field samples in the batch. The average dry 
weight is also reported. The PAH procedural blank data were good, indicating no 
evidence of significant laboratory contamination. There were no instances of an 
analyte being detected at levels above 5 times the MDL (the QC criteria goal) and 
only one instance (naphthalene in the PB for Batch 2) where an analyte was 
detected above the MDL. 

The recoveries of the three PAH surrogates were acceptable, with 303 of the 315 
surrogate recovery values falling within the criteria goal range of 40 percent 
to 120 percent, and the other recoveries being slightly below 40 percent. 
However, analyte recoveries track surrogate recoveries closely, and, because the 
samples were analyzed using the method of internal standards, with the surrogates 
used for quantification, accurate quantification is generally obtained even with 
the lower recoveries. This is clearly demonstrated with the blank spike 
duplicate sample in Batch 3, which had relatively poor surrogate recoveries but 
excellent accuracy in the target analyte analysis. 

The blank spike (BS) and matrix spike (MS) target analyte recoveries are reported 
as relative recoveries, and are based on quantification relative to the surrogate 
compounds (quantification internal standard), because this is the way the field 
samples are quantified and it best represents the accuracy of the analysis. 
Surrogate recoveries are absolute recoveries, and are based on quantification 
relative to the recovery internal standard. The absolute recovery criteria range 
was 40 to 120 percent. The relative recovery criteria goal is generally a range 
from 50 to 150 percent for these types of analyses (see Battelle's Laboratory 
Quality Assurance Plan for Navy Installation restoration Programs). However, 
because no distinction was made between absolute and relative recoveries in the 
Workplan, the absolute recovery criteria, which were originally listed as 
criteria goals, were used to qualify these QC data, including the relative 
recovery target analyte data. Absolute recoveries for the target analytes can 
be determined by applying the appropriate surrogate absolute recovery value to 
the target analyte relative recovery value: multiply the target analyte relative 
recovery by the absolute recovery of the surrogate used to quantify that target 
analyte, and dividing by 100. 

The BS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PAH BS data show acceptable accuracy and 
preC1S10n. The surrogate recoveries of the BSD sample in Batch 3 were slightly 
below 40 percent, but this was clearly an isolated occurrence. The accuracy of 
the BS/BSD target analyte analyses was acceptable, even for the BSD sample in 
Batch 3. The flagged target analyte recoveries are for data slightly outside the 
range of absolute recovery criterion, but are inside the range of the more 
appropriate relative recovery criterion. The precision in the analyses was 
acceptable, with most RPDs below 10 percent. There were two data points at the 
criteria goal (30 percent RPD). 
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APPENDIX C 
QUALITY CONTROL (QC) SAMPLE RESULTS 

Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAR) 

The procedural blank (PB) data are reported in micrograms per kilogram (~g/kg), 
using the average dry weight of the field samples in the batch. The average dry 
weight is also reported. The PAH procedural blank data were good, indicating no 
evidence of significant laboratory contamination. There were no instances of an 
analyte being detected at levels above 5 times the MDL (the QC criteria goal) and 
only one instance (naphthalene in the PB for Batch 2) where an analyte was 
detected above the MDL. 

The recoveries of the three PAH surrogates were acceptable, with 303 of the 315 
surrogate recovery values falling within the criteria goal range of 40 percent 
to 120 percent, and the other recoveries being slightly below 40 percent. 
However, analyte recoveries track surrogate recoveries closely, and, because the 
samples were analyzed using the method of internal standards, with the surrogates 
used for quantification, accurate quantification is generally obtained even with 
the lower recoveries. This is clearly demonstrated with the blank spike 
duplicate sample in Batch 3, which had relatively poor surrogate recoveries but 
excellent accuracy in the target analyte analysis. 

The blank spike (BS) and matrix spike (MS) target analyte recoveries are reported 
as relative recoveries, and are based on quantification relative to the surrogate 
compounds (quantification internal standard), because this is the way the field 
samples are quantified and it best represents the accuracy of the analysis. 
Surrogate recoveries are absolute recoveries, and are based on quantification 
relative to the recovery internal standard. The absolute recovery criteria range 
was 40 to 120 percent. The relative recovery criteria goal is generally a range 
from 50 to 150 percent for these types of analyses (see Battelle's Laboratory 
Quality Assurance Plan for Navy Installation restoration Programs). However, 
because no distinction was made between absolute and relative recoveries in the 
Workplan, the absolute recovery criteria, which were originally listed as 
criteria goals, were used to qualify these QC data, including the relative 
recovery target analyte data. Absolute recoveries for the target analytes can 
be determined by applying the appropriate surrogate absolute recovery value to 
the target analyte relative recovery value: multiply the target analyte relative 
recovery by the absolute recovery of the surrogate used to quantify that target 
analyte, and dividing by 100. 

The BS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PAH BS data show acceptable accuracy and 
preC1S10n. The surrogate recoveries of the BSD sample in Batch 3 were slightly 
below 40 percent, but this was clearly an isolated occurrence. The accuracy of 
the BS/BSD target analyte analyses was acceptable, even for the BSD sample in 
Batch 3. The flagged target analyte recoveries are for data slightly outside the 
range of absolute recovery criterion, but are inside the range of the more 
appropriate relative recovery criterion. The precision in the analyses was 
acceptable, with most RPDs below 10 percent. There were two data points at the 
criteria goal (30 percent RPD). 
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The MS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PAH MS data show acceptable accuracy and 
precision. One of the surrogate recoveries of the MS sample in Batch 2 was out 

w 

of range (just below 40 percent). The accuracy of the target analyte analyses 
was good, and there was no evidence of significant matrix effects on analyte 
quantification from any of the seven different sample matrices. The flagged 
target analyte recoveries are for data slightly above the absolute recovery 
criteria of 120 percent, but are within the more appropriate relative recovery 
criteria of up to 150 percent. The precision in the analyses was excellent, with 
all RSDs being 10 percent or less. 

The PAH standard reference material (ERM) data are presented for the individual 
PAHs along with certified values for this marine tissue SRM [National Institute 
of Standards and Technology (NIST) mussel SRM, 19741. The SRM accuracy and 
precision was good for all analytes except anthracene and benzo[g,h,i]perylene. 
These two analytes were present at levels below the MDL for the method used, 
which explains the less accurate and precise results. The recovery of 
benzo[b]fluoranthene was slightly above the criterion goal (132 percent, versus 
a goal of 130 percent) for the SRM analysis in Batch 4, but was within the 
criterion for all other SRM analyses even though the concentration of this 
analyte was just above the MDL in the SRM. 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides 

The PB data are reported in pg/kg, using the average dry weight of the field 
samples in the batch. The average dry weights are also reported. The PCB and 
pesticide procedural blank data were very good, indicating no evidence of 
significant laboratory contamination. There were no instances of an analyte - 
being detected at levels greater than the MDL. 

The recoveries of the two PCB and pesticide surrogates were acceptable. Two 
field samples had low dibromo-octafluorobiphenyl (DBOFB) recoveries, 29 and 39 
percent, but the tetrachloronaphthalene (TCN) recoveries were within the criteria 
goal. However, analyte recoveries track surrogate recoveries closely, and, 
because the samples were analyzed using the method of internal standards, with 
the surrogates used for quantification, accurate quantification is obtained even 
with the lower recoveries. There was a significant matrix interference with TCN 
in SRM 1974 samples that resulted in elevated surrogate recovery values. 
Historical data generated by our laboratory show similar results for past 
analyses, and this is the reason for the consistently elevated TCN recoveries in 
the SRM samples. 

The BS and MS target analyte recoveries are reported as relative recoveries, and 
are based on quantification relative to the surrogate compounds (quantification 
internal standard), because this is the way the field samples are quantified and 
it best represents the accuracy of the analysis. 

Surrogate recoveries are absolute recoveries, and are based on quantification 
relative to the recovery internal standard. The acceptable range was 40 to 120 
percent for absolute recoveries. The acceptable range for relative recovery is 
generally 50 to 150 percent for these types of analyses (see Battelle's 
Laboratory Quality Assurance Plan for Navy Installation Restoration Programs). 
However, because no distinction was made between absolute and relative recoveries 
in the Workplan, the absolute recovery criteria, which were originally listed as 

Pmislr.ESI 
FGB.08.93 c-2 

The MS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PAR MS data show acceptable accuracy and 
prec~s~on. One of the surrogate recoveries of the MS sample in Batch 2 was out 
of range (just below 40 percent). The accuracy of the target analyte analyses 
was good, and there was no evidence of significant matrix effects on analyte 
quantification from any of the seven different sample matrices. The flagged 
target analyte recoveries are for data slightly above the absolute recovery 
criteria of 120 percent, but are within the more appropriate relative recovery 
criteria of up to 150 percent. The precision in the analyses was excellent, with 
all RSDs being 10 percent or less. 

The PAH standard reference material (SRM) data are presented for the individual 
PAHs along with certified values for this marine tissue SRM [National Institute 
of Standards and Technology (NIST) mussel SRM, 1974). The SRM accuracy and 
precision was good for all analytes except anthracene and benzo[g,h,i]perylene. 
These two analytes were present at levels below the MDL for the method used, 
which explains the less accurate and precise results. The recovery of 
benzo[b]fluoranthene was slightly above the criterion goal (132 percent, versus 
a goal of 130 percent) for the SRM analysis in Batch 4, but was within the 
criterion for all other SRM analyses even though the concentration of this 
analyte was just above the MDL in the SRM. 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides 

The PB data are reported in ~g/kg, using the average dry weight of the field 
samples in the batch. The average dry weights are also reported. The PCB and 
pesticide procedural blank data were very good, indicating no evidence of 
significant laboratory contamination. There were no instances of an analyte .."""" 
being detected at levels greater than the MDL. 

The recoveries of the two PCB and pesticide surrogates were acceptable. Two 
field samples had low dibromo-octafluorobiphenyl (DBOFB) recoveries, 29 and 39 
percent, but the tetrachloronaphthalene (TCN) recoveries were wi thin the criteria 
goal. However, analyte recoveries track surrogate recoveries closely, and, 
because the samples were analyzed using the method of internal standards, with 
the surrogates used for quantification, accurate quantification is obtained even 
with the lower recoveries. There was a significant matrix interference with TCN 
in SRM 1974 samples that resulted in elevated surrogate recovery values. 
Historical data generated by our laboratory show similar results for past 
analyses, and this is the reason for the consistently elevated TCN recoveries in 
the SRM samples. 

The BS and MS target analyte recoveries are reported as relative recoveries, and 
are based on quantification relative to the surrogate compounds (quantification 
internal standard), because this is the way the field samples are quantified and 
it best represents the accuracy of the analysis. 

Surrogate recoveries are absolute recoveries, and are based on quantification 
relative to the recovery internal standard. The acceptable range was 40 to 120 
percent for absolute recoveries. The acceptable range for relative recovery is 
generally 50 to 150 percent for these types of analyses (see Battelle's 
Laboratory Quality Assurance Plan for Navy Installation Restoration Programs). 
However, because no distinction was made between absolute and relative recoveries 
in the Workplan, the absolute recovery criteria, which were originally listed as 
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The MS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PAR MS data show acceptable accuracy and 
prec~s~on. One of the surrogate recoveries of the MS sample in Batch 2 was out 
of range (just below 40 percent). The accuracy of the target analyte analyses 
was good, and there was no evidence of significant matrix effects on analyte 
quantification from any of the seven different sample matrices. The flagged 
target analyte recoveries are for data slightly above the absolute recovery 
criteria of 120 percent, but are within the more appropriate relative recovery 
criteria of up to 150 percent. The precision in the analyses was excellent, with 
all RSDs being 10 percent or less. 

The PAH standard reference material (SRM) data are presented for the individual 
PAHs along with certified values for this marine tissue SRM [National Institute 
of Standards and Technology (NIST) mussel SRM, 1974). The SRM accuracy and 
precision was good for all analytes except anthracene and benzo[g,h,i]perylene. 
These two analytes were present at levels below the MDL for the method used, 
which explains the less accurate and precise results. The recovery of 
benzo[b]fluoranthene was slightly above the criterion goal (132 percent, versus 
a goal of 130 percent) for the SRM analysis in Batch 4, but was within the 
criterion for all other SRM analyses even though the concentration of this 
analyte was just above the MDL in the SRM. 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB) and Chlorinated Pesticides 

The PB data are reported in ~g/kg, using the average dry weight of the field 
samples in the batch. The average dry weights are also reported. The PCB and 
pesticide procedural blank data were very good, indicating no evidence of 
significant laboratory contamination. There were no instances of an analyte .."""" 
being detected at levels greater than the MDL. 

The recoveries of the two PCB and pesticide surrogates were acceptable. Two 
field samples had low dibromo-octafluorobiphenyl (DBOFB) recoveries, 29 and 39 
percent, but the tetrachloronaphthalene (TCN) recoveries were wi thin the criteria 
goal. However, analyte recoveries track surrogate recoveries closely, and, 
because the samples were analyzed using the method of internal standards, with 
the surrogates used for quantification, accurate quantification is obtained even 
with the lower recoveries. There was a significant matrix interference with TCN 
in SRM 1974 samples that resulted in elevated surrogate recovery values. 
Historical data generated by our laboratory show similar results for past 
analyses, and this is the reason for the consistently elevated TCN recoveries in 
the SRM samples. 

The BS and MS target analyte recoveries are reported as relative recoveries, and 
are based on quantification relative to the surrogate compounds (quantification 
internal standard), because this is the way the field samples are quantified and 
it best represents the accuracy of the analysis. 

Surrogate recoveries are absolute recoveries, and are based on quantification 
relative to the recovery internal standard. The acceptable range was 40 to 120 
percent for absolute recoveries. The acceptable range for relative recovery is 
generally 50 to 150 percent for these types of analyses (see Battelle's 
Laboratory Quality Assurance Plan for Navy Installation Restoration Programs). 
However, because no distinction was made between absolute and relative recoveries 
in the Workplan, the absolute recovery criteria, which were originally listed as 
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criteria goals, were used to qualify these QC data, including the relative 
recovery target analyte data. Absolute recoveries for the target analytes can 
be determined by applying the appropriate surrogate absolute recovery value to 
the target analyte relative recovery value (multiply the target analyte relative 
recovery by the absolute recovery of the surrogate used to quantify that target 
analyte, and divide by 100). 

The BS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PCB and pesticide BS data show good 
accuracy and precision. The recovery of the surrogate DBOFB in the BSD sample 
in Batch 3 was slightly below 40 percent, but this was clearly an isolated 
occurrence. The accuracy of the target analyte analyses was generally good, even 
for the BSD sample in Batch 3. The flagged target analyte recoveries are for 
data outside the range of absolute recovery criterion, but, with the exception 
of three data points, all are inside the range of the more appropriate relative 
recovery criterion. The precision in the analyses was acceptable, with most RPDs 
below 10 percent. There were three data-points slightly above the criteria goal 
(30 percent). 

The MS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PCB and pesticide MS data show, for the 
most part, acceptable accuracy and precision. The MS sample data for Batch 2 
(sample JUllMS) should be disregarded because of the high background matrix 
analyte levels for this liver sample relative to the amount spiked into the 
sample for recovery determinations. The MS analyte spike amounts should, at a 
minimum, be several times greater than the amount in the sample to begin with, 
and this was not the case for JUllMS. The accuracy of the target analyte 
analyses was good, and there was no evidence of significant matrix effects on 
analyte quantification. Target analyte recoveries outside the absolute recovery 
range are flagged. Most of the outliers are within the more appropriate relative 
recovery range. The inability to recover C1,(77) in the MS samples in Batches 
3 and 7 is due to high levels of a closely eluting major PCB congener (a frequent 
occurrence with this analyte) that interferes with the analysis of C1,(77). The 
low recoveries of 4,4'-DDE in the MS sample in Batch 5 and C1,(170) in the MS 
sample in Batch 3 are due to high background analyte levels in the sample used 
for the MS, resulting in inaccurate background correction for recovery 
determination. The precision in the analyses was acceptable, except for the 
three analytes discussed above. 

There are no certified PCB or pesticide values for the SRM analyzed, or any other 
marine tissue SRM. Therefore, PCB and pesticide SRM data are presented for 
precision determination only. Only analytes with measured concentrations greater 
than 5 times the MDL are included in the PCB and pesticide SRM table. The 
precision in the analyses was acceptable, with the analyses consistently falling 
within the acceptable range (30 percent RSD), except for cis-chlordane and trans- 
nonachlor. These two analytes were present at low concentrations, with levels 
below 5 times the MDL measured in some of the seven MS replicates. 

Mercury 

The PB data are reported in pg/g, using the average dry weight of the field 
samples in the batch. The average dry weight is also reported. The mercury 
procedural blank data were acceptable, considering the method detection limits. 
The exceedance of 5 times MDL for several mercury PBS is a reflection of the very 
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criteria goals, were used to qualify these QC data, including the relative 
recovery target analyte data. Absolute recoveries for the target analytes can 
be determined by applying the appropriate surrogate absolute recovery value to 
the target analyte relative recovery value (multiply the target analyte relative 
recovery by the absolute recovery of the surrogate used to quantify that target 
analyte, and divide by 100). 

The BS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PCB and pesticide BS data show good 
accuracy and precision. The recovery of the surrogate DBOFB in the BSD sample 
in Batch 3 was slightly below 40 percent, but this was clearly an isolated 
occurrence. The accuracy of the target analyte analyses was generally good, even 
for the BSD sample in Batch 3. The flagged target analyte recoveries are for 
data outside the range of absolute recovery criterion, but, with the exception 
of three data points, all are inside the range of the more appropriate relative 
recovery criterion. The precision in the analyses was acceptable, with most RPDs 
below 10 percent. There were three data-points slightly above the criteria goal 
(30 percent). 

The MS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PCB and pesticide MS data show, for the 
most part, acceptable accuracy and precision. The MS sample data for Batch 2 
(sample JUllMS) should be disregarded because of the high background matrix 
analyte levels for this liver sample relative to the amount spiked into the 
sample for recovery determinations. The MS analyte spike amounts should, at a 
minimum, be several times greater than the amount in the sample to begin with, 
and this was not the case for JUllMS. The accuracy of the target analyte 
analyses was good, and there was no evidence of significant matrix effects on 
analyte quantification. Target analyte recoveries outside the absolute recovery 
range are flagged. Most of the outliers are within the more appropriate relative 
recovery range. The inability to recover Cl 4 (77) in the MS samples in Batches 
3 and 7 is due to high levels of a closely eluting major PCB congener (a frequent 
occurrence with this analyte) that interferes with the analysis of Cl4 (77). The 
low recoveries of 4,4'-DDE in the MS sample in Batch 5 and Cl 7 (l70) in the MS 
sample in Batch 3 are due to high background analyte levels in the sample used 
for the MS, resulting in inaccurate background correction for recovery 
determination. The precision in the analyses was acceptable, except for the 
three analytes discussed above. 

There are no certified PCB or pesticide values for the SRM analyzed, or any other 
marine tissue SRM. Therefore, PCB and pesticide SRM data are presented for 
precision determination only. Only analytes with measured concentrations greater 
than 5 times the MDL are included in the PCB and pesticide SRM table. The 
precision in the analyses was acceptable, with the analyses consistently falling 
within the acceptable range (30 percent RSD) , except for cis-chlordane and trans­
nonachlor. These two analytes were present at low concentrations, with levels 
below 5 times the MDL measured in some of the seven MS replicates. 

Mercury 

The PB data are reported in ~g/g, using the average dry weight of the field 
samples in the batch. The average dry weight is also reported. The mercury 
procedural blank data were acceptable, considering the method detection limits. 
The exceedance of 5 times MDL for several mercury PBs is a reflection of the very 
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criteria goals, were used to qualify these QC data, including the relative 
recovery target analyte data. Absolute recoveries for the target analytes can 
be determined by applying the appropriate surrogate absolute recovery value to 
the target analyte relative recovery value (multiply the target analyte relative 
recovery by the absolute recovery of the surrogate used to quantify that target 
analyte, and divide by 100). 

The BS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PCB and pesticide BS data show good 
accuracy and precision. The recovery of the surrogate DBOFB in the BSD sample 
in Batch 3 was slightly below 40 percent, but this was clearly an isolated 
occurrence. The accuracy of the target analyte analyses was generally good, even 
for the BSD sample in Batch 3. The flagged target analyte recoveries are for 
data outside the range of absolute recovery criterion, but, with the exception 
of three data points, all are inside the range of the more appropriate relative 
recovery criterion. The precision in the analyses was acceptable, with most RPDs 
below 10 percent. There were three data-points slightly above the criteria goal 
(30 percent). 

The MS data are presented in data tables, and selected, representative, analyte 
data are also presented in figures. The PCB and pesticide MS data show, for the 
most part, acceptable accuracy and precision. The MS sample data for Batch 2 
(sample JUllMS) should be disregarded because of the high background matrix 
analyte levels for this liver sample relative to the amount spiked into the 
sample for recovery determinations. The MS analyte spike amounts should, at a 
minimum, be several times greater than the amount in the sample to begin with, 
and this was not the case for JUllMS. The accuracy of the target analyte 
analyses was good, and there was no evidence of significant matrix effects on 
analyte quantification. Target analyte recoveries outside the absolute recovery 
range are flagged. Most of the outliers are within the more appropriate relative 
recovery range. The inability to recover Cl 4 (77) in the MS samples in Batches 
3 and 7 is due to high levels of a closely eluting major PCB congener (a frequent 
occurrence with this analyte) that interferes with the analysis of Cl4 (77). The 
low recoveries of 4,4'-DDE in the MS sample in Batch 5 and Cl 7 (l70) in the MS 
sample in Batch 3 are due to high background analyte levels in the sample used 
for the MS, resulting in inaccurate background correction for recovery 
determination. The precision in the analyses was acceptable, except for the 
three analytes discussed above. 

There are no certified PCB or pesticide values for the SRM analyzed, or any other 
marine tissue SRM. Therefore, PCB and pesticide SRM data are presented for 
precision determination only. Only analytes with measured concentrations greater 
than 5 times the MDL are included in the PCB and pesticide SRM table. The 
precision in the analyses was acceptable, with the analyses consistently falling 
within the acceptable range (30 percent RSD) , except for cis-chlordane and trans­
nonachlor. These two analytes were present at low concentrations, with levels 
below 5 times the MDL measured in some of the seven MS replicates. 

Mercury 

The PB data are reported in ~g/g, using the average dry weight of the field 
samples in the batch. The average dry weight is also reported. The mercury 
procedural blank data were acceptable, considering the method detection limits. 
The exceedance of 5 times MDL for several mercury PBs is a reflection of the very 

Parrisla. ESI 
FGB.OB.93 C-3 



low detection limits and not improper laboratory processing. The background 
levels are generally highly reproducible in a given batch of samples, and sample 
data can therefore be accurately background corrected. The field sample data 
reported for this study have not been background dorrected. 

The BS data are presented in a data table and in a figure. The mercury BS data 
show acceptable accuracy and precision. All recoveries were well within the 
criteria range, and the precision in the duplicate analyses in each batch 
consistently yielded RPDs below 10 percent. 

The MS data are presented in a data table and in a figure. The mercury MS data 
show acceptable accuracy and precision. All recoveries were well within the 
criteria range of 50 to 120 percent (averaged 96 percent), and the precision in 
the seven MS analyses was also acceptable (7 percent RSD). 

The SRM data showed acceptable accuracy. The mercury content of this SRM is very 
low (0.064 pg/g, dry weight), and blank levels were close to the SRM levels for 
several batches, resulting in less accurate determinations and apparent 
recoveries that were slightly outside the criteria range for three analyses. The 
precision in the replicate SRM analyses was acceptable, with a %RSD of 18 
percent. 

The precision in the mercury laboratory duplicate analyses was acceptable. The 
precision criteria goal was exceeded for the sample duplicate analysis in one of 
the seven batches. This was for a sample that had a mercury concentration close 
to the detection limit and the blank mercury levels, which results in a less 
precise determination. 

Pmid~.ESI 
FGB.09.93 C-4 

low detection limits and not improper laboratory processing. The background 
levels are generally highly reproducible in a given batch of samples, and sample 
data can therefore be accurately background corrected. The field sample data 
reported for this study have not been background corrected. 

The BS data are presented in a data table and in a figure. The mercury BS data 
show acceptable accuracy and precision. All recoveries were well within the 
criteria range, and the precision in the duplicate analyses in each batch 
consistently yielded RPDs below 10 percent. 

The MS data are presented in a data table and in a figure. The mercury MS data 
show acceptable accuracy and precision. All recoveries were well within the 
criteria range of 50 to 120 percent (averaged 96 percent), and the precision in 
the seven MS analyses was also acceptable (7 percent RSD). 

The SRM data showed acceptable accuracy. The mercury content of this SRM is very 
low (0.064 ~g/g, dry weight), and blank levels were close to the SRM levels for 
several batches, resulting in less accurate determinations and apparent 
recoveries that were slightly outside the criteria range for three analyses. The 
precision in the replicate SRM analyses was acceptable, with a %RSD of 18 
percent. 

The precision in the mercury laboratory duplicate analyses was acceptable. The 
precision criteria goal was exceeded for the sample duplicate analysis in one of 
the seven batches. This was for a sample that had a mercury concentration close 
to the detection limit and the blank mercury levels, which results in a less 
precise determination. 
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low detection limits and not improper laboratory processing. The background 
levels are generally highly reproducible in a given batch of samples, and sample 
data can therefore be accurately background corrected. The field sample data 
reported for this study have not been background corrected. 

The BS data are presented in a data table and in a figure. The mercury BS data 
show acceptable accuracy and precision. All recoveries were well within the 
criteria range, and the precision in the duplicate analyses in each batch 
consistently yielded RPDs below 10 percent. 

The MS data are presented in a data table and in a figure. The mercury MS data 
show acceptable accuracy and precision. All recoveries were well within the 
criteria range of 50 to 120 percent (averaged 96 percent), and the precision in 
the seven MS analyses was also acceptable (7 percent RSD). 

The SRM data showed acceptable accuracy. The mercury content of this SRM is very 
low (0.064 ~g/g, dry weight), and blank levels were close to the SRM levels for 
several batches, resulting in less accurate determinations and apparent 
recoveries that were slightly outside the criteria range for three analyses. The 
precision in the replicate SRM analyses was acceptable, with a %RSD of 18 
percent. 

The precision in the mercury laboratory duplicate analyses was acceptable. The 
precision criteria goal was exceeded for the sample duplicate analysis in one of 
the seven batches. This was for a sample that had a mercury concentration close 
to the detection limit and the blank mercury levels, which results in a less 
precise determination. 
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ANALYTE 

CW8) 
cuw 
cwm 
cww 
CW66) 
2.4-DDE 

CU( 101) 

CIS-CHLORDANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

4.4-DDE 

CLS(ll8) 

4,4-DDD 

CLq 153) 

CLs( 105) 

CLq138) 

CL7(187) 

CL6(12a) 

3L7( 180) 

CL7( 170) 

CLS( 195) 

AROCLOR 1254 

TABLE D-l 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBlPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 1) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ND 7.5E-01 

ND 3.9E-01 

ND l.lE+OO 

ND 3.lE-01 

ND 8.7E-01 

ND 7.OE-01 

4.OE-01 2.3E+OO 

ND 5.7E-01 

2.7E-01 lSE+00 

3.7E+OO 3.1E41 

2.9E-01 1.7E+OO 

4.5Egl 9SE90 

6.4E-01 5.4E+OO 

ND 6.2E-01 

S.lE-01 3.9E390 

1.7E-01 1.3E+OO 

ND 4.5E-01 

2.OEql 1 SE+00 

5.7Eq1 1.6E+OO 

4.7E-02 1 .OE+oo 

ND 2.OE-01 

ND 6.3E+Ol 

POND 

AdhllWiC 

avcrago 

Standard 

orror 

7.OE-01 

3.lE-01 

6.OE-01 

2.5E-01 

3.6E-01 

2.6E-01 

1 .OE+OO 

3.2Edl 

7.8E-01 

1.4E+Ol 

8.6E-01 

3.8E+OO 

3.OE+OO 

2.2E-01 

2.2E+OO 

7.6E-01 

1.9E-01 

9.5E-01 

l.lE+OO 

4.9E-01 

l.SE-01 

3.lE+Ol 

4.7E-02 

SE-02 

2.6Eal 

4.7E-02 

3.5E-01 

2.8Edl 

7.2E-01 

2.lEql 

4.7E-01 

l.lE+Ol 

5.7E4 

3SE90 

1.9E90 

2.lEal 

1.3E90 

4.6E-01 

1.6E-01 

5.7Ea1 

3.7E+ 

3.9E-01 

ME* 

2.4E+Ol 

Detection 

F=P-Y 

Mtan+ 

lr 

II 6 7.5Eql 

21 6 3.6E-01 

2f 6 8.6E-01 

II 6 3.OEXIl 

21 6 7.2E-01 

21 6 5.3Eql 

61 6 1.8E90 

31 6 5.3E-01 

61 6 1.3E+OO 

61 6 2.4641 

61 6 1.4E+OO 

61 6 7.4E+OO 

61 6 S.OE+OO 

51 6 4.3Eal 

61 6 3.5E90 

6f 6 l.ZE+OO 

41 6 3.4E-01 

61 6 l.SE+OO 

61 6 1 SE90 

61 6 8.9E-01 

11 6 2.lE-01 

51 6 5.4E+Ol 

ND-NotDeecd 

units: IQ/kg wet weight 

TABLE 0-1 

DATA SUMMARIES FORPCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSFWAYLANOALL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency Iso 

CL2(8) NO 7.5E-<l1 7.0E-<l1 4.1£-<l2 I I 6 7.5E-<l1 
CL3(28) NO 3.9E-<l1 3. I E-{) I 5.2E-<l2 2 I 6 3.6E-<l1 
CL4(S2) NO 1.IE+OO 6.0E-{) I 2. 6E-<l I 2 I 6 8.6E-<l1 
CL4(44) NO 3.IE-<l1 2.5E-<l1 4.1£-<l2 6 3.0E-<l1 
CL4(66) NO 8. 1£-<l I 3.6E-{)1 3.5E-{) 1 2 I 6 7.2E-<l1 
2,4-00E NO 7.0E-<l1 2.6E-<l1 2. 8E-<l 1 2 I 6 5.3E-01 
CL5(lOI) 4.0E-{) 1 2.3E+OO I.OE+OO 7.2E-<l1 6 I 6 1.8E+OO 
CIS-CHLORDANE NO 5. 1£-<l I 3.2E-{) I 2.1E-<l1 3 I 6 5.3E-<l1 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 2.1£-{) I I.5E+OO 7.8E-{) 1 4.1£-{) 1 6 I 6 1.3E+OO 
4,4-00E 3.1£+00 3.IE+01 1.4E-+01 1. 1 E-+O 1 6 I 6 2.4E+Ol 
CL5(118) 2.9E-{) I 1.1£+00 8.6E-{) I 5. 1£-{) 1 6 I 6 1.4E+OO 
4,4-000 4.5E-01 9.5E+OO 3.8E+OO 3.5E+OO 6 I 6 7.4E+OO 

CL6(153) 6.4E-{) I 5.4E+OO 3.0E+OO 1.9E+OO 6 I 6 5.OE+OO 
CL5(IOS) NO 6. 2E-<l I 2.2E-{)1 2. 1 E-{) 1 5 I 6 4.3E-<l1 
CL6(138) 5. I E-{) 1 3.9E+OO 2.2E+OO 1.3E+OO 6 I 6 3.5E+OO 
CL7(187) 1.1£-01 I.3E+OO 7.6E-{) 1 4. 6E-{) 1 6 I 6 1.2E+OO 
CL6(I28) NO 4.5E-<l1 1.9E-{) 1 1. 6E-{) I 4 I 6 3.4E-<l1 
':L7(lSO) 2.0E-<l1 I.5E+OO 9.5E-{)1 5. 1£-{) I 6 I 6 1.5E+OO 

MIREX 5.1£-<l1 1.6E+OO I.lE+OO 3.1£-{)1 6 I 6 I.5E+OO 
CL7(170) 4.1£-<l2 I.OE+OO 4.9E-{)1 3.9E-{) 1 6 I 6 8.9E-<l1 
CL8(19S) NO 2.0E-<l1 I.5E-{)1 5.5E-<l2 1 I 6 2.1E-<l1 
AROCLOR 1254 NO 6.3E+01 3. 1 E-+O 1 2.4E-+Ol 5 I 6 5.4E+Ol 

NO - Not Dct.ected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLE 0-1 

DATA SUMMARIES FORPCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSFWAYLANOALL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency Iso 

CL2(8) NO 7.5E-<l1 7.0E-<l1 4.1£-<l2 I I 6 7.5E-<l1 
CL3(28) NO 3.9E-<l1 3. I E-{) I 5.2E-<l2 2 I 6 3.6E-<l1 
CL4(S2) NO 1.IE+OO 6.0E-{) I 2. 6E-<l I 2 I 6 8.6E-<l1 
CL4(44) NO 3.IE-<l1 2.5E-<l1 4.1£-<l2 6 3.0E-<l1 
CL4(66) NO 8. 1£-<l I 3.6E-{)1 3.5E-{) 1 2 I 6 7.2E-<l1 
2,4-00E NO 7.0E-<l1 2.6E-<l1 2. 8E-<l 1 2 I 6 5.3E-01 
CL5(lOI) 4.0E-{) 1 2.3E+OO I.OE+OO 7.2E-<l1 6 I 6 1.8E+OO 
CIS-CHLORDANE NO 5. 1£-<l I 3.2E-{) I 2.1E-<l1 3 I 6 5.3E-<l1 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 2.1£-{) I I.5E+OO 7.8E-{) 1 4.1£-{) 1 6 I 6 1.3E+OO 
4,4-00E 3.1£+00 3.IE+01 1.4E-+01 1. 1 E-+O 1 6 I 6 2.4E+Ol 
CL5(118) 2.9E-{) I 1.1£+00 8.6E-{) I 5. 1£-{) 1 6 I 6 1.4E+OO 
4,4-000 4.5E-01 9.5E+OO 3.8E+OO 3.5E+OO 6 I 6 7.4E+OO 

CL6(153) 6.4E-{) I 5.4E+OO 3.0E+OO 1.9E+OO 6 I 6 5.OE+OO 
CL5(IOS) NO 6. 2E-<l I 2.2E-{)1 2. 1 E-{) 1 5 I 6 4.3E-<l1 
CL6(138) 5. I E-{) 1 3.9E+OO 2.2E+OO 1.3E+OO 6 I 6 3.5E+OO 
CL7(187) 1.1£-01 I.3E+OO 7.6E-{) 1 4. 6E-{) 1 6 I 6 1.2E+OO 
CL6(I28) NO 4.5E-<l1 1.9E-{) 1 1. 6E-{) I 4 I 6 3.4E-<l1 
':L7(lSO) 2.0E-<l1 I.5E+OO 9.5E-{)1 5. 1£-{) I 6 I 6 1.5E+OO 

MIREX 5.1£-<l1 1.6E+OO I.lE+OO 3.1£-{)1 6 I 6 I.5E+OO 
CL7(170) 4.1£-<l2 I.OE+OO 4.9E-{)1 3.9E-{) 1 6 I 6 8.9E-<l1 
CL8(19S) NO 2.0E-<l1 I.5E-{)1 5.5E-<l2 1 I 6 2.1E-<l1 
AROCLOR 1254 NO 6.3E+01 3. 1 E-+O 1 2.4E-+Ol 5 I 6 5.4E+Ol 

NO - Not Dct.ected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 



ANALm 

cu(lo1) 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

4,4-DDE 

CU(ll8) 

4+DDD 

CL6(153) 

CMlos) 
CLq138) 

CL7( 187) 

CL7( 180) 

CL7( 170) 

ARGCLOR 1254 

ND-NotDd 

hits: uglkg Wd weight 

TABLE D-2 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCWPESTKIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 1) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

1.4E-01 

l.SE-01 

1.3E+OO 

l.SE-01 

2.5E-01 

3.2R-01 

6.2Edz 

2.4Eql 

1.4E-01 

9.6E-02 

4.OE-01 

S.SEdl 

2.lE90 

(Max) 

1.4E-01 

l.SE-01 

1.3E+OO 

l.SE-01 

2.5Eal 

3.2Jsl 

6.2E-02 

2.4E-01 

1.4E-01 

9.6E-02 

4.OE-01 

5.8E-01 

2.1E+OO 

TIDEGATR 

Aritlunotic 

l vcrogo 

1.4E-01 

l.SE-01 

1.3E+OO 

l.SE-01 

2.5E-01 

3.2Ea 

6.2E-02 

2.4Eal 

1.4EdJl 

9.6E-02 

4.OEdl 

5.8Edl 

2.lE+OO 

Stdd 

cmr 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Frequency 

11 1 

II 1 

If 1 

II 1 

II 1 

11 1 

II 1 

II 1 

II 1 

II 1 

11 1 

II 1 

11 1 

Ibkll+ 

1SC 

1.4E-01 

1 .SE-Ol 

1.3E40 

l.SEdl 

2.5Ea 

3.2E-01 

6X-02 

2.4Eql 

1.4E-01 

9.6E-02 

4.OE-01 

5.8E-01 

2.lEdO 

ANALYTE 

CLS(lOI) 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

4,4-00E 

CLS(118) 

4,4-000 

CL6(IS3) 

CLS(I05) 

CL6(138) 

CL7(187) 

CL7(180) 

MIREX 

CL7(170) 

AROCLOR 1254 

NO - Not Oetected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLE 0-2 
OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICmE ANALYSES (BATCH 1) 

CAUS~AYLAND~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLANO. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TmEOATE 

Arithmetic Standard 

(Min) (Max) average error 

1.4E-ol 1.4E-ol 1.4E-ol NA 

I.SE-oI I.SE-ol I.SE-oI NA 

1.3E+OO . 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO NA 

1.8E-ol I.8E-ol 1.8E-ol NA 

2.SE-01 2.SE-01 2.SE-ol NA 

3.2E-ol 3.2E-ol 3.2E-ol NA 

6.2£-02 6.2E-02 6.2£-02 NA 

2.4E-ol 2.4E-ol 2.4E-ol NA 

1.4E-ol 1.4E-ol 1.4£-01 NA 

9.6E-02 9.6E-02 9.6E-02 NA 

4.0E-ol 4.0£-01 4.0E-ol NA 

S.8E-ol S. 8£-0 1 5.8£-01 NA 

2.1E+OO 2.IE+OO 2.IE+OO NA 

Oetection Mean + 

Frequency lse 

1 I 1.4E-ol 

I I.SE-oI 

I 1.3E+OO 

1 I 1. 8E-o 1 

I 1 2.SE-ol 

I 1 3.2E-ol 

I 1 6.2E-02 

2.4E-ol 

1.4£-01 

9.6E-02 

4.0E-ol 

1 I 5.8E-ol 

1 I 2.IE+OO 

...",; 

ANALYTE 

CLS(lOI) 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

4,4-00E 

CLS(118) 

4,4-000 

CL6(IS3) 

CLS(I05) 

CL6(138) 

CL7(187) 

CL7(180) 

MIREX 

CL7(170) 

AROCLOR 1254 

NO - Not Oetected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLE 0-2 
OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICmE ANALYSES (BATCH 1) 

CAUS~AYLAND~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLANO. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TmEOATE 

Arithmetic Standard 

(Min) (Max) average error 

1.4E-ol 1.4E-ol 1.4E-ol NA 

I.SE-oI I.SE-ol I.SE-oI NA 

1.3E+OO . 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO NA 

1.8E-ol I.8E-ol 1.8E-ol NA 

2.SE-01 2.SE-01 2.SE-ol NA 

3.2E-ol 3.2E-ol 3.2E-ol NA 

6.2£-02 6.2E-02 6.2£-02 NA 

2.4E-ol 2.4E-ol 2.4E-ol NA 

1.4E-ol 1.4E-ol 1.4£-01 NA 

9.6E-02 9.6E-02 9.6E-02 NA 

4.0E-ol 4.0£-01 4.0E-ol NA 

S.8E-ol S. 8£-0 1 5.8£-01 NA 

2.1E+OO 2.IE+OO 2.IE+OO NA 

Oetection Mean + 

Frequency lse 

1 I 1.4E-ol 

I I.SE-oI 

I 1.3E+OO 

1 I 1. 8E-o 1 

I 1 2.SE-ol 

I 1 3.2E-ol 

I 1 6.2E-02 

2.4E-ol 

1.4£-01 

9.6E-02 

4.0E-ol 

1 I 5.8E-ol 

1 I 2.IE+OO 

...",; 



DATA SUMMARIES FOR FCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRJS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

CW(l8) 

CJ-W) 
CL4(52) 

CL40 

cLA(W 
2.4-DDE 

CL5(101) 

c1s-cHL0RDANB 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4.4-DDE 

CU(Il8) 

4,4-DDD 

2.6DDT 

CL6(153) 

twos) 
CL6(138) 

7L7( 187) 

CL6(128) 

CL7( 180) 

CW( 170) 

CLq 195) 

CL9(206) 

AROCLOR 1254 

ND-NocDuocted 

uaita: ugilcg wet wcigllt 

(Min) 

ND 3.2E+oo 

ND 1 .OE+Ol 

ND l.SE+Ol 

ND 9.5E-01 

ND 9.3E+OO 

ND 3.6E41 

ND 2.4E91 

ND 1.6E91 

ND 3.7E+ol 

ND l.SE+oo 

1.9E+O2 7.5E+O2 

ND 2.2E+ol 

ND 3.5E+O2 

ND 2.7E+oo 

ND S.lE+Ol 

ND 4.3E41 

ND 4.5E+Ol 

ND 1.6E41 

ND 4.7E+oo 

ND 2.4E+Ol 

ND 3.1E+Ol 

ND 2.2E+ol 

ND 1 .OE+OO 

ND 3.7E-01 

ND 8.9E+O2 

POND 

hthmuic 

avorago 

1.2E+OO 

2.2E+oo 

4.2E+oo 

6.5E-01 

3.2E+oo 

6.6E+oo 

1.2E+ol 

5.8E90 

1 .SE+oI 

8.2E-01 

3.5E+O2 

1.3E91 

l.lE+O2 

l.lE+OO 

4.8891 

1.4E+Ol 

2.3E41 

9.OE+OO 

l.SE+OO 

1.2E+OI 

1.7Es1 

8.4E40 

S-SE-01 

3.6Edl 

4.2E92 

Stmdard 

error 

9.5E-01 

4.OE+4M 

5.9840 

1.7E-01 

4.5E+OO 

1.4E+Ol 

l.lE+Ol 

6.7E90 

l.SE+Ol 

S.SEdl 

2.1642 

1 .OE+Ol 

1.3E+O2 

1.2E+oo 

2.7E41 

1.7Edl 

1.9E41 

6.8890 

2.lE+OO 

9.8E+OO 

1.4E+Ol 

S.IE+oo 

3.2E-01 

1.4E-02 

3.8E+O2 

ANALYTE 

4.4-DDE 

TABLE D-k 

DATA SlJMMARlEs FOR F’CB/PESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL. MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

AdUllUiC 

avorago 

Stldd 

error 

6.4E+OO 6.4E+OO 6.4E+OO NA 

Detection 

Freque~c 

1 I 6 

1 i 6 

21 6 

21 6 

21 6 

21 6 

41 6 

316 

41 6 

21 6 

61 6 

41 6 

4/ 6 

2/ 6 

S/6 

St 6 

41 6 

41 6 

21 6 

41 6 

4i 6 

41 6 

21 6 

1 I 6 

41 6 

Dacctioa 

Frcqucnc 

l/l 

Moaa+ 

In 

2;2E+OO 

6.3E+OO 

1 .OE+Ol 

8X-01 

7.7E+oo 

2.lE+Ol 

2.3E41 

1.2E+Ol 

3.3E+Ol 

1.4E90 

5.6E+O2 

2.3E41 

2.4692 

2.3E+OO l 

7.5E+Ol 

3.lE+Ol 

4x41 

1.6E+ol 

3.7E+oo 

2x41 

3.lE91 

1.7E+ol 

8.7E-01 

3.7E-m 

8.OE+o2 

Mean+ 

l# 

6.4E90 

ND - Not Dctcucd 

uniw &g/kg wet wolglu 

TABUD-la 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSFWAYLANDALL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error 

CL3(lS) ND 3.2E+OO l.2E+oo 9.SE~1 

CL3(28) ND l.OE+Ol 2.2E+OO 4.0E+OO 

CL4(S2) ND l.SE+OI 4.2E+OO S.9E+OO 

CL4(44) ND 9.SE~1 6.SE~1 1.7E~1 

CL4(66) ND 9.3E+OO 3.2E+OO 4.SE+OO 

2,4-DDE ND 3.6E+Ol 6.6E+OO 1.4E+Ol 

CL5(lOl) ND 2.4E+Ol l.2E+Ol 1.1E+Ol 

CIS-CHLORDANE ND 1. 6E+O I S.SE+OO 6.7E+OO 

TRANS-NONACHLOR ND 3.7E+Ol 1.8E+Ol l.SE+Ol 

DIELDRIN ND 1.8E+OO S.2E~l S.SE~l 

4.4-DDE 1.9E+02 7.SE+02 3.SE+02 2.1E+02 

CL5(llS) ND 2.2E+Ol 1.3E+OI l.OE+Ol 

4.4-DDD ND 3.SE+02 l.lE+02 1.3E+02 

2.4-DDT ND 2.7E+OO l.lE+OO l.2E+OO 

CL6(lS3) ND S.lE+Ol 4.SE+Ol 2.7E+Ol 

CL5(lOS) ND 4.3E+Ol 1.4E+Ol l.7E+Ol 

CL6(13S) ND 4.SE+Ol 2.3E+Ol 1.9E+OI 

-::L7(1S7) ND 1. 6E+O 1 9.0E+OO 6.SE+OO 

CL6(l28) ND 4.7E+OO l.SE+OO 2.1E+OO 

CL7(180) ND 2.4E+Ol l.2E+Ol 9.SE+OO 

MIREX ND 3.IE+Ol l.7E+OI 1.4E+OI 

CL7(170) ND 2.2E+Ol 8.4E+OO S.IE+OO 

CL8(19S) ND I.OE+OO S.SE~l 3.2E~1 

CL9(206) ND 3.7E~1 3.6E~1 1.4E~ 

AROCLOR 1254 ND 8.9E+02 4.2E+02 3.8E+02 

ND - Not Detected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLED-3b 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESnCIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

ANALYTE 

4.4-DDE 

ND - Not Detected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

CAUSFWAYLAND~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

Aritlunc:tic 

(Min) (Max) average 

6.4E+OO 6.4E+OO 6.4E+OO 

Standard 

error 

NA 

Detection Mean. 

Frcqucnc lac 

I 6 2;2E+OO 

I 6 6.3E+OO 

2 I 6 I.OE+Ol 

2 I 6 S.2E~1 

2 I 6 7.7E+OO 

2 I 6 2.1E+Ol 

4 I 6 2.3E+Ol 

3 I 6 1.2E+Ol 

4 I 6 3.3E+Ol 

2 I 6 1.4E+OO 

6 I 6 S.6E+02 

4 I 6 2.3E+Ol 

4 I 6 2.4E+02 

2 I 6 2.3E+OO ' 

S I 6 7.SE+Ol 

S I 6 3.1E+Ol 

4 I 6 4.2E+Ol 

4 I 6 1. 6E+O 1 

2 I 6 3.7E+OO 

4 I 6 2.2E+Ol 

4 I 6 3.IE+Ol 

4 I 6 l.7E+Ol 

2 I 6 S.7E~1 

1 I 6 3.7E~1 

4 I 6 8.0E+02 

Detection Mean. 

Frcqucnc lac 

1 I 1 6.4E+OO 

TABUD-la 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSFWAYLANDALL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error 

CL3(lS) ND 3.2E+OO l.2E+oo 9.SE~1 

CL3(28) ND l.OE+Ol 2.2E+OO 4.0E+OO 

CL4(S2) ND l.SE+OI 4.2E+OO S.9E+OO 

CL4(44) ND 9.SE~1 6.SE~1 1.7E~1 

CL4(66) ND 9.3E+OO 3.2E+OO 4.SE+OO 

2,4-DDE ND 3.6E+Ol 6.6E+OO 1.4E+Ol 

CL5(lOl) ND 2.4E+Ol l.2E+Ol 1.1E+Ol 

CIS-CHLORDANE ND 1. 6E+O I S.SE+OO 6.7E+OO 

TRANS-NONACHLOR ND 3.7E+Ol 1.8E+Ol l.SE+Ol 

DIELDRIN ND 1.8E+OO S.2E~l S.SE~l 

4.4-DDE 1.9E+02 7.SE+02 3.SE+02 2.1E+02 

CL5(llS) ND 2.2E+Ol 1.3E+OI l.OE+Ol 

4.4-DDD ND 3.SE+02 l.lE+02 1.3E+02 

2.4-DDT ND 2.7E+OO l.lE+OO l.2E+OO 

CL6(lS3) ND S.lE+Ol 4.SE+Ol 2.7E+Ol 

CL5(lOS) ND 4.3E+OI 1.4E+Ol l.7E+Ol 

CL6(13S) ND 4.SE+Ol 2.3E+Ol 1.9E+OI 

-::L7(1S7) ND 1. 6E+O 1 9.0E+OO 6.SE+OO 

CL6(l28) ND 4.7E+OO l.SE+OO 2.1E+OO 

CL7(180) ND 2.4E+Ol l.2E+Ol 9.SE+OO 

MIREX ND 3.IE+Ol l.7E+OI 1.4E+OI 

CL7(170) ND 2.2E+Ol 8.4E+OO S.IE+OO 

CL8(19S) ND I.OE+OO S.SE~I 3.2E~1 

CL9(206) ND 3.7E~1 3.6E~1 1.4E~ 

AROCLOR 1254 ND 8.9E+02 4.2E+02 3.8E+02 

ND - Not Detected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLED-3b 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESnCIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

ANALYTE 

4.4-DDE 

ND - Not Detected 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

CAUSFWAYLAND~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

Aritlunc:tic 

(Min) (Max) average 

6.4E+OO 6.4E+OO 6.4E+OO 

Standard 

error 

NA 

Detection Mean. 

Frcqucnc lac 

I 6 2;2E+OO 

I 6 6.3E+OO 

2 I 6 I.OE+Ol 

2 I 6 S.2E~1 

2 I 6 7.7E+OO 

2 I 6 2.1E+Ol 

4 I 6 2.3E+Ol 

3 I 6 1.2E+Ol 

4 I 6 3.3E+Ol 

2 I 6 1.4E+OO 

6 I 6 S.6E+02 

4 I 6 2.3E+Ol 

4 I 6 2.4E+02 

2 I 6 2.3E+OO ' 

S I 6 7.SE+Ol 

S I 6 3.1E+Ol 

4 I 6 4.2E+Ol 

4 I 6 1. 6E+O 1 

2 I 6 3.7E+OO 

4 I 6 2.2E+Ol 

4 I 6 3.IE+Ol 

4 I 6 I.7E+Ol 

2 I 6 S.7E~l 

1 I 6 3.7E~1 

4 I 6 8.0E+02 

Detection Mean. 

Frcqucnc lac 

1 I 1 6.4E+OO 



TABLE D-4 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCB/PESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 1) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

CL2(8) 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LINDANE 
CL3( 18) 

cww 
HEF’TACHLOR 

~52) 
ALDRIN - 

CLAO 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 

CW66) 
2.4-DDE 
CU(lO1) 
CIS-CHLORDANB 
TIUNS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 
4,4-DDE 

Cuyn) 
2.4-DDD 
ENDRIN 
CLs(118) 
4.4-DDD 

2,4-DDT 
CLq 153) 
CL5( 105) 
4,4-DDT 
CLq138) 
CU( 126) 
CL7( 187) 
CLq128) 
CL7(180) 

CL7( 170) 
CLs( 195) 
CL9(206) 
CLlO(209) 
AROCLOR 10160242 
AROCLOR 1221 
AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 
AROCLOR 1260 

ND-NatDctcctcd 
uaitc @kg wd weight 

0 (Max) 

ND 8.4E-01 
ND 2.6E-01 
ND 2.4E-01 
ND S.OE-01 
ND 5.8Edl 
ND 3.9E-01 
1.2Edl 1.3E+OO 
ND l.SE41 
ND S.OE-01 
ND 1 .SE-Ol 
4.lE-02 I .4E90 
ND 9.8Edz 
5.9E+ll 3.7E+oo 
2.3Edl 1 SE+00 
4.8E-01 3.2E+OO 
ND 4.9Eql 
1.2E+Ol 5.6E+Ol 
ND 3.8E-01 
ND 2.7E-01 
ND 9.IE-01 
2.5E-01 3.6E90 
3.9E+OO 7.2E+oo 

ND 2.2E-01 
1.4E+OO 6.8E+OO 
6.6Ed4 4.6E-01 
ND 1 .OE+OO 
7.8E-01 S.OE+QO 
ND 3.7Edl 
1.4E-01 1.4E+OO 
ND 5.3Edl 
2.4E-01 1 .SE+OO 
1.6E-01 3.OE+OO 
S.OE* 4.2E90 
ND l.SE-01 
ND 1.9E-01 
ND 6JE+l 
ND 2.5E+OO 
ND 2.5E+OO 
ND 2.5E+OO 
ND 2.5E+OO 
2.OE41 7.lE41 
ND 2.5E+OO 

FOND 
Arithaluic 

average 

7.5E-01 
2.lE-01 
2x-01 
4.5E-01 
3.7E-01 
3JE-01 
4.3Eiil 
1.6Edl 
3.3E-01 
1.3E-01 
4.2E-01 
8.8E4 
1 .SE+OO 
6.OEdl 

1.2E+OO 
3.lE-01 
2.4E+O I 
3.4Eql 
2.4E-01 
8X-01 
l.lEdO 
5.7E40 
1.9Edl 
2.9890 
1.3E-01 
9.1E-01 
1.9E+OO 
3.3E-01 
5.5E-01 
2.OE-01 
6.8E41 

9.3E-01 
l.lEdO 
1.4E-01 
1.4E-01 
5.8E-01 
2.2E90 
2x90 
2x+00 
2.2E+OO 
3.4E+Ol 
2.2E+OO 

StMM 

ORor 

6.3E-02 
7.8E-02 
1.7E-02 
3.7E-02 
1.4E-01 
3.OE-02 
5.7Ea1 
1.3E-02 
l.lE-01 
l.lEa 
6.8E-01 
7.4E-03 
1 .SE+OO 
6.2Eql 
1.4E+OO 
1.2E-01 

2.1E+ol 
2.9Em 
2.OE+2 
6.8E-02 
1.6E90 
1.4E+OO 
1.6Edn 
2.6E+OO 
2.2EdI 
7.6E-02 
2.1E+CQ 
2.8EdJ2 
6.OE41 
2.2E-01 
5.5E-01 
1.3E+OO 
2.OE+OO 
6.7Ee 
8.88-02 
4.8E-02 
1.9Eql 
1.9E-01 
1.9Eal 
1.9E-01 
2.4Edl 
1.9Edl 

Ddectioa Mean+ 

Frequeacy 1SC 

21 4 8.lE-01 
21 4 2.9Edl 
31 4 2.3E-01 

21 4 4.8E-01 
21 4 S.lE-01 
21 4 3.8E-01 
41 4 l.OE+OO 
21 4 1.7E-01 
21 4 4.4EaI 
21 4 1.4E-01 
41 4 l.lE+OO 
21 4 9.5E-02 
4/ 4 2.9E+OO 
4/ 4 1X+00 
4/ 4 2.6E40 
21 4 4.3E-01 
41 4 4.5E+Ol 
21 4 3.7E-01 
2J 4 2.6Eal 
21 4 8.8E-01 
41 4 2.8E+OO -7 

41 4 7.lE+OO 
21 4 2.1E-01 
41 4 S.SE+OO 
41 4 3.5E-01 

2f 4 9.8E-01 
41 4 4.OE+OO 

21 4 3.6E-01 
41 4 l.lE+OO 
21 4 4.2E-01 
41 4 1.2E+OO 
41 4 2.3E+OO 
41 4 3.2E90 
21 4 2.lE-01 
21 4 2.3E-01 
21 4 6.3E-01 
21 4 2.4E90 
2f 4 2.4E+OO 
21 4 2.4E90 
21 4 2.4E+OO 
41 4 5.9E+Ol 
21 4 2.4E+OO 

TABLED-4 
OATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTJCIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUS£WAYLANO~,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

PONO 
Arithmetic Standard Oetection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error FreqUGlC)' 1~ 

CL2(8) NO 8.4E-{) 1 7.SE-{)1 6.3E-02 2 I 4 8. 1 E-{) 1 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE NO 2. 6E-{) 1 2. 1 E-{) 1 7.SE-02 . 2 I 4 2.9E-{)1 

LINOANE NO 2.4E-{) 1 2.2E-{) 1 1.7E-02 3 I 4 2.3E-{) 1 

CL3(l8) NO S.OE-{) 1 4.SE-{)1 3.7E-02 2 I 4 4. SE-{) 1 

CL3(28) NO S. SE-{) 1 3.7E-{)1 1.4E-{)1 2 4 S.IE-{)1 
HEPTACHLOR. NO 3.9E-{) 1 3.SE-{) 1 3.OE-02 2 I 4 3. SE-{) 1 
CL4(S2) 1.2E-{)1 1.3E+OO 4.3E-{)1 S.7E-{)l 4 I 4 l.OE+OO 
ALDRIN NO l.8E-{)1 1.6E-{)1 1.3E-02 2 I 4 1.7E-{)1 
CL4(44) NO S.OE-{) 1 3.3E-{) 1 l.lE-{)l 2 I 4 4.4E-{) 1 

HEPTACHLOREPOXEDE NO l.SE-{) 1 1.3E-{)1 l.lE-02 2 I 4 1.4E-{)1 
CL4(66) 4.1E-02 l.4E+OO 4.2E-{) 1 6. SE-{) 1 4 I 4 l.lE+OO 
2,4-00E NO 9.8E-02 8.8E-02 7.4E-{)3 2 I 4 9.SE-02 
CLS(101) S.9E-{) 1 3.7E+OO l.SE+OO l.SE+OO 4 I 4 2.9E+OO 
CIS-CHLOR.DANE 2.3E-{)1 I.SE+OO 6.0E-{)1 6.2E-{) 1 4 I 4 l.2E+OO 
TR.ANS-NONACHLOR 4.8E-{) 1 3.2E+OO l.2E+OO l.4E+OO 4 I 4 2.6E+OO 
DIELDRIN NO 4.9E-{) 1 3. 1 E-{) 1 l.2E-{)1 2 I 4 4.3E-{)1 
4,4-DOE l.2E+Ol S.6E+Ol 2.4E+Ol 2.1E+01 4 I 4 4.SE+01 
CL4(77) ND 3.SE-{)1 3.4EooOl 2.9E-02 2 I 4 3.7E-{)1 
2,4-000 NO 2.7E-{) 1 2.4E-{)1 2.0E-02 2 I 4 2.6E-{) 1 
ENORIN NO 9.1E-{)1 8.2E-{) 1 6.8E-02 2 I 4 8.8E-{)1 ..."., 
CLS(118) 2.SE-{)1 3.6E+OO l.lE+OO l.6E+OO 4 I 4 2.8E+OO • 
4,4-000 3.9E+OO 7.lE+OO S.7E+OO 1.4E+OO 4 I 4 7.1E+OO 
2,4-00T NO 2.2E-{) 1 l.9E-{) 1 l.6E-02 2 I 4 2. 1 E-{) 1 
CL6(IS3) 1.4E+OO 6.8E+OO 2.9E+OO 2.6E+OO 4 I 4 S.SE+OO 
CLS(lOS) 6.6E-04 4.6E-{)} l.3EooOl 2.2E-{) 1 4 I 4 3.SE-{)1 
4,4-0DT NO 1.0E+OO 9. 1 EooO 1 7.6E-02 2 I 4 9. SE-{) 1 
CL6(13S) 7.SE-{)1 S.OE+OO 1.9E+OO 2.1E+OO 4 I 4 4.0E+OO 
CLS(126) NO 3.7EooOl 3. 3EooO 1 2.8E-02 2 4 3.6E-{)1 
CL7(IS7) 1.4E-{) 1 1.4E+OO S.SEooOl 6.0E-{) 1 4 I 4 l.IE+OO 
CL6(12S) NO S.3EooOl 2.0E-{) 1 2.2E-{) 1 2 I 4 4.2E-{) 1 
CL7(lSO) 2.4E-{) 1 l.SE+OO 6.SEooOl S.SE-{) 1 4 I 4 l.2E+OO 
MIREX 1.6E-{)1 3.OE+OO 9.3E-{) 1 1.3E+OO 4 I 4 2.3E+OO 
CL7(170) S.OE-02 4.2E+OO 1.lE+OO 2.0E+OO 4 I 4 3.2E+OO 
CL8(l9S) NO 1. 8E-{) 1 1.4E-{) 1 6.7E-02 2 I 4 2. 1 E-{) 1 
CL9(206) NO 1.9E-{) 1 1.4E-{)1 S.8E-02 2 I 4 2.3E-{)1 
CLI0(209) NO 6.SE-{) 1 S.SE-{) 1 4.SE-02 2 I 4 6. 3E-{) 1 
AROCLOR 101611242 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9EooOi 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1221 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{) 1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1232 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{) 1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1248 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{) 1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1254 2.0E+Ol 7.1E+Ol 3.4E+01 2.4E+Ol 4 I 4 S.9E+Ol 
AROCLOR. 1260 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{)1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 

NO - Not Oetected 
UDitI: uglkg wet wGisbt ..,., 

TABLED-4 
OATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTJCIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUS£WAYLANO~,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

PONO 
Arithmetic Standard Oetection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error FreqUGlC)' 1~ 

CL2(8) NO 8.4E-{) 1 7.SE-{)1 6.3E-02 2 I 4 8. 1 E-{) 1 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE NO 2. 6E-{) 1 2. 1 E-{) 1 7.SE-02 . 2 I 4 2.9E-{)1 

LINOANE NO 2.4E-{) 1 2.2E-{) 1 1.7E-02 3 I 4 2.3E-{) 1 

CL3(l8) NO S.OE-{) 1 4.SE-{)1 3.7E-02 2 I 4 4. SE-{) 1 

CL3(28) NO S. SE-{) 1 3.7E-{)1 1.4E-{)1 2 4 S.IE-{)1 
HEPTACHLOR. NO 3.9E-{) 1 3.SE-{) 1 3.OE-02 2 I 4 3. SE-{) 1 
CL4(S2) 1.2E-{)1 1.3E+OO 4.3E-{)1 S.7E-{)l 4 I 4 l.OE+OO 
ALDRIN NO l.8E-{)1 1.6E-{)1 1.3E-02 2 I 4 1.7E-{)1 
CL4(44) NO S.OE-{) 1 3.3E-{) 1 l.lE-{)l 2 I 4 4.4E-{) 1 

HEPTACHLOREPOXEDE NO l.SE-{) 1 1.3E-{)1 l.lE-02 2 I 4 1.4E-{)1 
CL4(66) 4.1E-02 l.4E+OO 4.2E-{) 1 6. SE-{) 1 4 I 4 l.lE+OO 
2,4-00E NO 9.8E-02 8.8E-02 7.4E-{)3 2 I 4 9.SE-02 
CLS(101) S.9E-{) 1 3.7E+OO l.SE+OO l.SE+OO 4 I 4 2.9E+OO 
CIS-CHLOR.DANE 2.3E-{)1 I.SE+OO 6.0E-{)1 6.2E-{) 1 4 I 4 l.2E+OO 
TR.ANS-NONACHLOR 4.8E-{) 1 3.2E+OO l.2E+OO l.4E+OO 4 I 4 2.6E+OO 
DIELDRIN NO 4.9E-{) 1 3. 1 E-{) 1 l.2E-{)1 2 I 4 4.3E-{)1 
4,4-DOE l.2E+Ol S.6E+Ol 2.4E+Ol 2.1E+01 4 I 4 4.SE+01 
CL4(77) ND 3.SE-{)1 3.4EooOl 2.9E-02 2 I 4 3.7E-{)1 
2,4-000 NO 2.7E-{) 1 2.4E-{)1 2.0E-02 2 I 4 2.6E-{) 1 
ENORIN NO 9.1E-{)1 8.2E-{) 1 6.8E-02 2 I 4 8.8E-{)1 ..."., 
CLS(118) 2.SE-{)1 3.6E+OO l.lE+OO l.6E+OO 4 I 4 2.8E+OO • 
4,4-000 3.9E+OO 7.lE+OO S.7E+OO 1.4E+OO 4 I 4 7.1E+OO 
2,4-00T NO 2.2E-{) 1 l.9E-{) 1 l.6E-02 2 I 4 2. 1 E-{) 1 
CL6(IS3) 1.4E+OO 6.8E+OO 2.9E+OO 2.6E+OO 4 I 4 S.SE+OO 
CLS(lOS) 6.6E-04 4.6E-{)} l.3EooOl 2.2E-{) 1 4 I 4 3.SE-{)1 
4,4-0DT NO 1.0E+OO 9. 1 EooO 1 7.6E-02 2 I 4 9. SE-{) 1 
CL6(13S) 7.SE-{)1 S.OE+OO 1.9E+OO 2.1E+OO 4 I 4 4.0E+OO 
CLS(126) NO 3.7EooOl 3. 3EooO 1 2.8E-02 2 4 3.6E-{)1 
CL7(IS7) 1.4E-{) 1 1.4E+OO S.SEooOl 6.0E-{) 1 4 I 4 l.IE+OO 
CL6(12S) NO S.3EooOl 2.0E-{) 1 2.2E-{) 1 2 I 4 4.2E-{) 1 
CL7(lSO) 2.4E-{) 1 l.SE+OO 6.SEooOl S.SE-{) 1 4 I 4 l.2E+OO 
MIREX 1.6E-{)1 3.OE+OO 9.3E-{) 1 1.3E+OO 4 I 4 2.3E+OO 
CL7(170) S.OE-02 4.2E+OO 1.lE+OO 2.0E+OO 4 I 4 3.2E+OO 
CL8(l9S) NO 1. 8E-{) 1 1.4E-{) 1 6.7E-02 2 I 4 2. 1 E-{) 1 
CL9(206) NO 1.9E-{) 1 1.4E-{)1 S.8E-02 2 I 4 2.3E-{)1 
CLI0(209) NO 6.SE-{) 1 S.SE-{) 1 4.SE-02 2 I 4 6. 3E-{) 1 
AROCLOR 101611242 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9EooOi 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1221 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{) 1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1232 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{) 1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1248 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{) 1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 
AROCLOR 1254 2.0E+Ol 7.1E+Ol 3.4E+01 2.4E+Ol 4 I 4 S.9E+Ol 
AROCLOR. 1260 NO 2.SE+OO 2.2E+OO 1.9E-{)1 2 I 4 2.4E+OO 

NO - Not Oetected 
UDitI: uglkg wet wGisbt ..,., 



TABLE D-s 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBiPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 
CAUSEWAY LANDFlLL. MCRD 

PARRJS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

CW8) 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 
LINDANE 

CL3(18) 

CWW 
HEPTACHLOR 

=4m 
ALDRIN 

cww 
HEPTACHLOREFOXIDE 

cww 
2,4-DDE 
CL5( 101) 
CIS-CHLORDANE 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 
4,4-DDE 

CraO 
2.4-DDD 
ENDRIN 
CLs(ll8) 
4,4-DDD 
2,4-DDT 
CLq 153) 
CLs( 105) 
4,4-DDT 
CL6(138) 
CL5(126) 
CL7(187) 
CLq128) 
CL7(180) 

CU( 170) 
CL8( 195) 
CL9(206) 
CLlo(209) 
AROCLOR 1016/1242 
AROCLOR 1221 
AROCLOR 1232 
AROCLOR 1248 
AROCLOR 1254 
AROCLOR 1260 

ND - Not Detected 
units: ugkg wet weight 

(Min) (Max) 

ND 8.3E-01 
ND 2.8E01 
ND 2.3E-01 
ND 4.9E-01 
ND 1.3E+OO 
ND 3.9E-01 

ND 2.9E+CNl 

ND 1.7Ea1 
ND 1 .OE+OO 
ND 1.4E-01 
ND l.OE+OO 
ND 5.1E-01 
2.1E-01 4.4E+CQ 
S.lE-03 2.OE+OO 
4.8E-02 2.4840 
ND 7.7E-01 
1.9E+OO 4.1E41 

ND 3.8E-01 
ND 2.7E-01 
ND 9.OEdl 
1.9E-01 2.8E+OO 
1.7E-01 l.lE+Ol 
ND 2.1E-01 
2.4E-01 S.lE+OO 
ND 6.3E-01 
ND 1 .OE+OO 
3.1E-01 3.7E+oo 
ND 3.7E-01 
7.38-02 I .3E+OO 
ND 3.5E-01 
1.8E-02 1.6E+oo 
ND 1.7E40 
2.2E-02 4.4E40 
ND 1.9E-01 
ND 2.1Eal 
ND 6.4E-01 
ND 2.5E90 
ND 2.5E+OO 
ND 2.5E+OO 
ND 2.5E90 
5.8E40 7.3E41 
ND 2.5E+OO 

TIDEGATE 
lwthmetic 

WCl7l@ 

7.7E-01 
2.1E-01 
2.OE-01 

4.6E-01 
4.6E-01 
3.6Edl 
7.5E-01 
1.6E-01 
3.9E-01 
1.4E-01 
2.7E-01 
1.5E-01 
1 .OE+OO 
6.lE-01 
7.6E-01 
3.OE-01 
l.lE+OI 
3.5Eal 
2.5Eal 
8.4E-01 
7.3E-01 
2.6E+OO 
2.OE-01 
1.7E+OO 
2.1Eal 
5.7E-01 
8.7Eal 
3.5E-01 
4.8E-01 
1.2E*1 
4.7E-01 
5.1E-01 
1.3E+OO 
1.6E-01 
2.OE-01 
6.0E-01 
2.3E+OO 
2.3E+OO 
2.3E+OO 
2.3E+OO 
2.3E91 
2.3E+OO 

StAlldUd 
error 

Detection 

Frcqucncy 

4.2E-02 31 7 
l.OE-01 41 7 

2.8E-02 31 7 

2.6E-02 41 7 

3.7E-a 51 7 
2.OE-02 31 7 
9.5E-01 61 7 
8.9E-03 31 7 
2.9E-01 51 7 
7.4E-03 31 7 
3.3E-01 61 7 
1.6E-01 41 7 
1.5E+OO 71 7 

6.9E-01 71 7 
8.2E-01 71 7 
2.7Ea 61 7 

1.4E+Ol 71 7 

1.9E-02 31 7 
1.4EdI2 3/ 7 
4.6E-02 3f 7 
9.8E-01 71 7 
3.9E90 7J 7 
l.lE-02 31 7 
1.9E+OO 71 7 
2.1Eql 61 7 
4.8E-01 31 7 
1.3E+OQ 71 7 
1.9E-02 31 7 
4.6E-01 71 7 
1 .OE-Ol 51 7 
5.9Eal 71 7 
5.5E-01 61 7 
1.6E+oo 71 7 
5.7E-02 41 7 
l.lEX’2 41 7 
3.3E-02 31 7 
1.3E-01 31 7 
1.3E-01 31 7 
1.3E-01 31 7 
1.3E-01 31 7 
2.4841 71 7 
1.3E-01 31 7 

MUl+ 
lr 

8.2Eql 
3.1E-01 
2.3E-01 
4.8E-01 
8.3E-01 
3.8E-01 
1.7E+OO 
1.7E-01 
6.8E-01 
1.4E-01 
6.OEdll 
3.1E-01 
2.6E+OO 
1.3E+OO 
1.6E90 
5.7E-01 
2.5E+Ol 
3.7Em 
2.7E-01 
8.9E-01 
1.7E+OO 
6.6E+oo 
2.lE+l 
3.5E90 
4.2E-01 
l.lE+OO 
2.IE+OO 
3.6E-01 
9.4E-01 
2.2E-01 
l.lE+QO 
l.lE+OO 
2.9EdO 
2.2E-01 
2.1E-01 
6.3E-01 
2.4E+OO 
2.4E+OO 
2.4E40 
2.4E+OO 
4.7E+ol 
2.4E+OO 

TABLED-S 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUSFWAYLANDALL.MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency llC 

CU(S) ND S.3E-(1l 7.7E-Ql 4.2E-02 3 7 S.2E-Ql 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE ND 2.SE-Ql 2.1E-Ql 1.0E-Ql 4 I 7 3.1E-Ql 

LINDANE NO 2.3E-Ql 2.0E-Ql 2.SE-02 3 I 7 2.3E-Ql 

CL3(lS) ND 4.9E-Ql 4. 6E-Q 1 2.6E-02 4 I 7 4.SE-Ql 
CL3(2S) ND 1.3E.oo 4. 6E-Q I 3.7E-Ql S I 7 8.3E-Ql 
HEPTACHLOR NO 3.9E-Ql 3.6E-Ql 2.0E-02 3 I 7 3.8E-Ql 
CL4(S2) ND 2.9E.oo 7.SE-Ql 9.SE-Q1 6 I 7 l.7E.oo 
ALDRIN ND 1.7E-Q1 1.6E-Q1 8.9E-Q3 3 I 7 1.7E-Q1 
CL4(44) NO 1.0E.oo 3.9E-Ql 2.9E-Q1 S I 7 6.8E-Ql 
HEPTACHLOREPOXDDE ND 1.4E-Q1 1.4E-Q1 7.4E-Q3 3 I 7 1.4E-Q1 
CL4(66) ND 1.0E.oo 2.7E-Ql 3.3E-Q1 6 I 7 6.0E-Ql 
2,4-00E NO S.lE-Ql l.SE-Ql 1.6E-Ql 4 I 7 3.1E-Ql 
CLS(10l) 2.1E-Ql 4.4E.oo 1.0E.oo 1.SE.oo 7 I 7 2.6E.oo 
CIS-CHLORDANE S.lE-Q3 2.0E.oo 6.1E-Ql 6.9E-Q1 7 I 7 1.3E.oo 
TRAN5-NONACHLOR 4.8E-02 2.4E+OO 7.6E-Q1 8.2E-Q1 7 I 7 1.6E+OO 
DIELDRIN NO 7.7E-Ql 3.0E-Ql 2.7E-Ql 6 I 7 S.7E-Ql 
4,4-DDE 1.9E.oo 4.1E+Ol l.lE+01 1.4E+Ol 7 I 7 2.SE+Ol 
CL4(77) ND 3.8E-Ql 3.SE-Ql 1.9E-02 3 I 7 3.7E-Ql 
2,4-DDD ND 2.7E-Ql 2.SE-Ql 1.4E-02 3 I 7 2.7E-Ql 

ENDRIN ND 9.0E-Ql 8.4E-Q1 4.6E-02 3 I 7 8.9E-Q1 
CLS(118) 1.9E-Ql 2.8E+OO 7.3E-Ql 9.SE-Ql 7 I 7 l.7E.oo 
4,4-DDD l.7E-Ql 1.1 E+O 1 2.6E.oo 3.9E.oo 7 I 7 6.6E.oo 
2,4-DDT ND 2.1E-Ql 2.0E-Ql 1.1E-02 3 I 7 2.1E-Ql 
CL6(IS3) 2.4E-Ql S.lE+OO l.7E+OO 1.9E+OO 7 I 7 3.SE+OO 
CLS(IOS) ND 6.3E-Ql 2.1E-Ql 2.1E-Ql 6 I 7 4.2E-Ql 
4,4-DOT NO I.OE.oo S.7E-Ql 4.SE-Ql 3 I 7 l.lE-+OO 
CL6(138) 3.1E-Ql 3.7E+OO 8.7E-Ql 1.3E+OO 7 I 7 2.1E-+OO 
CLS(126) ND 3.7E-Ql 3.SE-Ql 1.9E-02 3 I 7 3.6E-Ql 
CL7(187) 7.3E-02 1.3E.oo 4.8E-Ql 4.6E-Ql 7 I 7 9.4E-Ql 
CL6(128) ND 3.SE-Ql 1.2E-Q1 1.0E-Q1 5 7 2.2E-Ql 
CL7(180) 1.8E-02 1.6E+OO 4.7E-Ql S.9E-Ql 7 7 l.lE-+OO 
MIREX ND l.7E+OO S.IE-Ql S.SE-Ql 6 7 l.lE.oo 
CL7(170) 2.2E-02 4.4E+OO 1.3E+OO 1.6E+OO 7 I 7 2.9E-+OO 
CL8(19S) ND 1.9E-Q1 1.6E-Q1 S.7E-02 4 I 7 2.2E-Q1 
CL9(206) NO 2.1E-Ql 2.0E-Ql 1.1E-Q2 4 I 7 2.1E-Ql 
CLI0(209) ND 6.4E-Ql 6.0E-Ql 3.3E-02 3 I 7 6.3E-Ql 
AROCLOR 101611242 ND 2.SE-+OO 2.3E+OO 1.3E-Ql 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 
AROCLOR 1221 ND 2.SE+OO 2.3E.oo 1.3E-Ql 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 
AROCLOR 1232 ND 2.SE.oo 2.3E.oo 1.3E-Ql 3 I 7 2.4E.oo 
AROCLOR 1248 ND 2.SE.oo 2.3E.oo 1.3E-Q1 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 
AROCLOR 1254 S.8E.oo 7.3E+Ol 2.3E+01 2.4E+Ol 7 I 7 4.7E+Ol 
AROCLOR 1260 ND 2.SE+OO 2.3E-+OO 1.3E-Q1 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 

ND - Not Dc:tcctcd 
Uniu: uglkg wet weight 

TABLED-S 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUSFWAYLANDALL.MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency llC 

CU(S) ND S.3E-(1l 7.7E-Ql 4.2E-02 3 7 S.2E-Ql 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE ND 2.SE-Ql 2.1E-Ql 1.0E-Ql 4 I 7 3.1E-Ql 

LINDANE NO 2.3E-Ql 2.0E-Ql 2.SE-02 3 I 7 2.3E-Ql 

CL3(lS) ND 4.9E-Ql 4. 6E-Q 1 2.6E-02 4 I 7 4.SE-Ql 
CL3(2S) ND 1.3E.oo 4. 6E-Q I 3.7E-Ql S I 7 8.3E-Ql 
HEPTACHLOR NO 3.9E-Ql 3.6E-Ql 2.0E-02 3 I 7 3.8E-Ql 
CL4(S2) ND 2.9E.oo 7.SE-Ql 9.SE-Q1 6 I 7 l.7E.oo 
ALDRIN ND 1.7E-Q1 1.6E-Q1 8.9E-Q3 3 I 7 1.7E-Q1 
CL4(44) NO 1.0E.oo 3.9E-Ql 2.9E-Q1 S I 7 6.8E-Ql 
HEPTACHLOREPOXDDE ND 1.4E-Q1 1.4E-Q1 7.4E-Q3 3 I 7 1.4E-Q1 
CL4(66) ND 1.0E.oo 2.7E-Ql 3.3E-Q1 6 I 7 6.0E-Ql 
2,4-00E NO S.lE-Ql l.SE-Ql 1.6E-Ql 4 I 7 3.1E-Ql 
CLS(10l) 2.1E-Ql 4.4E.oo 1.0E.oo 1.SE.oo 7 I 7 2.6E.oo 
CIS-CHLORDANE S.lE-Q3 2.0E.oo 6.1E-Ql 6.9E-Q1 7 I 7 1.3E.oo 
TRAN5-NONACHLOR 4.8E-02 2.4E+OO 7.6E-Q1 8.2E-Q1 7 I 7 1.6E+OO 
DIELDRIN NO 7.7E-Ql 3.0E-Ql 2.7E-Ql 6 I 7 S.7E-Ql 
4,4-DDE 1.9E.oo 4.1E+Ol l.lE+01 1.4E+Ol 7 I 7 2.SE+Ol 
CL4(77) ND 3.8E-Ql 3.SE-Ql 1.9E-02 3 I 7 3.7E-Ql 
2,4-DDD ND 2.7E-Ql 2.SE-Ql 1.4E-02 3 I 7 2.7E-Ql 

ENDRIN ND 9.0E-Ql 8.4E-Q1 4.6E-02 3 I 7 8.9E-Q1 
CLS(118) 1.9E-Ql 2.8E+OO 7.3E-Ql 9.SE-Ql 7 I 7 l.7E.oo 
4,4-DDD l.7E-Ql 1.1 E+O 1 2.6E.oo 3.9E.oo 7 I 7 6.6E.oo 
2,4-DDT ND 2.1E-Ql 2.0E-Ql 1.1E-02 3 I 7 2.1E-Ql 
CL6(IS3) 2.4E-Ql S.lE+OO l.7E+OO 1.9E+OO 7 I 7 3.SE+OO 
CLS(IOS) ND 6.3E-Ql 2.1E-Ql 2.1E-Ql 6 I 7 4.2E-Ql 
4,4-DOT NO I.OE.oo S.7E-Ql 4.SE-Ql 3 I 7 l.lE-+OO 
CL6(138) 3.1E-Ql 3.7E+OO 8.7E-Ql 1.3E+OO 7 I 7 2.1E-+OO 
CLS(126) ND 3.7E-Ql 3.SE-Ql 1.9E-02 3 I 7 3.6E-Ql 
CL7(187) 7.3E-02 1.3E.oo 4.8E-Ql 4.6E-Ql 7 I 7 9.4E-Ql 
CL6(128) ND 3.SE-Ql 1.2E-Q1 1.0E-Q1 5 7 2.2E-Ql 
CL7(180) 1.8E-02 1.6E+OO 4.7E-Ql S.9E-Ql 7 7 l.lE-+OO 
MIREX ND l.7E+OO S.IE-Ql S.SE-Ql 6 7 l.lE.oo 
CL7(170) 2.2E-02 4.4E+OO 1.3E+OO 1.6E+OO 7 I 7 2.9E-+OO 
CL8(19S) ND 1.9E-Q1 1.6E-Q1 S.7E-02 4 I 7 2.2E-Q1 
CL9(206) NO 2.1E-Ql 2.0E-Ql 1.1E-Q2 4 I 7 2.1E-Ql 
CLI0(209) ND 6.4E-Ql 6.0E-Ql 3.3E-02 3 I 7 6.3E-Ql 
AROCLOR 101611242 ND 2.SE-+OO 2.3E+OO 1.3E-Ql 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 
AROCLOR 1221 ND 2.SE+OO 2.3E.oo 1.3E-Ql 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 
AROCLOR 1232 ND 2.SE.oo 2.3E.oo 1.3E-Ql 3 I 7 2.4E.oo 
AROCLOR 1248 ND 2.SE.oo 2.3E.oo 1.3E-Q1 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 
AROCLOR 1254 S.8E.oo 7.3E+Ol 2.3E+01 2.4E+Ol 7 I 7 4.7E+Ol 
AROCLOR 1260 ND 2.SE+OO 2.3E-+OO 1.3E-Q1 3 I 7 2.4E-+OO 

ND - Not Dc:tcctcd 
Uniu: uglkg wet weight 



ANALYTE 

CL5( 101) 

4.4-DDE 

4,4-DDD 

CLb(153) 

AROCLOR 1254 

TABLE D-6a 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ND 2.5E-01 1.9E-01 1 .OE-ol 11 4 3.OE-01 

1.2E+ol 2.5E+Ol l.BE+ol S.OE90 41 4 2.3E91 

ND 2.9E40 LIE40 1.2E+OO 21 4 2.3E+OO 

ND 1.5E90 4.8Eql 6.5E-01 II 4 l.lE+M 

ND 4.1E+Ol l.?E+ol 1.9E+Ol II 4 3.2E+ol 

. ND-NotDeued 

Unite ugkg wet weight 

TABLE D-6b 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCB/FESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFtLL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

4,4-DDE 

4.4-DDD 

CL6(153) 

AROCLOR 1254 

ND-NotDucucd 

unita: @kg wat weight 

0 (Max) 

1.6E+oo 1.8E41 

ND 2.3E+OO 

ND 2.lE90 

ND 6. IE91 

TIDEGATE 

Aitllm& 

average 

-c 
lUCUl+ 

1W 

6.7E+OO 6.6E+oo 61 6 1.3E+Ol 

6.4E-01 8.3E-01 II 6 1.5E+OO 

4.6E-01 7.9Eal 21 6 1.2E+oo 

2.1E41 2.8E+Ol 21 6 4.9E+Ol 

TABLE~ 

OATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICmE ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAYLANOFaL,MCRD 

ANALYTE 

CLS(101) 

4,4-00E 

4,4-000 

CL6(153) 

AROCLOR 1254 

NO - Not Detected 
Unita: uglkg wet weight 

PARRIS ISLANO, SOUTH CAROLINA 

PONO 

Arithmetic 

(Min) (Mu) average 

NO 2.5E~1 1.9E~1 

1.2E+Ol 2.5E+Ol 1.8E+OI 

NO 2.9E+OO 1.IE+OO 

NO 1.5E+OO 4.8E~1 

NO 4.1E+OI 1.2E+OI 

TABLED-6b 

Standard 

error 

1.0E~1 

5.0E+OO 

1.2E+OO 

6.5E~1 

1.9E+OI 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICmE ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

ANALYTE 

4,4-00E 

4,4-000 

CL6(IS3) 

AROCLOR 1254 

NO - Not Octcc:tcd 

Unita: uglkg wet weight 

CAUSEWAYLANO~,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLANO, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

Arithmetic 

(Min) (Max) average 

1.6E+OO 1.8E+OI 6.1£+00 

NO 2.3E+OO 6.4E~1 

NO 2.1E+OO 4.6E~1 

NO 6.1E+Ol 2.1E+Ol 

Standard 

error 

6.6E+OO 

8.3E~1 

7.9E~1 

2.8E+Ol 

Detection Mean + 

Frequency llC 

1 I 4 3.0E~1 

4 I 4 2.3E+OI 
2 I 4 2.3E+OO 

4 1.1E+OO 

1 I 4 3.2E+OI 

....", . 
Detection Mean + 

Frequency llC 

6 6 1.3E+Ol 

1 6 1.5E+OO 

2 6 1.2E+OO 

2 I 6 4.9E+Ol 

TABLE~ 

OATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICmE ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAYLANOFaL,MCRD 

ANALYTE 

CLS(101) 

4,4-00E 

4,4-000 

CL6(153) 

AROCLOR 1254 

NO - Not Detected 
Unita: uglkg wet weight 

PARRIS ISLANO, SOUTH CAROLINA 

PONO 

Arithmetic 

(Min) (Mu) average 

NO 2.5E~1 1.9E~1 

1.2E+Ol 2.5E+Ol 1.8E+OI 

NO 2.9E+OO 1.IE+OO 

NO 1.5E+OO 4.8E~1 

NO 4.1E+OI 1.2E+OI 

TABLED-6b 

Standard 

error 

1.0E~1 

5.0E+OO 

1.2E+OO 

6.5E~1 

1.9E+OI 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICmE ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

ANALYTE 

4,4-00E 

4,4-000 

CL6(IS3) 

AROCLOR 1254 

NO - Not Octcc:tcd 

Unita: uglkg wet weight 

CAUSEWAYLANO~,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLANO, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

Arithmetic 

(Min) (Max) average 

1.6E+OO 1.8E+OI 6.1£+00 

NO 2.3E+OO 6.4E~1 

NO 2.1E+OO 4.6E~1 

NO 6.1E+Ol 2.1E+Ol 

Standard 

error 

6.6E+OO 

8.3E~1 

7.9E~1 

2.8E+Ol 

Detection Mean + 

Frequency llC 

1 I 4 3.0E~1 

4 I 4 2.3E+OI 
2 I 4 2.3E+OO 

4 1.1E+OO 

1 I 4 3.2E+OI 

....", . 
Detection Mean + 

Frequency llC 

6 6 1.3E+Ol 

1 6 1.5E+OO 

2 6 1.2E+OO 

2 I 6 4.9E+Ol 



ANALYTE 

CL3(28) 

cww 
HEFTACHLOREPOXIDE 

-466) 
2.4-DDE 

CLq 101) 

CIS<HLORDANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4.4-DDE 

Crcyn) 
Crs(ll8) 

4,4-DDD 

CLa(lS3) 

twos) 
CLq138) 

CL7( 187) 

‘Lq 128) 

CL7( 180) 

CL7( 170) 

CLS( 195) 

TABLE D-7 

DATA SUhMARIES FOR PCB/PESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARJUS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ND 

ND 

ND 

2.1E-01 

ND 

ND 

2.8E-01 

SJE-QI 

2.OE-01 

7.1E+OO 

ND 

5.3E-01 

1 SE+00 

8.1E-01 

ND 

1.7E-a 

ND 

l.lEdl 

1.7Edl 

5.9E-01 

8.8EiI2 

ND 

8X-01 

S.SE-01 

4.OE-01 

7.5E-01 

2.7Edl 

7.3E-01 

6.SEdIl 

1 SE40 

4.6Edl 

2.2E+Ql 

5.1E-01 

1.9E+OO 

1x41 

3.93590 

6.OE-O 1 

2.3E+OO 

6.6E-01 

3.4Ed.M 

9.4E-01 

1 .n+Oo 

4.5E-01 

2.7E-01 

POND 

Arithmeic 

average 

S.OE-01 

4.6E-01 

2.7E-01 

4.OE-01 

1.4E-01 

2.9E-01 

4.3E-01 

9.5E-01 

3.4Eal 

1.3E+Ol 

3.9Eql 

l.OE+OO 

5.3E90 

2.1E+OO 

3.9E-01 

l.lE90 

3.4E-01 

2.OEal 

4.SE-01 

9.8E-01 

2.OE-01 

1 .SE-ol 

Stdd 

mor 

1.8E41 

1.3E-01 

l.lEal 

2.OE-01 

5.9E-02 

1.9E-01 

1.3E-01 

3.9E-01 

9.OEe 

5.OE90 

l.SE*l 

4.7E-a 

3.3E+OO 

l.OE+OO 

1.4E+l 

7.OE-01 

1.9EdIl 

8.6E-02 

2.4E-01 

4.OE-01 

1.2Edl 

9.8E-02 

M@M+ 

18C 

81 9 6.8E-01 

11 9 5.9E-01 

51 9 3.8E-01 

91 9 6.OE41 

21 9 2.OE-01 

41 9 4.8E-01 

91 9 5.7E-01 

91 9 1.3E+OO 

91 9 4.3E-01 

91 9 1 .SE+Ol 

II 9 5.3E-01 

91 9 1 SE+00 

91 9 S.SE+OO 

91 9 3.1E+OO 

81 9 S.3E-01 

91 9 l.SE+OO 

81 9 5.3E-01 

91 9 2.9Eal 

91 9 6.9E-01 

91 9 1.4E+OO 

91 9 3.2E-01 

2.1 9 2.8Eql 

Unita: @kg wet weight 

TABLE D-7 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUSCWAYLANOALL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency llC 

CL3(28) NO 8.2&-01 5.0£-01 1.8£-01 8 I 9 6.8£-01 

CL4(52) NO 5.8E-ol 4.6E-ol . 1.3E-ol 1 I 9 5.9E-ol 

HEPTACHLOREPOXlD£ NO 4.0E-ol 2.1£-01 1.1E-ol 5 I 9 3.8£-01 

CL4(66) 2.1£-01 7.5E-ol 4.0£-01 2.0£-01 9 I 9 6.0£-01 

2,4-00£ NO 2.1£-01 1.4£-01 5.9£-02 2 I 9 2.0£-01 

CLS(101) NO 7.3£-01 2.9£-01 1.9E-ol 4 9 4.8E-ol 

CIS~HLORDANE 2.8£-01 6.5£-01 4.3E-ol 1.3E-ol 9 9 5.1£-01 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 5.5E-ol l.SE-+OO 9.5E-<l1 3.9E-ol 9 9 1.3£-+00 

DIELDRIN 2.0£-01 4.6E-ol 3.4£-01 9.0E-02 9 I 9 4.3£-01 

4,4-00£ 7.1£-+00 2.2&+01 1.3£+01 5.0£-+00 9 I 9 1.8£+01 

CL4(77) NO 5.1£-01 3.9£-01 l.S£-o1 I 9 5.3£-01 

CLS(l18) 5.3£-01 1.9£-+00 1.0£-+00 4.1£-<l1 9 I 9 1.5£-+00 

4,4-000 1.5£-+00 1.2&+01 5.3£-+00 3.3E-+OO 9 I 9 8.5£-+00 

CL6(153) 8.1£-01 3.9E-+OO 2.1£-+00 1.0E-+OO 9 9 3.1£-+00 

CLS(IOS) NO 6.0£-01 3.9£-01 1.4E-ol 8 9 5.3E-ol 

CL6(138) 1.1£-01 2.3E-+OO 1.1E-+OO 7.0E-ol 9 9 1.8E-+OO 

CL7(187) NO 6.6£-01 3.4E-ol 1.9E-ol 8 I 9 5.3E-ol 

~L6(128) 1.1E-ol 3.4E-ol 2.0E-<l1 8.6E-02 9 I 9 2.9E-ol 

CL7(180) 1.1£-01 9.4E-ol 4.5E-ol 2.4E-ol 9 I 9 6.9E-ol 

MIREX 5.9E-ol 1.1£-+00 9.8E-ol 4.0E-ol 9 I 9 1.4E-+OO 

CL7(170) 8.8E-02 4.5E-ol 2. OE-<l 1 1.2E-ol 9 I 9 3.2E-ol 

CL8(195) NO 2.1£-<l1 1.8E-ol 9.8E-02 2 I 9 2.8E-<l1 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLE D-7 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUSCWAYLANOALL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency llC 

CL3(28) NO 8.2&-01 5.0£-01 1.8£-01 8 I 9 6.8£-01 

CL4(52) NO 5.8E-ol 4.6E-ol . 1.3E-ol 1 I 9 5.9E-ol 

HEPTACHLOREPOXlD£ NO 4.0E-ol 2.1£-01 1.1E-ol 5 I 9 3.8£-01 

CL4(66) 2.1£-01 7.5E-ol 4.0£-01 2.0£-01 9 I 9 6.0£-01 

2,4-00£ NO 2.1£-01 1.4£-01 5.9£-02 2 I 9 2.0£-01 

CLS(101) NO 7.3£-01 2.9£-01 1.9E-ol 4 9 4.8E-ol 

CIS~HLORDANE 2.8£-01 6.5£-01 4.3E-ol 1.3E-ol 9 9 5.1£-01 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 5.5E-ol l.SE-+OO 9.5E-<l1 3.9E-ol 9 9 1.3£-+00 

DIELDRIN 2.0£-01 4.6E-ol 3.4£-01 9.0E-02 9 I 9 4.3£-01 

4,4-00£ 7.1£-+00 2.2&+01 1.3£+01 5.0£-+00 9 I 9 1.8£+01 

CL4(77) NO 5.1£-01 3.9£-01 l.S£-o1 I 9 5.3£-01 

CLS(l18) 5.3£-01 1.9£-+00 1.0£-+00 4.1£-<l1 9 I 9 1.5£-+00 

4,4-000 1.5£-+00 1.2&+01 5.3£-+00 3.3E-+OO 9 I 9 8.5£-+00 

CL6(153) 8.1£-01 3.9E-+OO 2.1£-+00 1.0E-+OO 9 9 3.1£-+00 

CLS(IOS) NO 6.0£-01 3.9£-01 1.4E-ol 8 9 5.3E-ol 

CL6(138) 1.1£-01 2.3E-+OO 1.1E-+OO 7.0E-ol 9 9 1.8E-+OO 

CL7(187) NO 6.6£-01 3.4E-ol 1.9E-ol 8 I 9 5.3E-ol 

~L6(128) 1.1E-ol 3.4E-ol 2.0E-<l1 8.6E-02 9 I 9 2.9E-ol 

CL7(180) 1.1£-01 9.4E-ol 4.5E-ol 2.4E-ol 9 I 9 6.9E-ol 

MIREX 5.9E-ol 1.1£-+00 9.8E-ol 4.0E-ol 9 I 9 1.4E-+OO 

CL7(170) 8.8E-02 4.5E-ol 2. OE-<l 1 1.2E-ol 9 I 9 3.2E-ol 

CL8(195) NO 2.1£-<l1 1.8E-ol 9.8E-02 2 I 9 2.8E-<l1 

Units: uglkg wet weight 



TABLE D-8 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL. MCRD 

PARBIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROUA 

ANALYrE 0 

=3(28) 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 

cww 
CIS-CHLORDANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4,4-DDE 

CLS(ll8) 

4,4-DDD 

CL6(153) 

CLs( 105) 

CLq138) 

CL7( 187) 

CL6(128) 

CL7( 180) 

CL7( 170) 

ND 

8.OE-01 

9.2E-02 

2.7E-01 

S.SEdIl 

4.9E-01 

3.OE+OO 

3.1E-01 

3.1E-01 

8.7E-01 

2.6EdIl 

6.SE-02 

9.7E-02 

1 .OE-Ol 

2.2E-01 

5.6E-01 

1 .OE-Ol 

4.8E-01 

9.3E-01 

2.SE-01 

4.8Eql 

7.6Eql 

9.OE-01 

1.2E+Ol 

7.9E-01 

2.1E40 

l.SE+OO 

3.3E-01 

7.1E-01 

2.8E-01 

1.6E-01 

4.0E-01 

9.8E-01 

1 .OEdIl 

TLDEGATE 

Aritllul~ 

average 

4.3E-01 

8.7Eal 

1.7E-01 

3.8Edl 

6.7E-01 

6.9E-01 

7.6E+OO 

S.SE-01 

1.2E+OO 

1X+00 

2.9E-01 

3.9Edl 

1.9E-01 

1.3E-01 

3.1E-01 

7.7E-01 

l.OE-01 

Standard 

error 

7.2E-02 

8.9E-02 

l.lE-01 

l.SEal 

1x41 

2.9E-01 

6.4E+OO 

3.4E-01 

1.3E+50 

4.8Edl 

5.3E-02 

4.SE-01 

1.3E-01 

4.3E-02 

1.3E-01 

3.OE-01 

1.4E-03 

DUt&Oll 

Frequency 

MUU+ 

In 

II 2 S.OE-01 

21 2 9.SE-01 

21 2 2.9E-01 

21 2 5.2E-01 

21 2 8.OE41 

21 2 9.8E-01 

21 2 1.4E+Ol 

21 2 8.9E-01 

21 2 2JE90 

21 2 1.7E+OO 

21 2 3.SE-01 

21 2 8.4EdIl 

21 2 3x-01 

21 2 l.SE-01 

21 2 4.4E-01 

21 2 l.lEdO 

2J 2 l.lEdl 

-. 

unitst @kg wet weight 

TABLED-I 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUS£WAYLAND~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (MiD) (Max) avenge error Frequency I. 

CL3(28) ND 4.8E-{)1 4.3E-{) 1 7.2E-02 1 I 2 5.0E-{)1 

HEPT ACHLOREPOXIDE 8. OE-{) 1 9.3E-{)1 B. 7E-{) I 8.9E-02 2 I 2 9.5E-{)1 

CL4(66) 9.2E-02 2.5E-{)1 1.7E-{)1 l.lE-{)1 2 I 2 2.9E-{)1 

CIS-CHLORDANE 2.7E-{) 1 4.8E-{)1 3.BE-{)1 1.5E-{) 1 2 I 2 5.2E-{)1 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 5.8E-{)1 7. 6E-{) I 6.7E-{) I 1.2E-{)1 2 I 2 8. OE-{) 1 
DIELDRIN 4.9E-{) 1 9.0E-{)1 6.9E-{) 1 2.9E-{) 1 2 I 2 9.8E-{)1 

4.4-DDE 3.0E-+OO 1.2E-+Ol 7.6E-+OO 6.4E-+OO 2 I 2 1.4E-+Ol 
CLS(1l8) 3. 1 E-{) 1 7.9E-{)1 5.5E-{) I 3.4E-{) 1 2 I 2 8.9E-{)1 
4,4-DDD 3. 1 E-{) 1 2.1E-+OO 1.2E-+OO 1.3E-+OO 2 I 2 2.5E-+OO 
CL6(153) 8.7E-ol 1.5E-+OO 1.2E-+OO 4.8E-{)1 2 I 2 1.7E-+oo 
CLS(1OS) 2. 6E-{) 1 3.3E-01 2.9E-{)1 5.3E-02 2 I 2 3.5£-01 
CL6(138) 6.5E-02 7. 1 E-{) 1 3.9E-{)1 4.5E-{) 1 2 I 2 8.4E-{) 1 

CL7(1B7) 9.7E-02 2.8E-{) 1 1.9E-{) 1 1.3E-{)1 2 I 2 3.2E-{) 1 

CL6(I28) 1.0E-{) 1 1. 6E-o 1 1.3E-{) 1 4.3E-02 2 I 2 1.8E-{)1 

CL7(180) 2.2E-{)1 4.0E-{) 1 3.1E-{)1 1. 3E-{) 1 2 I 2 4.4E-{) 1 
MIREX 5.6E-{)1 9.8E-{) 1 7.7E-{) 1 3.0E-{) 1 2 I 2 l.lE-+OO 
CL7(170) 1.0E-{)1 1.0E-{) I 1.0E-{) 1 1.4E-{)3 2 I 2 1. I E-{) 1 

~. 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLED-I 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUS£WAYLAND~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (MiD) (Max) avenge error Frequency I. 

CL3(28) ND 4.8E-{)1 4.3E-{) 1 7.2E-02 1 I 2 5.0E-{)1 

HEPT ACHLOREPOXIDE 8. OE-{) 1 9.3E-{)1 B. 7E-{) I 8.9E-02 2 I 2 9.5E-{)1 

CL4(66) 9.2E-02 2.5E-{)1 1.7E-{)1 l.lE-{)1 2 I 2 2.9E-{)1 

CIS-CHLORDANE 2.7E-{) 1 4.8E-{)1 3.BE-{)1 1.5E-{) 1 2 I 2 5.2E-{)1 
TRANS-NONACHLOR 5.8E-{)1 7. 6E-{) I 6.7E-{) I 1.2E-{)1 2 I 2 8. OE-{) 1 
DIELDRIN 4.9E-{) 1 9.0E-{)1 6.9E-{) 1 2.9E-{) 1 2 I 2 9.8E-{)1 

4.4-DDE 3.0E-+OO 1.2E-+Ol 7.6E-+OO 6.4E-+OO 2 I 2 1.4E-+Ol 
CLS(1l8) 3. 1 E-{) 1 7.9E-{)1 5.5E-{) I 3.4E-{) 1 2 I 2 8.9E-{)1 
4,4-DDD 3. 1 E-{) 1 2.1E-+OO 1.2E-+OO 1.3E-+OO 2 I 2 2.5E-+OO 
CL6(153) 8.7E-ol 1.5E-+OO 1.2E-+OO 4.8E-{)1 2 I 2 1.7E-+oo 
CLS(1OS) 2. 6E-{) 1 3.3E-01 2.9E-{)1 5.3E-02 2 I 2 3.5£-01 
CL6(138) 6.5E-02 7. 1 E-{) 1 3.9E-{)1 4.5E-{) 1 2 I 2 8.4E-{) 1 

CL7(1B7) 9.7E-02 2.8E-{) 1 1.9E-{) 1 1.3E-{)1 2 I 2 3.2E-{) 1 

CL6(I28) 1.0E-{) 1 1. 6E-o 1 1.3E-{) 1 4.3E-02 2 I 2 1.8E-{)1 

CL7(180) 2.2E-{)1 4.0E-{) 1 3.1E-{)1 1. 3E-{) 1 2 I 2 4.4E-{) 1 
MIREX 5.6E-{)1 9.8E-{) 1 7.7E-{) 1 3.0E-{) 1 2 I 2 l.lE-+OO 
CL7(170) 1.0E-{)1 1.0E-{) I 1.0E-{) 1 1.4E-{)3 2 I 2 1. I E-{) 1 

~. 

Units: uglkg wet weight 



TABLE D-9 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBlPESTICLDE ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

CL2(8) 
HEXACHLOROBENZENE 

LlNDANE 

CL3(18) 

cwm 
HEFTACHLOR 

CLA(52) 
ALDRIN 

cww 
HEPTACHLOREPOXIDE 

cww 
2,4-DDE 

Cti( 101) 

CIS-CHLORDANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4,4-DDE 

CM 
2.4-DDD 

ENDRXN 

CLs(118) 

4.4-DDD 

2.4-DDT 

CL6(153) 

CLs( 1 OS) 

4,4-DDT 

CLq138) 

CU( 126) 

CL7(187) 

CLq 128) 

CL7( 180) 

CL7( 170) 

CU( 195) 

CL9(206) 

CLlo(209) 

AROCLOR lOlq1242 

AROCLOR 1221 
c AROCLOR 1232 

0 (Max) 

O.OE90 ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+W ND 

O.OE+M ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+W ND 

O.OE+W ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+oo ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+W ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE40 ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE90 ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

O.OE+OO ND 

POND 

AlilbUiC 

average 

Standard Detection 

error Frequeacy 

TABLE D-9 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESnCIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUS£WAYLANO~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average enor Frequency 

CL2(8) O.OE~ ND 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE O.OE~ ND 

LINDANE O.OE~ ND 

CL3(l8) O.OE~ NO 

CL3(28) O.OE~ ND 

HEPTACHLOR O.OE~ ND 

CL4(S2) O.OE~ NO 

ALDRIN O.OE~ ND 

CL4(44) O.OE~ ND 

HEPTACHLOREPOXDDE O.OE~ ND 

CL4(66) O.OE~ ND 

2,4-DDE O.OE~ ND 

CLS(101) O.OE~ ND 

CIS-CHLORDANE O.OE~ ND 

TRANS-NONACHLOR O.OE~ NO 

DIELDRIN O.OE~ ND 

4.4-DDE O.OE~ ND 

CL4(77) O.OE~ ND 

2,4-DDD O.OE~ ND 

ENORIN O.OE~ ND 

CLS(118) O.OE~ ND 

4.4-DDD O.OE~ ND 

2,4-DDT O.OE~ ND 

CL6(IS3) O.OE~ ND 

CLS(10S) O.OE~ ND 

4,4-DDT O.OE~ ND 

CL6(138) O.OE~ ND 

CLS(126) O.OE~ ND 

CL7(187) O.OE~ ND 

CL6(128) O.OE~ ND 

CL7(180) O.OE~ ND 

MIREX O.OE~ ND 

CL7(170) O.OE~ ND 

CL8(19S) O.OE~ ND 

CL9(206) O.OE~ ND 

CLI0(209) O.OE~ ND 

AROCLOR 101611242 O.OE~ ND 

AROCLOR 1221 O.OE~ ND 

AROCLOR 1232 O.OE~ ND 

TABLE D-9 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESnCIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUS£WAYLANO~.MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average enor Frequency 

CL2(8) O.OE~ ND 

HEXACHLOROBENZENE O.OE~ ND 

LINDANE O.OE~ ND 

CL3(l8) O.OE~ NO 

CL3(28) O.OE~ ND 

HEPTACHLOR O.OE~ ND 

CL4(S2) O.OE~ NO 

ALDRIN O.OE~ ND 

CL4(44) O.OE~ ND 

HEPTACHLOREPOXDDE O.OE~ ND 

CL4(66) O.OE~ ND 

2,4-DDE O.OE~ ND 

CLS(101) O.OE~ ND 

CIS-CHLORDANE O.OE~ ND 

TRANS-NONACHLOR O.OE~ NO 

DIELDRIN O.OE~ ND 

4.4-DDE O.OE~ ND 

CL4(77) O.OE~ ND 

2,4-DDD O.OE~ ND 

ENORIN O.OE~ ND 

CLS(118) O.OE~ ND 

4.4-DDD O.OE~ ND 

2,4-DDT O.OE~ ND 

CL6(IS3) O.OE~ ND 

CLS(10S) O.OE~ ND 

4,4-DDT O.OE~ ND 

CL6(138) O.OE~ ND 

CLS(126) O.OE~ ND 

CL7(187) O.OE~ ND 

CL6(128) O.OE~ ND 

CL7(180) O.OE~ ND 

MIREX O.OE~ ND 

CL7(170) O.OE~ ND 

CL8(19S) O.OE~ ND 

CL9(206) O.OE~ ND 

CLI0(209) O.OE~ ND 

AROCLOR 101611242 O.OE~ ND 

AROCLOR 1221 O.OE~ ND 

AROCLOR 1232 O.OE~ ND 



ANALYTE 

LINDANE 

CL4(52) 

cww 

(J-43 
2,4-DDE 

CISXHLORDANE 

MS-NONACHLOR 

DIELDRIN 

4,4-DDE 

2,4-DDD 

CU(ll8) 

4,4-DDD 

2,4-DDT 

CLs( 105) 

4.4-DDT 

TABLE D-10 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBlPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

3.OE-01 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

8.1Ea2 

1.3E-01 

6.3E-01 

1.2E-01 

1.9E-01 

2.9E-01 

1.6E-01 

l.OE-01 

4.7E-01 

9.4E-02 

7.3Ea 

l.OE-01 

7.SE-02 

1.8E-01 

3.SE-01 

TIDEGATE 

Aritllmb 

avcragc 

6.9E-02 

1.2E-01 

1.7E-01 

7.4E-02 

S.lE-02 

8.3E-02 

6.7E-02 

8.6Edz 

3.6E-01 

8.1E-02 

S.SE4 

8.6E+2 

6.48-02 

5.9E-02 

3.OEal 

StMdlUd 

error 

6.1E-03 

1.7E-02 

2.OEdl 

3.SE-02 

6.OE-02 

9.3E-02 

4.OE-02 

7.68-03 

6.OE-02 

7.1E-03 

1.4E-02 

7.6E+)3 

5.6E-03 

5.2E-02 

2.6E-02 

DCtCCtioIl 

F=w=Y 

61 7 

II 7 

II 7 

31 7 

31 7 

31 7 

41 7 

61 7 

71 7 

11 7 

II 7 

II 7 

11 7 

II 7 

11 7 

ND-NotDectcd 

unita: q/kg wet weight 

Noclamsonpondsideofthclandfill 

TABLED-I0 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAYLANDFaL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

T1DEGATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency 

LINDANE ND 8.1E~ 6.9E-02 6.1E-03 6 I 7 

CL4(S2) ND l.3E-{)1 1.2E-{)1 1.1£-02 1 I 7 

CL4(44) NO 6.3E-{) 1 1.1£-{)1 2.0E-{)1 1 I 7 

CL4(66) ND 1.2E-{)1 7.4E-02 3.SE-02 3 I 7 

2,4-DDE ND 1.9E-{) 1 S.lE-02 6.0E-02 3 I 7 

CIS-CHLORDANE ND 2.9E-{)1 8.3E-02 9.3E-02 3 I 7 

TRANS-NON ACHLOR ND 1. 6E-{) 1 6.1£-02 4.0E-02 4 I 7 

DIELDRIN NO 1.0E-{) 1 8.6E-02 7.6E-{)3 6 I 7 

4,4-DDE 3.0E-{) 1 4.1£-{) 1 3.6E-{)1 6.0E-02 7 I 7 

2,4-DDO ND 9.4E~ 8.1E-02 7.1E-{)3 1 I 7 

CLS(118) ND 7.3E~ S.8E-02 1.4E-02 I 7 

4,4-DOO NO 1.0E-{) 1 8.6E~ 7.6E-03 I 7 

2,4-DDT ND 7.SE~ 6.4E~ S.6E-{)3 I 7 

CLS(lOS) NO 1.8E-{)1 S.9E~ S.2E-02 I 7 

4,4-DDT NO 3.5E-{)1 3. OE-{) 1 2.6E~ I 7 
"WIll. 

NO - Not Detected 
Units: uglkg wet weight 

No clams on pond side of the landfill 

TABLED-I0 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAYLANDFaL,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

T1DEGATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency 

LINDANE ND 8.1E~ 6.9E-02 6.1E-03 6 I 7 

CL4(S2) ND l.3E-{)1 1.2E-{)1 1.1£-02 1 I 7 

CL4(44) NO 6.3E-{) 1 1.1£-{)1 2.0E-{)1 1 I 7 

CL4(66) ND 1.2E-{)1 7.4E-02 3.SE-02 3 I 7 

2,4-DDE ND 1.9E-{) 1 S.lE-02 6.0E-02 3 I 7 

CIS-CHLORDANE ND 2.9E-{)1 8.3E-02 9.3E-02 3 I 7 

TRANS-NON ACHLOR ND 1. 6E-{) 1 6.1£-02 4.0E-02 4 I 7 

DIELDRIN NO 1.0E-{) 1 8.6E-02 7.6E-{)3 6 I 7 

4,4-DDE 3.0E-{) 1 4.1£-{) 1 3.6E-{)1 6.0E-02 7 I 7 

2,4-DDO ND 9.4E~ 8.1E-02 7.1E-{)3 1 I 7 

CLS(118) ND 7.3E~ S.8E-02 1.4E-02 I 7 

4,4-DOO NO 1.0E-{) 1 8.6E~ 7.6E-03 I 7 

2,4-DDT ND 7.SE~ 6.4E~ S.6E-{)3 I 7 

CLS(lOS) NO 1.8E-{)1 S.9E~ S.2E-02 I 7 

4,4-DDT NO 3.5E-{)1 3. OE-{) 1 2.6E~ I 7 
"WIll. 

NO - Not Detected 
Units: uglkg wet weight 

No clams on pond side of the landfill 



ANALYrE 

CL3(18) 

CL3(28) 

CIA(52) 

CLAO 

cLA(w 
2,4-DDE 

CLs( 101) 

CIS-CHLORDANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

4.4-DDE 

CU( 118) 

4,4-DDD 

2,4-DDT 

CL6(153) 

1Ls( 105) 

CLq138) 

CL7( 187) 

CL6(128) 

AROCLOR 1254 

TABLE D-11 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBtPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ND 

ND 

1 .OE+OO 

2.2E-01 

ND 

4.lE-01 

3.3E40 

7.3E-01 

1 .OE+OO 

9.4E40 

2.SE+OO 

3.6E+OO 

1 .OE-Ol 

3.2E90 

6.9E-01 

1.7Ea 

2JE-01 

1.2E-01 

2.9E-01 

2.8E+Ol 

l.lE40 

S.lE-01 

3.6E+OO 

6.1E-01 

1.4E90 

6.8E-01 

5.6E40 

1.2E+OO 

1.8E90 

2.OE+Ol 

3.8E+OO 

l.OE91 

3.6E-01 

4.SE90 

9.SE-01 

2.6E+OO 

5.3E-01 

1.9E-01 

5.3E-01 

5.9E+Ol 

POND 

AIitbIUlC 

average 

3.6E-01 

2.2Em 

2.4E90 

4.OE-01 

1 .OE+OO 

4.8E-01 

4.SE+OO 

8.SEal 

1.2E+OO 

1.2E91 

3.2E+oO 

5.3E+OO 

2.OE-01 

3.9E40 

7.9E-01 

2.1E40 

3.6E-01 

l.SE-01 

4.OE-01 

4.9E+Ol 

Standard 

Crror 

3.OE-01 

1.2E-01 

7.4E-01 

1.3E+ll 

4.SEdl 

8.SE-02 

7.3E-01 

1 .SE-Ol 

2.6E-01 

3.7E+Oo 

4.1E-01 

2.2E+OO 

8.4E-02 

4.8Eql 

9.3E-02 

3.2E-01 

8.8E-m 

3.OE-02 

6.9E-02 

9.2E+OO 

Detection 

Frcqucnc 

M&llk+ 

1SC 

1 I 8 6.6E-01 

1 ! 8 3.4E-01 

81 8 3.1E+OO 

818 5.3E-01 

71 8 1 .SE+OO 

8l 8 5.7Ea 

81 8 5.3E90 

81 8 9.9E-01 

81 8 l.SE+@l 

81 8 1.6E41 

8l 8 3.6E+OO 

8l 8 7.SE+OO 

II 8 2.9E-01 

81 8 4.4E+OO 

81 8 8.8E-01 

St 8 2.SE+OO 

81 8 4.SE+l 

818 1 .SE-Ol 

81 8 4.7E-01 

81 8 S.SE+ol 

ND-NotDuccted 

Units: ugkg wet weight 

TABLE 0-11 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

CAUS£WAYLAND~,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequenc 1 lie 

CL3(18) ND l.lE+OO 3.6E~1 3.0E~1 I 8 6.6E~1 

CL3(28) ND 5.1E-ol 2.2E~1 1.2E~1 I I 8 3.4E-ol 

CL4(52) I.OE+OO 3.6E+OO 2.4E+OO 7.4E-ol 8 I 8 3.1E+OO 
CL4(44) 2.2E~1 6.IE~1 4.0E~1 1. 3E-o I 8 I 8 5.3E-01 
CL4(66) ND 1.4E+OO 1.0E+OO 4.5E-ol 7 I 8 1.5E+OO 
2,4-DDE 4.]E-ol 6.8E-ol 4.8E-ol 8.5E~ 8 I 8 5.1£-01 
CLS(lOI) 3.3E+OO 5.6E+OO 4.5E+OO 7.3E~1 8 I 8 5.3E+OO 

CIS-CHLORDANE 7.3E~1 1.2E+OO 8.SE~1 I.SE~I 8 I 8 9.9E~1 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 1.0E+OO 1.8E+OO 1.2E+OO 2.6E~1 8 I 8 1.5E+OO 
4,4-DDE 9.4E+OO 2.0E+OI 1.2E+Ol 3.1£+00 8 I 8 1. 6E+O I 
CLS(118) 2.5E+OO 3.8E+OO 3.2E+OO 4.]E-ol 8 I 8 3.6E+OO 

4,4-DDD 3.6E+OO 1. OE+O I 5.3E+OO 2.2E+OO 8 I 8 7.5E+OO 

2,4-DDT I.OE-ol 3.6E-ol 2.0E~1 8.4E~ 8 I 8 2.9E~1 

CL6(153) 3.2E+OO 4.5E+OO 3.9E+OO 4.8E~] 8 I 8 4.4E+OO 
;LS(]OS) 6.9E-ol 9.5E~1 7.9E-ol 9.3E~ 8 I 8 8.8E-ol 
CL6(138) 1.1£+00 2.6E+OO 2.IE+OO 3.2E-o] 8 I 8 2.5E+OO 
CL7(187) 2.5E-ol 5.3E-ol 3.6E-ol 8.8E~ 8 I 8 4.5E-ol 

CL6(I28) 1.2E-ol 1.9E~1 1.5E~1 3.0E~ 8 I 8 1.8E~1 

MIREX 2.9E~] 5.3E-ol 4.0E-ol 6.9E~ 8 I 8 4.1£~1 

AROCLOR 1254 2.8E+OI 5.9E+Ol 4.9E+Ol 9.2E+OO 8 I 8 5.8E+Ol 

ND - Not Detec:tccI 

Units: uglkg wet weight 

TABLE 0-11 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

CAUS£WAYLAND~,MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequenc 1 lie 

CL3(18) ND l.lE+OO 3.6E~1 3.0E~1 I 8 6.6E~1 

CL3(28) ND 5.1E-ol 2.2E~1 1.2E~1 I I 8 3.4E-ol 

CL4(52) I.OE+OO 3.6E+OO 2.4E+OO 7.4E-ol 8 I 8 3.1E+OO 
CL4(44) 2.2E~1 6.IE~1 4.0E~1 1. 3E-o I 8 I 8 5.3E-01 
CL4(66) ND 1.4E+OO 1.0E+OO 4.5E-ol 7 I 8 1.5E+OO 
2,4-DDE 4.]E-ol 6.8E-ol 4.8E-ol 8.5E~ 8 I 8 5.1£-01 
CLS(lOI) 3.3E+OO 5.6E+OO 4.5E+OO 7.3E~1 8 I 8 5.3E+OO 

CIS-CHLORDANE 7.3E~1 1.2E+OO 8.SE~1 I.SE~I 8 I 8 9.9E~1 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 1.0E+OO 1.8E+OO 1.2E+OO 2.6E~1 8 I 8 1.5E+OO 
4,4-DDE 9.4E+OO 2.0E+OI 1.2E+Ol 3.1£+00 8 I 8 1. 6E+O I 
CLS(118) 2.5E+OO 3.8E+OO 3.2E+OO 4.]E-ol 8 I 8 3.6E+OO 

4,4-DDD 3.6E+OO 1. OE+O I 5.3E+OO 2.2E+OO 8 I 8 7.5E+OO 

2,4-DDT I.OE-ol 3.6E-ol 2.0E~1 8.4E~ 8 I 8 2.9E~1 

CL6(153) 3.2E+OO 4.5E+OO 3.9E+OO 4.8E~] 8 I 8 4.4E+OO 
;LS(]OS) 6.9E-ol 9.5E~1 7.9E-ol 9.3E~ 8 I 8 8.8E-ol 
CL6(138) 1.1£+00 2.6E+OO 2.IE+OO 3.2E-o] 8 I 8 2.5E+OO 
CL7(187) 2.5E-ol 5.3E-ol 3.6E-ol 8.8E~ 8 I 8 4.5E-ol 

CL6(I28) 1.2E-ol 1.9E~1 1.5E~1 3.0E~ 8 I 8 1.8E~1 

MIREX 2.9E~] 5.3E-ol 4.0E-ol 6.9E~ 8 I 8 4.1£~1 

AROCLOR 1254 2.8E+OI 5.9E+Ol 4.9E+Ol 9.2E+OO 8 I 8 5.8E+Ol 

ND - Not Detec:tccI 

Units: uglkg wet weight 



ANALrrE 

-WI 
2.4-DDE 

CLqlOl) 

CIS-CHLORDANE 

TRANS-NONACHLOR 

4.4-DDE 

CLyl 1%) 
4+DDD 

CL6(153) 

cLs(~os) 
CLq138) 

TABLE D-12 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PCBilXSTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ND-NotDeaad 

unite uglkg wet weight 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

ND 

9.4E90 

ND 

ND 

ND. 

ND 

ND 

ND 

6.1Edl 

6.8E-01 

5.6E90 

1.2EdO 

l.SE+OO 

2.OE+Ol 

3.8E+OO 

1 .OE+Ol 

4.SE90 

9.SE-0 1 

2.6E+OO 

5.3E-01 

TIDEGATE 

hlthmuic 

average 

l.lE-01 

1.x-01 

l.OE-01 

2.SE-01 

1.7E-01 

2.OE+OO 

l.lE-01 

5.4E-01 

1.2Edl 

1.6E-01 

6.8E-m 

1.2E-01 

Struulard 

error 

1.6Ea2 

1.3E-01 

8.1E-02 

l.SEal 

8.3E-02 

l.lE+W 

4.OE-02 

4.3E-01 

6.9Ee 

6.7E-02 

3.6Edz 

2.OE-02 

Frequent 

Mean+ 

168 

1 I 9 1.3E-01 

419 2.8E-01 

219 1.8E41 

6/ 9 4.OE-01 

719 2.SE-01 

919 3.OE+OO 

819 1 SE-01 

819 9.7Ea 

61 9 1.9E-01 

8/ 9 2.3E-01 

St9 1 .OEdl 

4/ 9 1.4E-01 

TABLEIH2 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

CAUSEWAYLANDALL,MCRD 
..."", 

PARRIS ISLANO, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TlDEGATE 

Arithmetic Standard Oetection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequenc I. 

ClA(44) NO 6.1E-Ql 1.1E-Ql 1.6E-02 1 I 9 1. 3E-Q 1 

2,4-00E NO 6.8E-Ql l.5E-Ql 1.3E-Ql 4 I 9 2.8E-Ql 

CLS(101) NO S.6E+OO 1.0E-ol 8.1E-02 2 I 9 1. 8E-Q 1 

CIS-CHLORDANE NO l.2E+OO 2.SE-Ql l.SE-Ql 6 I 9 4.0E-Ql 

TRANS-NONACHLOR NO 1.8E+OO 1.7E-Ql 8.3E-02 7 I 9 2.SE-Ql 

4,4-00E 9.4E+OO 2.0E+Ol 2.0E+OO 1.1E+OO 9 I 9 3.0E+OO 

CLS(118) NO 3.8E+OO l.lE-Ql 4.0E-02 8 I 9 1.SE-Ql 

4,4-000 NO 1.OE+Ol S.4E-ol 4.3E-Ql 8 I 9 9.7E-ol 

CL6(lS3) NO. 4.SE+OO 1.2E-ol 6.9E-02 6 I 9 1.9E-ol 

CLS(lOS) NO 9.5E-Ql 1.6E-Ql 6.7E-02 8 I 9 2.3E-ol 

CL6(138) NO 2.6E+OO 6.8E-02 3.6E-02 8 I 9 1.0E-Ql 

MIREX NO S.3E-Ql l.2E-Ql 2.0E-02 4 I 9 1.4E-Ql 

NO - Not Detected 

UDitI: uglkg wet weight 

"WI' 

TABLEIH2 

OAT A SUMMARIES FOR PCBIPESTICIDE ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

CAUSEWAYLANDALL,MCRD 
..."", 

PARRIS ISLANO, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TlDEGATE 

Arithmetic Standard Oetection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequenc I. 

ClA(44) NO 6.1E-Ql 1.1E-Ql 1.6E-02 1 I 9 1. 3E-Q 1 

2,4-00E NO 6.8E-Ql l.5E-Ql 1.3E-Ql 4 I 9 2.8E-Ql 

CLS(101) NO S.6E+OO 1.0E-ol 8.1E-02 2 I 9 1. 8E-Q 1 

CIS-CHLORDANE NO l.2E+OO 2.SE-Ql l.SE-Ql 6 I 9 4.0E-Ql 

TRANS-NONACHLOR NO 1.8E+OO 1.7E-Ql 8.3E-02 7 I 9 2.SE-Ql 

4,4-00E 9.4E+OO 2.0E+Ol 2.0E+OO 1.1E+OO 9 I 9 3.0E+OO 

CLS(118) NO 3.8E+OO l.lE-Ql 4.0E-02 8 I 9 1.SE-Ql 

4,4-000 NO 1.OE+Ol S.4E-ol 4.3E-Ql 8 I 9 9.7E-ol 

CL6(lS3) NO. 4.SE+OO 1.2E-ol 6.9E-02 6 I 9 1.9E-ol 

CLS(lOS) NO 9.5E-Ql 1.6E-Ql 6.7E-02 8 I 9 2.3E-ol 

CL6(138) NO 2.6E+OO 6.8E-02 3.6E-02 8 I 9 1.0E-Ql 

MIREX NO S.3E-Ql l.2E-Ql 2.0E-02 4 I 9 1.4E-Ql 

NO - Not Detected 

UDitI: uglkg wet weight 

"WI' 



TABLE D-13 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 1) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphthaltno 
2-mcthyinaphthaknc 
I -mdhyinaphthaiene 
biphenyl 
2,6-dimcthylnaphthaione 
accnaphthyione 
uxnaphthono 
l.6.7-trim&ylnaphthaieno 
fluorono 
phonan!hreno 
UlthrMXMW 
I-me4hylphcnanUucno 
nuoranthcno 

PY-o 
~a]anthraccne 
chlyfono 
bonzo(b]fluoranthono 
bMxo[lr]fluoranthcllo 
bcnzo(o)pyrono 
bonzo(a]pyreno 

P-Yl= 
indcno[ 1,2,3-c.d]pyreno 
dibcnz[a,h]anthraccne 
bcnzo(g.h,i]porylono 

units in uglkg wet weight 

(MW 

8.2E-01 
5.6E-01 
4.lE-01 
3.7Edl 
2.4E-01 
ND 
ND 
ND 
2.6E-01 
2.7E-01 
ND 
ND 
i.4EXJi 
l.lE-01 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

(Max) 

3.8E*00 
I .6E*00 
8.6E-01 
1.3EMO 
6.2E-01 
I .7E+iXl 
I .4E+00 
I .SEMKl 
7.OE-01 
l.iE+OO 
1.3E+00 
2.3E+OO 
4.2E-01 
2.9E-01 
ND 
2.9EMIO 
4.6E+00 
3. IE+OO 
2.6EMlO 
2.7E+OO 
ND 
I .SE+QO 
ND 
2.2EMIO 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard 

avcrago error FT-CY 

l.SE+OO i.IE+oo 61 6 
8.3E-01 3.8Edl 61 6 
5.7E-01 i.SEal 61 6 
7.6E-01 3.OE-01 6f 6 
3.6E-01 1.4E-01 61 6 
l.lE+OO 7.8E-01 21 6 
7.8E-01 6.8E-01 31 6 
1.2E+OO 5.4Eal I I 6 
4.SE-01 l.SE-01 61 6 
6.2E-01 2.9E-01 61 6 
3.1E-01 5.OE-01 516 
4.6E-01 9.2E-01 51 6 
2.9E-01 I .ZE-Oi 61 6 
1 .SE-Oi 7.7E-02 61 6 
2.7E+OO 2.SE-01 01 6 
I .4E+OO I .4E*00 31 6 
2.3E+OO 2.SE+00 3/ 6 
1.6E+OO 1.7E+OO 31 6 
I .6E+00 1.2E+OO 21 6 
2.IE+OO i.OE+OO I J 6 
3. iE+OO 2.9E-01 01 6 
i.lE+OO S.lE-01 I I 6 
i.SE+OO i.7E-01 01 6 
l.iE+OO i.iE+OO 31 6 

Mean+ 
la0 

2.8E+OO 
I .PE+OO 
7.4E-01 
l.IE+OO 
S.OE-O1 
I .9E*00 
I .SE+OO 
I .8EtOo 
6.OE-01 
9.IE-01 
8.IE-01 
I .4E+clO 
4. IE-01 
2.6E+l 
2.9EMM 
2.8EMO 
4.8EMlO 
3.2EMO 
2.9E+00 
3.lE+OO 
3.4E+00 
I .6E*00 
2.OE+OO 
2.3EiOO 

TABLE D-13 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAD ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) averagc error Frequency lie 

naphthalene 8.2E-()1 3.8E+OO l.8E+OO I.IE+OO 6 I 6 2.8E+OO 
2-UMthyblaphthalcne S.6E-() I 1.6E+OO 8.3E-()1 3.8E-() I 6 I 6 1.2E+OO 
I-mcthyblaphthalene . 4.IE-()1 8. 6E-() I S.7E-() I J.8E-()1 6 I 6 7.4E-()1 
biphenyl 3.7E-()1 1.3E+OO 7.6E-() I 3.0E-() I 6 I 6 I.IE+OO 
2,6-dimcthylnaphthalcne 2.4E-()1 6.2E-()1 3.6E-() I l.4E-() I 6 I 6 S.OE-()l 
ac:enaphthylcne ND 1.7E+OO I.IE+OO 7.8E-()1 2 I 6 1.9E+OO 
ac:enaphthcnc ND 1.4E+OO 7.8E-() I 6.8E-()1 3 I 6 I.SE+OO 
1,6,7-trimethylnaphthalene ND I.SE+OO 1.2E+OO S.4E-() I I I 6 1.8E+OO 
fluorene 2.6E-()1 7.0E-()1 4.SE-() I I.SE-()I 6 I 6 6.0E-() I 
phenanthrene 2.7E-()1 I.IE+OO 6.2E-() I 2.9E-() I 6 I 6 9.IE-()1 
anthrac:cnc NO 1.3E+OO 3.IE-()1 S.OE-() I S I 6 8.IE-()1 
I-mcthylphcnanthrcne NO 2.3E+OO 4.6E-() I 9.2E-() I S I 6 1.4E+OO 
fluoranthcnc 1.4E-() I 4.2E-()1 2.9E-() I 1.2E-() I 6 I 6 4.IE-()1 
pyrone I.IE-QI 2.9E-()1 1.8E-()1 7.7E-Q2 6 I 6 2.6E-Q1 
bca2ta]anthrac:cne ND ND 2.7E+OO 2.SE-() I o I 6 2.9E+OO 
c:hryacnc ND 2.9E+OO 1.4E+OO 1.4E+OO 3 I 6 2.8E+OO 
bcnzo(b ]Ouoranthcne NO 4.6E+OO 2.3E+OO 2.SE+OO 3 I 6 4.8E+OO 
bcnzo[k)Ouoranthcnc ND 3.IE+OO 1.6E+OO 1.7E+OO 3 I 6 3.2E+OO 
benzo(e ]pyrene NO 2.6E+OO 1.6E+OO 1.2E+OO 2 I 6 2.9E+OO 
bcnzola)pyrcne NO 2.7E+OO 2.IE+OO I.OE+OO I 6 3.IE+OO 
pcrylcne NO ND 3.IE+OO 2.9E-()1 0 I 6 3.4E+OO 
indcnolI ,2,3-c:,d)pyrenc ND I.SE+OO l.IE+OO S.IE-()I I I 6 1.6E+OO 
dibenzla,h)anthrac:ene ND ND 1.8E+OO l. 7E-()1 o I 6 2.0E+OO 
bcnzolg,h,l)pcrylene NO 2.2E+OO l.lE+OO I.IE+OO 3 I 6 2.3E+OO 

Units in ullkg wet weight 

TABLE D-13 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAD ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) averagc error Frequency lie 

naphthalene 8.2E-()1 3.8E+OO l.8E+OO I.IE+OO 6 I 6 2.8E+OO 
2-UMthyblaphthalcne S.6E-() I 1.6E+OO 8.3E-()1 3.8E-() I 6 I 6 1.2E+OO 
I-mcthyblaphthalene . 4.IE-()1 8. 6E-() I S.7E-() I J.8E-()1 6 I 6 7.4E-()1 
biphenyl 3.7E-()1 1.3E+OO 7.6E-() I 3.0E-() I 6 I 6 I.IE+OO 
2,6-dimcthylnaphthalcne 2.4E-()1 6.2E-()1 3.6E-() I l.4E-() I 6 I 6 S.OE-()l 
ac:enaphthylcne ND 1.7E+OO I.IE+OO 7.8E-()1 2 I 6 1.9E+OO 
ac:enaphthcnc ND 1.4E+OO 7.8E-() I 6.8E-()1 3 I 6 I.SE+OO 
1,6,7-trimethylnaphthalene ND I.SE+OO 1.2E+OO S.4E-() I I I 6 1.8E+OO 
fluorene 2.6E-()1 7.0E-()1 4.SE-() I I.SE-()I 6 I 6 6.0E-() I 
phenanthrene 2.7E-()1 I.IE+OO 6.2E-() I 2.9E-() I 6 I 6 9.IE-()1 
anthrac:cnc NO 1.3E+OO 3.IE-()1 S.OE-() I S I 6 8.IE-()1 
I-mcthylphcnanthrcne NO 2.3E+OO 4.6E-() I 9.2E-() I S I 6 1.4E+OO 
fluoranthcnc 1.4E-() I 4.2E-()1 2.9E-() I 1.2E-() I 6 I 6 4.IE-()1 
pyrone I.IE-QI 2.9E-()1 1.8E-()1 7.7E-Q2 6 I 6 2.6E-Q1 
bca2ta]anthrac:cne ND ND 2.7E+OO 2.SE-() I o I 6 2.9E+OO 
c:hryacnc ND 2.9E+OO 1.4E+OO 1.4E+OO 3 I 6 2.8E+OO 
bcnzo(b ]Ouoranthcne NO 4.6E+OO 2.3E+OO 2.SE+OO 3 I 6 4.8E+OO 
bcnzo[k)Ouoranthcnc ND 3.IE+OO 1.6E+OO 1.7E+OO 3 I 6 3.2E+OO 
benzo(e ]pyrene NO 2.6E+OO 1.6E+OO 1.2E+OO 2 I 6 2.9E+OO 
bcnzola)pyrcne NO 2.7E+OO 2.IE+OO I.OE+OO I 6 3.IE+OO 
pcrylcne NO ND 3.IE+OO 2.9E-()1 0 I 6 3.4E+OO 
indcnolI ,2,3-c:,d)pyrenc ND I.SE+OO l.IE+OO S.IE-()I I I 6 1.6E+OO 
dibenzla,h)anthrac:ene ND ND 1.8E+OO l. 7E-()1 o I 6 2.0E+OO 
bcnzolg,h,l)pcrylene NO 2.2E+OO l.lE+OO I.IE+OO 3 I 6 2.3E+OO 

Units in ullkg wet weight 



TABLE D-14 
DATA SUMMARlES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRiS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphthaleno 
2-mcthyinaphthaione 
I-mdhylnophthaieno 
biphenyi 
2.6-dimdhylnophthaieno 
Wll8phthylCM 
l ccnaphtheno 
I ,6.7-trim&hyinaphthalono 
floorone 
phenaothrono 
MlhtOCUlO 
I-mothylPhena&reno 
flooranthcnc 
pyrene 
bc&a]Mthmcone 

chry- 
bon@b]!luoranthene 
bonzo[k]flooranthene 

bcazo(4wr- 
b-449-e 
I-M- 
indeno[ I .2,3-e,d]pyrenc 
dibenz[a,h]anthracenc 

barzo[g,h.llperyleno 

unita hl uglkg wot woight 

(MW (Max) 

1.3E+OO 1.38*00 
9.2E-01 9.2E-01 
6.7E-01 6.7E-01 
2.9E-01 2.9E-01 
5.6E-01 ‘5.68-01 
ND ND 
l.lE-01 I.lE-01 
ND ND 
2.6E-01 2.6E-01 
2.6E-01 2.6E-01 
4.2E-02 4.2E-02 
6.7E-02 6.7E-02 
1 .OE-Ol 1 .OE-Ol 
8.88-02 8.8EM 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 

TIDEOATE 
AAhlMtiC 

average 

1.3EtOO 
9.2E-01 
6.7E-01 
2.9E-01 
5.6E-01 
1.7E+OO 
l.lE-O1 
I .SE+OO 
2.6E-01 
2.6E-01 
4.2E-02 
6.78-02 
1 .OE-Ol 
8.88-02 
2.7E+OO 
2.8E+OO 
4.9E+00 
3.3E+00 
2.SE+OO 
2.6E+CMl 
3. iE+OO 
1.3E+OO 
1.8E+oo 
2.3E+OO 

StANId 
error 

NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 

Dotcction 

Frequ-y 

I/ I 
II I 
II 1 
II 1 
I/ I 
01 1 
II 1 
01 I 
I/ I 
II I 
I/ 1 
I/ I 
I/ 1 
I/ 1 
01 I 
01 I 
01 1 
01 I 
01 I 
ot 1 
01 I 
01 I 
01 I 
01 I 

Man+ 
18o 

1.3E+OO 
9.2E-01 
6.7E-01 
2.9E-01 
5.6E-01 
I .7E*00 
l.lE-01 
I SE+00 
2.6E-01 
2.6Eai 
4.2E-02 
6.78-42 
I .OE-ol 
8.8E-02 
2.7E+OO 
P.SE+OO 
4.9E+OO 
3.3E+OO 
2.SE*00 
2.6E+OO 
3.IE400 
i.3E+OO 
i.SE+w 
2.3EttXI 

TABLE D-14 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Malt) average error Frequency lie 

naphthalene 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO UE+OO NA I 1.3E+OO 
2-methylnaphthalene 9.2E-01 9.2E-01 9.2E-01 NA I 9.2E-ol 
I-methylnaphthalene 6.7E-01 6.7E-ol 6.7E-01 NA I 6.7E-01 
biphenyl 2.9E-01 2.9E-ol 2.9E-ol NA I 2.9E-ol 

2,6-dlmethylnaphthalene S.6E-01 ·S.6E-ol S.6E-01 NA I S.6E-01 

acenaphthylene ND ND 1.7E+OO NA o I 1.7E+OO 
acenaphthene I.IE-ol I.IE-ol I.IE-ol NA I I.IE-ol 
1,6,7-trlmethylnaphthalene ND ND I.SE+OO NA o I I.SE+OO 

fluorene 2.6E-01 2.6E-01 2.6E-01 NA I 2.6E-01 
phenanthrene 2.6E-01 2.6E-ol 2.6E-01 NA 2.6E-01 

anthracene 4.2E-02 4.2E-02 4.2E-02 NA I 4.2E-02 
I-methylphenanthrene 6.7E-02 6.7E-02 6.7E-02 NA I 6.7E-02 
fluoranthene I.OE-ol I.OE-ol I.OE-ol NA I I.OE-ol 
pyrene 8.8E-02 8.8E-QZ 8.8E-02 NA I 8.8E-02 
benz(a)anthraceae ND ND 2.7E+OO NA o I 2.7E+OO 
chry_ NO NO 2.8E+OO NA o I 2.8E+OO 
benzo(b )fluoranthene ND ND 4.9E+OO NA o I 4.9E+OO 
benzo(k)fluoranthene ND NO 3.3E+OO NA 0 I 3.3E+OO 
benzo[e)pyrene NO NO 2.SE+OO NA o I 2.SE+OO 

benzo[alpyrene NO NO 2.6E+OO NA o I 2.6E+OO 
perylene NO ND 3.IE+OO NA o I 3.IE+OO 
Indeno{ 1,2,3-c,d)pyrene ND ND 1.3E+OO NA o I 1.3E+OO 
dlbenz[a,hlanthracene NO ND 1.8E+OO NA o I 1.8E+OO 
benzo[g,h,l)perylene ND ND 2.3E+OO NA o I 2.3E+OO 

Unlta In uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 

TABLE D-14 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH I) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Malt) average error Frequency lie 

naphthalene 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO UE+OO NA I 1.3E+OO 
2-methylnaphthalene 9.2E-01 9.2E-01 9.2E-01 NA I 9.2E-ol 
I-methylnaphthalene 6.7E-01 6.7E-ol 6.7E-01 NA I 6.7E-01 
biphenyl 2.9E-01 2.9E-ol 2.9E-ol NA I 2.9E-ol 

2,6-dlmethylnaphthalene S.6E-01 ·S.6E-ol S.6E-01 NA I S.6E-01 

acenaphthylene ND ND 1.7E+OO NA o I 1.7E+OO 
acenaphthene I.IE-ol I.IE-ol I.IE-ol NA I I.IE-ol 
1,6,7-trlmethylnaphthalene ND ND I.SE+OO NA o I I.SE+OO 

fluorene 2.6E-01 2.6E-01 2.6E-01 NA I 2.6E-01 
phenanthrene 2.6E-01 2.6E-ol 2.6E-01 NA 2.6E-01 

anthracene 4.2E-02 4.2E-02 4.2E-02 NA I 4.2E-02 
I-methylphenanthrene 6.7E-02 6.7E-02 6.7E-02 NA I 6.7E-02 
fluoranthene I.OE-ol I.OE-ol I.OE-ol NA I I.OE-ol 
pyrene 8.8E-02 8.8E-QZ 8.8E-02 NA I 8.8E-02 
benz(a)anthraceae ND ND 2.7E+OO NA o I 2.7E+OO 
chry_ NO NO 2.8E+OO NA o I 2.8E+OO 
benzo(b )fluoranthene ND ND 4.9E+OO NA o I 4.9E+OO 
benzo(k)fluoranthene ND NO 3.3E+OO NA 0 I 3.3E+OO 
benzo[e)pyrene NO NO 2.SE+OO NA o I 2.SE+OO 

benzo[alpyrene NO NO 2.6E+OO NA o I 2.6E+OO 
perylene NO ND 3.IE+OO NA o I 3.IE+OO 
Indeno{ 1,2,3-c,d)pyrene ND ND 1.3E+OO NA o I 1.3E+OO 
dlbenz[a,hlanthracene NO ND 1.8E+OO NA o I 1.8E+OO 
benzo[g,h,l)perylene ND ND 2.3E+OO NA o I 2.3E+OO 

Unlta In uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 



TABLE D-IS 
DATA SUMMARlES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

ES1 REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphthalone 
2-mothyinaphthalone 
I-mothyinaphthaiono 
biphonyl 
2,6-dim&hyinaphlhaiene 
acenaphthylono 
aconaphtheno 
I .6,7-trim&ylnaphth&ne 
fluorene 
phenanthrono 
anthracule 
l-muhyiphonanthrono 
llUOWlthUl0 

w-= 
bcnz[a]anthracao 
ChryBOM 
~]fluoranthcno 
bonz@k]fluoranthcno 
bonzo[e]pyrene 
henzo[a]pyrono 

PcrYl-0 
in~l.2,3-c,d]pyrono 
dibonz[a,h]anthraceno 

bemIg,h,ilpcrylcno 

Unitr in ugntg wet woight 

(MW (Max) 

8.6E+Oo 5.58+02 
ND S.SE+Qi 
ND 6.9E+Ol 
ND i.lE+O2 
ND 3.8E+00 
ND 3.3E*00 
ND 2.OE+Ol 
ND 3.OE+W 
ND i.lE+Oi 
1 SE+01 4.9E+Ql 
ND 2.8E90 
ND 5.2E+00 
6.38+00 8. IE+oi 
I .6E+00 5.28+02 
ND 5.4EiQO 
ND 6.SE+OO 
ND 1.4EtOi 
ND I.OE+Ol 
ND 5.6E90 
ND 5.2E*00 
ND 6.9E+OO 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND l.lE+Ql 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard 

avorago error 

1.3EtO2 2.iE+O2 
2.4E+Oi 3.3EtOl 
1.7E+Ol 2.6EtOl 
3.OE+Oi 3.9E+Ol 
3.3690 4.lE-01 
2.6E+00 9.9Edl 
5.9E+OO 6.9E+OO 
2.6E+OO 6.SE-01 
7.3E+00 3.7E+OO 
2.8E34i 1.5E101 
2.6E+OO S.lE-01 
3.OEKIO 2.4EiGO 
2.4E+Ol 2.9EtOi 
1 .OE+O2 2.OE+O2 
3.7E+OO 2.4E+OO 
3.1E+OO 2.7E+W 
9.2E+00 4.4E+OO 
6.2E+OO 3.2E+00 
4.3E+OO 2.OE+OO 
3.SE+OO 2SE+OO 
S.3E+OO 2.4E+oo 
2:6E+OO I .SE-Ol 
3.6E+OO 2.2E-01 
5. IE+OO 3.3E+OO 

61 6 
St 6 
SI 6 
Sl 6 
21 6 
31 6 
41 6 
I I 6 
4/6 
61 6 
31 6 
31 6 
61 6 
61 6 
21 6 
Sl 6 
21 6 
2l 6 
I I 6 
21 6 
I I 6 
01 6 
OI 6 
21 6 

Mean+ 

la0 

3.4EUIY2 
5.7E+Ol 
4.3E+Oi 
6.9E+OI 
3.7E+OO 
3.6E+OO 
1.3E+Ol 
3.3E+OO 
i.lE+Ol 
4.3E+Oi 
3. IE*00 
5.4E+OO 
5.4EtOl 
3.1E+02 
6.2E*00 
S.SE+oO 
I .4E+OI 
9.48+00 
6.3E+OO 
6.OE+oO 
7.8E+OO 
2.7E+OO 
3.9E+OO 
8.4E+OO 

TABLE D-15 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR PAIl ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalenc 8.6E+OO 5.5E+02 1.3E+02 2.IE+02 6 I 6 3.4E+02 

2-mcthylnaphthalenc ND 8.8E-+01 2.4E-+01 3.3E-+01 5 I 6 5.7E-+01 

I-mcthylnaphthalene ND 6.9E-+01 1.7E-+OI 2.6E-+01 5 I 6 4.3E-+01 

biphenyl ND I.IE+02 3.0E-+01 3.9E+01 5 I 6 6.9E-+01 

2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene ND 3.8E+OO 3.3E+OO 4.IE-01 2 I 6 3.7E+OO 

ac:cnaphthylene ND 3.3E+OO 2.6E+OO 9.9E-01 3 I 6 3.6E+OO 

ac:cnaphthene ND 2.0E+01 5.9E+OO 6.9E+OO 4 I 6 1.3E+OI 
1,6,7-trlmcthylnaphthalene ND 3.0E+OO 2.6E+OO 6.5E-01 I 6 3.3E+OO 

fluorene ND I.IE-+OI 7.3E+OO 3.7E+OO 4 I 6 I.IE-+OI 

phenanthrene 1.5E+01 4.9E-+01 2.8E-+01 I.SE+OI 6 I 6 4.3E+01 

anthracene ND 2.8E+OO 2.6E+OO S.IE-ol 3 I 6 3.IE+OO 

I-mcthylphenanthrene ND 5.2EtOO 3.0E+OO 2.4E+OO 3 I 6 5.4E+OO 

fluoranthene 6.3E+OO 8. I E-+O I 2.4E+01 2.9E+01 6 I 6 5.4E+01 

pyrene 1.6E+OO 5.2E+02 1.0E+02 2.0E+02 6 I 6 3.IE+02 
benz(a]anthracene ND 5.4E+OO 3.7E+OO 2.4E+OO 2 I 6 6.2E+OO 

ChrylCDC ND 6.5E+OO 3.IE+OO 2.7E+OO 5 I 6 5.8E+OO 

benzo(b )fluoranthene ND 1.4E-+OI 9.2E+OO 4.4E+OO 2 I 6 1.4E-+01 
benzo{k]fluoranthene ND 1.0E-+OI 6.2E+OO 3.2E+OO 2 I 6 9.48+00 

benzol e ]pyrene ND 5.68+00 4.3E+OO 2.0E+OO I I 6 6.38+00 

benzola ]pyrene ND 5.28+00 3.5E+OO 2.SE+OO 2 I 6 6.0E+OO 

perylenc ND 6.9E+OO S.3E+OO 2.4E+OO I I 6 7.8E+OO 
Indeno{ I ,2,3-c:,d]pyrene ND ND 2:6E+OO I.SE-ol o I 6 2.7E+OO 
dlbenz(a,h)anthraeene ND ND 3.68+00 2.2E-01 o I 6 3.9E+OO 
benzolg,h,I]perylene ND I.IE-+OI 5.IE+OO 3.3E+OO 2 I 6 8.4E+OO 

Unit, In ug/ltg wet weight 

TABLE D-15 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR PAIl ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalenc 8.6E+OO 5.5E+02 1.3E+02 2.IE+02 6 I 6 3.4E+02 

2-mcthylnaphthalenc ND 8.8E-+01 2.4E-+01 3.3E-+01 5 I 6 5.7E-+01 

I-mcthylnaphthalene ND 6.9E-+01 1.7E-+OI 2.6E-+01 5 I 6 4.3E-+01 

biphenyl ND I.IE+02 3.0E-+01 3.9E+01 5 I 6 6.9E-+01 

2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene ND 3.8E+OO 3.3E+OO 4.IE-01 2 I 6 3.7E+OO 

ac:cnaphthylene ND 3.3E+OO 2.6E+OO 9.9E-01 3 I 6 3.6E+OO 

ac:cnaphthene ND 2.0E+01 5.9E+OO 6.9E+OO 4 I 6 1.3E+OI 
1,6,7-trlmcthylnaphthalene ND 3.0E+OO 2.6E+OO 6.5E-01 I 6 3.3E+OO 

fluorene ND I.IE-+OI 7.3E+OO 3.7E+OO 4 I 6 I.IE-+OI 

phenanthrene 1.5E+01 4.9E-+01 2.8E-+01 I.SE+OI 6 I 6 4.3E+01 

anthracene ND 2.8E+OO 2.6E+OO S.IE-ol 3 I 6 3.IE+OO 

I-mcthylphenanthrene ND 5.2EtOO 3.0E+OO 2.4E+OO 3 I 6 5.4E+OO 

fluoranthene 6.3E+OO 8. I E-+O I 2.4E+01 2.9E+01 6 I 6 5.4E+01 

pyrene 1.6E+OO 5.2E+02 1.0E+02 2.0E+02 6 I 6 3.IE+02 
benz(a]anthracene ND 5.4E+OO 3.7E+OO 2.4E+OO 2 I 6 6.2E+OO 

ChrylCDC ND 6.5E+OO 3.IE+OO 2.7E+OO 5 I 6 5.8E+OO 

benzo(b )fluoranthene ND 1.4E-+OI 9.2E+OO 4.4E+OO 2 I 6 1.4E-+01 
benzo{k]fluoranthene ND 1.0E-+OI 6.2E+OO 3.2E+OO 2 I 6 9.48+00 

benzol e ]pyrene ND 5.68+00 4.3E+OO 2.0E+OO I I 6 6.38+00 

benzola ]pyrene ND 5.28+00 3.5E+OO 2.SE+OO 2 I 6 6.0E+OO 

perylenc ND 6.9E+OO S.3E+OO 2.4E+OO I I 6 7.8E+OO 
Indeno{ I ,2,3-c:,d]pyrene ND ND 2:6E+OO I.SE-ol o I 6 2.7E+OO 
dlbenz(a,h)anthraeene ND ND 3.68+00 2.2E-01 o I 6 3.9E+OO 
benzolg,h,I]perylene ND I.IE-+OI 5.IE+OO 3.3E+OO 2 I 6 8.4E+OO 

Unit, In ug/ltg wet weight 



TABLE D-16 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

nophthalono 
2-methylnaphthoieno 
I -mcthy Inaphtbalcne 
biphonyl 
2,6-dimcthyinaphthalonc 
accnaphthyiono 
accnaphthene 
1,6,7-trimethylnaphthaiono 
fluorono 
phcnanthrcnc 
anthraconc. 
I-mcthylphcnonthrcnc 
tluoranthcne 
pyreno 
bonx(a]aathracmo 
chryrcnc 
bcnzo(b]lluoranthcne 
bonzo[k]fluoranthena 
bcnzo[o]pyrene 

benzo(dpyr- 
Pm= 
indono[ I ,2.3-c,d]pyronc 
dibcnz[a.h]anthraccno 

bc-lg,h,ilperylene 

Unitr in uglkg wet woight 

(MU (Max) 

I .OE+OI I .OE+OI 
4.2E+OO 4.28+00 
2.3E+00 2.3E+OO 
l.lE+OO l.lE+OO 

ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
l.iE+OO l.lE40 
I .3E+C0 I .3E+00 
ND ND 
ND ND 
7.9E-01 7.9E-01 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
7.OE-01 7.OE-01 
4.4Eql 4.4E-01 
ND ND 
ND ND 

ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmdic 

avorago 

1 .OE+Ol 
4.2EtOO 
2.3E+OO 
l.lE+OO 
3.SE+00 
3.3EUlO 
3.OE+QO 
3.OE+OO 
i.lE+QO 
1.3E+00 
2.8E+00 
5.2890 
7.9E-01 
5.9E+OO 
5.4E*00 
5.6Etcm 
7.OE-01 
4.4E-01 
S.iE+OO 
5.2E+OO 
6.3E+00 
2.6E+OO 
3.6E+tXl 
4.7E+OO 

Standard 
error 

NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 

Frequency 

II 1 
II I 
II 1 
II 1 
01 1 
01 1 
01 I 
01 1 
II 1 
II 1 
01 I 
Of 1 
II I 
01 1 
01 1 
01 1 
II I 
II I 
01 I 
01 I 
01 1 
01 I 
Of I 
01 1 

Man+ 
Iac 

I .OE+Ol 
4.2E+OO 
2.3E+00 
l.lE+QO 
3.SE+OO 
3.3E+OO 
3.OE+OO 
3.OE+00 
l.iE+OO 
1.3E+OO 
2.8E+OO 
5.2E+4Xl 
7.9E-01 
5.9E+00 
5.4E+00 
5.6E+00 
7.OEal 
4.4E-01 

5. IE+OO 
5.2E+OO 
6.3E+00 
2.6E+OO 
3.6E+00 
4.7E+OO 

TABLE D-16 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR PAIl ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (M8lt) average error Frequency lee 

naphthalene I.OE+OI I.OE+01 I.OE+OI NA I I.OE+01 
2-methylnaphthalene 4.2E+OO 4.2E+OO 4.2E+OO NA I 4.2E+OO 
I-methylnaphthalene 2.3E+OO 2.3E+OO 2.3E+OO NA 2.3E+OO 
biphenyl l.lE+OO l.lE+OO l.lE+OO NA I l.lE+OO 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalene ND ND 3.SE+OO NA o I 3.SE+OO 
acenaphthylene ND ND 3.3E+OO NA o I 3.3E+OO 
acenaphthene ND ND 3.0E+OO NA o I 3.0E+OO 
1,6,7-trlmethyinlphthalene ND ND 3.0E+OO NA o I 3.0E+OO 
fluorene I.1E+OO I.IE+OO LlE+OO NA l.lE+OO 
phenanthrene 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO NA 1 I 1.3E+OO 
anthracene ND ND 2.BE+OO NA 0 I l.BE+OO 
I-methylphenanthrene ND ND S.2E+OO NA o , S.2E+OO 
fluoranthene 7.9E-01 7.9E-01 7.9E-01 NA 1 I 7.9E-01 
pyrene ND ND S.9E+OO NA o , S.9E+OO 
bcnz[ a)anthracene ND ND S.4E+OO NA o I S.4E+OO 
chryeene ND ND S.6E+OO NA o I S.6E+OO 
bcnzo[b )fluoranthenc 7.0E-01 7.0E-01 7.0E-01 NA I I 7.0E-01 
benzo[k)fluoranthene 4.4E-01 4.4E-01 4.4E-01 NA I I 4.4E-01 
benzol e )pyrene ND ND S.IE+OO NA o , S.IE+OO 
bcnzo{a)pyrene ND ND S.2E+OO NA o I S.2E+OO 
pcrylene ND ND 6.3E+OO NA o I 6.3E+OO 
indeno[ 1,2,3-c,d]pyrene ND ND 2.6E+OO NA o , 2.6E+OO 
dibenz[ a,h ]anthracene ND ND 3.6E+OO NA o , 3.6E+OO 
benzo(g,h,l)pcrylene ND ND 4.7E+OO NA o I 4.7E+OO 

Unlta in uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 

TABLE D-16 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR PAIl ANALYSES (BATCH 2) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (M8lt) average error Frequency lee 

naphthalene I.OE+OI I.OE+01 I.OE+OI NA I I.OE+01 
2-methylnaphthalene 4.2E+OO 4.2E+OO 4.2E+OO NA I 4.2E+OO 
I-methylnaphthalene 2.3E+OO 2.3E+OO 2.3E+OO NA 2.3E+OO 
biphenyl l.lE+OO l.lE+OO l.lE+OO NA I l.lE+OO 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalene ND ND 3.SE+OO NA o I 3.SE+OO 
acenaphthylene ND ND 3.3E+OO NA o I 3.3E+OO 
acenaphthene ND ND 3.0E+OO NA o I 3.0E+OO 
1,6,7-trlmethyinlphthalene ND ND 3.0E+OO NA o I 3.0E+OO 
fluorene I.1E+OO I.IE+OO LlE+OO NA l.lE+OO 
phenanthrene 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO NA 1 I 1.3E+OO 
anthracene ND ND 2.BE+OO NA 0 I l.BE+OO 
I-methylphenanthrene ND ND S.2E+OO NA o , S.2E+OO 
fluoranthene 7.9E-01 7.9E-01 7.9E-01 NA 1 I 7.9E-01 
pyrene ND ND S.9E+OO NA o , S.9E+OO 
bcnz[ a)anthracene ND ND S.4E+OO NA o I S.4E+OO 
chryeene ND ND S.6E+OO NA o I S.6E+OO 
bcnzo[b )fluoranthenc 7.0E-01 7.0E-01 7.0E-01 NA I I 7.0E-01 
benzo[k)fluoranthene 4.4E-01 4.4E-01 4.4E-01 NA I I 4.4E-01 
benzol e )pyrene ND ND S.IE+OO NA o , S.IE+OO 
bcnzo{a)pyrene ND ND S.2E+OO NA o I S.2E+OO 
pcrylene ND ND 6.3E+OO NA o I 6.3E+OO 
indeno[ 1,2,3-c,d]pyrene ND ND 2.6E+OO NA o , 2.6E+OO 
dibenz[ a,h ]anthracene ND ND 3.6E+OO NA o , 3.6E+OO 
benzo(g,h,l)pcrylene ND ND 4.7E+OO NA o I 4.7E+OO 

Unlta in uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 



TABLE D-17 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLlNA 

ANALYTE 

naphthakne 
2-mcthylnophthaionc 
i-methyinophthakno 
biphenyi 
2Ji-dimdhylnophthoionc 
accnaphthyionc 
accnaphtheno 
I .6,7-trimcthylnaphtiene 
nuorulo 
phononthrene ’ 
MthtacCnO 

I-methylphcnanthrcno 
fluoranthene 

w-0 
benz[a)anthraceno 
ChfyKno 

bcnzo~]fluorantheno 
buuo[k]fluoranthenc 

~I~lwre~ 
~Nv-~ 

t=Yl- 
indato[ I ,2,3-c.d]pyreno 
dibuu[a.h]anthractna 

b-4g,h.iIpcryl~e 

Units in @kg wd weight 

WW 

9.2E-01 
4.4E-01 
3.3E-01 
1 .SE-oi 
I .6E-O1 
ND 
ND 
ND 
2.4E-01 
4.6E-01 
ND 
ND 
1.4E-01 
7.68-02 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

(Max) 

I .7E+OO 
1.2E+OO 
7.7E-01 
5. iE-01 
S.OE-01 
1.7E+OO 
1.6E+Oo 
l.SE+OO 
1.2E+OO 
1.9E400 
1.5E+OO 
2.7E90 
6. IE-OI 
2.7E-01 
ND 
2.9E*00 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard 

average orror 

1.2E+OO 3.2E-01 
7.3E-01 3.6E-01 
4.6E-01 2.lE-01 
3.OE-01 1.4E-01 
2.9E-01 I .SE-Oi 
I .3E+00 7.6E-01 
6.8E-01 6.7E-01 
I .2E+OO 6.7E-01 
5.3E-01 4.SE-01 
9.lE-01 7.OE-01 
l.iE+OO 6.SEdi 
1.3E+OO i.SE+OO 
2.7E-01 2.3E-01 
1.4E-01 8.6E-02 
2.8E+OO 2.4Eal 
I .4E+OO I .6E+OO 
5.2E+OO 4.4E-01 
3.SE+00 2.9E-01 
2.7E+00 2.2E-01 
2.8890 2.3E-01 
3.3690 2.8E+l 
1.3E+OO l.lE-01 
I .9E+CMI 1.6E-01 
2.SE+00 2.lE-01 

Detection 
Frequency 

414 
414 
414 
414 
414 
1 I 4 
314 
1 I 4 
414 
414 
1 I 4 
214 
414 
414 
Of 4 
214 
Of 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
0.1 4 
014 
Of 4 

Mean+ 

la0 

1.6E+txl 
l.lE+OO 
6.7E-01 
4.4E-01 
4.4E-01 
2.iE+OO 
I .4E+OO 
l.SE+OO 
9.8E-01 
1.6EiQO 
1 .SE+ao 
2.8E90 
S.OE-01 
2.3E-01 
3.1E+OO 
3.OE*00 
5.7E+OO 
3.8E+OO 
2.9E*00 
3.OE+OO 

3.6E+OO 
1 .SE+QO 
2.lE+OO 
2.7E+OO 

TABLE D-17 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAM ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mcan+ 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalene 9.2E--{) I 1.7E+OO 1.2E+OO 3.2E--{)1 4 I 4 1.6E+OO 
2-mcthylnaphthalene 4.4E--{) I 1.2E+OO 7.3E--{)1 3.6E--{) I 4 I 4 I.IE+OO 
I-mcthylnaphthalene 3.3E--{)1 7.7E--{) I 4. 6E--{) I 2. I E--{) I 4 I 4 6.7E~1 

biphenyl 1.8E--{)1 S.IE~I 3.0E--{) I 1.4E--{) I 4 I 4 4.4E~1 

2,6-dimcthylnaphthalene 1.6E--{)1 S.OE~I 2.9E--{) I I.SE--{) 1 4 I 4 4.4E~1 

accnaphthylene ND 1.7E+OO 1.3E+OO 7.6E--{) I 1 I 4 2.IE+OO 
accnaphthenc ND I.6E+OO 6. 8E--{) I 6.7E--{) 1 3 I 4 I.4E+OO 
1,6,7-trimethylnaphthalene ND I.SE+OO 1.2E+OO 6.7E--{) 1 I 4 1.8E+OO 
fluorene 2.4E--{) 1 1.2E+OO S.3E--{)1 4.SE--{) 1 4 I 4 9.8E~1 

phenanthrene 4.6E~1 1.9E+OO 9.IE--{)1 7.0E--{)1 4 I 4 1.6E+OO 
anthracene ND 1.5E+OO l.lE+OO 6.SE--{) I I I 4 I.8E+OO 
I-mcthylphenanthrcne ND 2.7E+OO 1.3E+OO I.SE+OO 2 I 4 2.8E+OO 
fluoranthene 1.4E--{)1 6.IE~1 2.7E--{)1 2.3E--{) I 4 I 4 S.OE--{) I 
pyreno 7.6E--{)2 2.7E~1 I.4E--{)1 8.6E--{)2 4 I 4 2. 3E--{) I 
benz( a)anthraccne ND ND 2.8E+OO 2.4E--{) I o I 4 3.IE+OO 
c:hrylClle ND 2.9E+OO 1.4E+OO 1.6E+OO 2 I 4 3.0E+OO 
bcnzo(b]Ouoranthene ND ND S.2E+OO 4.4E--{) I 0 I 4 S.7E+OO 
bcnzo(k]Ouoranthenc ND ND 3.SE+OO 2.9E--{)1 o I 4 3.8E+OO 
bcnz.o(e)pyrenc ND ND 2.7E+OO 2.2E--{)1 o I 

'" 
2.9E+OO 

bcnz.o(a)pyrene ND ND 2.8E+OO 2. 3E--{) I o I 4 3.0E+OO 
peryleno ND ND 3.3E+OO 2.8E--{) I o I 4 3.6E+OO 
indcno( 1,2.3-e,d)pyrcne ND ND 1.3E+OO l.lE--{)1 01 '" I.SE+OO 
dibenz(a.h)anthraccno ND ND 1.9E+OO 1.6E--{)1 o I '" 2.IE+OO 
bcnz.o(g,h.i)perylcne ND ND 2.SE+OO 2.IE--{)1 o I 4 2.7E+OO 

Units in uglkg wet weight 

TABLE D-17 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAM ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mcan+ 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalene 9.2E--{) I 1.7E+OO 1.2E+OO 3.2E--{)1 4 I 4 1.6E+OO 
2-mcthylnaphthalene 4.4E--{) I 1.2E+OO 7.3E--{)1 3.6E--{) I 4 I 4 I.IE+OO 
I-mcthylnaphthalene 3.3E--{)1 7.7E--{) I 4. 6E--{) I 2. I E--{) I 4 I 4 6.7E~1 

biphenyl 1.8E--{)1 S.IE~I 3.0E--{) I 1.4E--{) I 4 I 4 4.4E~1 

2,6-dimcthylnaphthalene 1.6E--{)1 S.OE~I 2.9E--{) I I.SE--{) 1 4 I 4 4.4E~1 

accnaphthylene ND 1.7E+OO 1.3E+OO 7.6E--{) I 1 I 4 2.IE+OO 
accnaphthenc ND I.6E+OO 6. 8E--{) I 6.7E--{) 1 3 I 4 I.4E+OO 
1,6,7-trimethylnaphthalene ND I.SE+OO 1.2E+OO 6.7E--{) 1 I 4 1.8E+OO 
fluorene 2.4E--{) 1 1.2E+OO S.3E--{)1 4.SE--{) 1 4 I 4 9.8E~1 

phenanthrene 4.6E~1 1.9E+OO 9.IE--{)1 7.0E--{)1 4 I 4 1.6E+OO 
anthracene ND 1.5E+OO l.lE+OO 6.SE--{) I I I 4 I.8E+OO 
I-mcthylphenanthrcne ND 2.7E+OO 1.3E+OO I.SE+OO 2 I 4 2.8E+OO 
fluoranthene 1.4E--{)1 6.IE~1 2.7E--{)1 2.3E--{) I 4 I 4 S.OE--{) I 
pyreno 7.6E--{)2 2.7E~1 I.4E--{)1 8.6E--{)2 4 I 4 2. 3E--{) I 
benz( a)anthraccne ND ND 2.8E+OO 2.4E--{) I o I 4 3.IE+OO 
c:hrylClle ND 2.9E+OO 1.4E+OO 1.6E+OO 2 I 4 3.0E+OO 
bcnzo(b]Ouoranthene ND ND S.2E+OO 4.4E--{) I 0 I 4 S.7E+OO 
bcnzo(k]Ouoranthenc ND ND 3.SE+OO 2.9E--{)1 o I 4 3.8E+OO 
bcnz.o(e)pyrenc ND ND 2.7E+OO 2.2E--{)1 o I 

'" 
2.9E+OO 

bcnz.o(a)pyrene ND ND 2.8E+OO 2. 3E--{) I o I 4 3.0E+OO 
peryleno ND ND 3.3E+OO 2.8E--{) I o I 4 3.6E+OO 
indcno( 1,2.3-e,d)pyrcne ND ND 1.3E+OO l.lE--{)1 01 '" I.SE+OO 
dibenz(a.h)anthraccno ND ND 1.9E+OO 1.6E--{)1 o I '" 2.IE+OO 
bcnz.o(g,h.i)perylcne ND ND 2.SE+OO 2.IE--{)1 o I 4 2.7E+OO 

Units in uglkg wet weight 



ANALYTE 

nsphthalcne 
P-methyinophtholono 
I-mothyinaphthoiono 
biphenyl 
2.6-dimcthyinnphthaiono 
aconaphthyiono 
acenaphtheno 
1,6,7-trirncthyinophthaieno 
fluoreno 
phcnonthrcne 
anthraceno 
I-mothylphenanthreno 
fiuoranthono 
pyreno 
boax(a]anthraccmo 
chryreno 
bonzo[b]fluoronthone 
bo~k]fhtoranthone 
bonzo(o]pyreno 
bonzo(a]pyrcne 
poryicno 
imIMI ,2,3-c,d]pyrene 
dibcnz[a.h]anthracene 

huo~g.h.ilpcrylcm 

Units in uglkg wet weight 

TABLE D-18 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

WW 

l.lE+CMI 
7.6E-01 
4.7E-01 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
2.3E-01 
3.9E-01 
ND 
ND 
1 .SE-ol 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

(Max) 

2.OE+00 
3.2E+OO 
1.7E+OO 
2.2E+OO 
I .7E*00 
I .9E+00 
1.6E+oO 
I .7E+00 
1.3E+OO 
1.7E+00 
1.6E+Oo 
2.9E+OO 
6.2Edl 
3.OE+OO 
ND 
3.2E+tXJ 
S.SE+QO 
3.8840 
2.9E*00 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
2.7EiOO 

TIDEOATE 
ArithOlc(iC 

avcrago 

I .4E+OO 
1.6E+OO 
8.SE-01 
8.9E-01 
8.3E-01 
I .3E+OO 
7.3E-01 
1 .OE+OO 
5.3E-01 
8.5E-01 
7.2E-01 
1.2E+OO 
3.5E+l 
5.7E-01 
2.9E+OO 
I .SE+oO 
4.6E90 
3.IE+OO 
2.4E+OO 
2.8E+OO 
3.4890 
1.4E+OO 
2.OE+OO 
I .SE+OO 

3.OE-01 
9.8E-01 
5. IE-OI 
8.SE-Oi 
5.9E-01 
7.6E-01 
6.2E-01 
6.8E-01 
4.4E-01 
5.9E-01 
7.SE-01 
I SE+50 
i.8E-01 
l.lE+QO 
i.6Edi 
l.SE+OO 
I .9E+OO 
1.3E+OO 
I .OE+OO 
I .6E-o1 
I .9E-Oi 
7.6~-02 
I.lEal 
1.2E+OO 

error 
Ddodion 

Fleq-Y 

71 7 
71 7 
71 7 
Sl 7 
61 7 
21 7 
Sl 7 
31 7 
71 7 
71 7 
41 7 
41 7 
71 7 
61 7 
Of 7 
31 7 
II 7 
II 7 
II 7 
Of 7 
Of 7 
Of 7 
Of 7 
21 7 

Mean+ 
lr 

I .7E+00 
2.6E+00 
I .4E+00 
1.7E+OO 
1.4E+OO 
2.IE*00 
I .4E+o 
I .7E+OO 
9.7E-01 
1.4E+OO 
l.SE+OO 
2.7E+OO 
5.4E-01 
1.6E+OO 
3. iE+OO 
3.3E+OO 
6.6E+00 
4.4E+OO 
3.4E+00 
3.OEUIO 
3.6E+00 
l.SE+@l 
2.lE+OO 
3.OE+OO 

TABLE D-18 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 
CAUSEWAY LANDFILL. MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 
ANALYTE (Min) (Malt) averase error Frequency lie 

naphthalene 1.1EtOO 2.0EtOO 1.4EtOO 3.0E-ol 7 I 7 1.7EtOO 
2-mdhyinaphthalene 7.6E-Q1 3.2EtOO 1.6EtOO 9.8E-ol 7 I 7 2.6EtOO 
I-mdhyinaphthalene 4.7E-Q1 1.7EtOO 8.SE-Q1 S.IE-QI 7 I 7 1.4EtOO 
biphenyl ND 2.2EtOO 8.9E-ol 8.SE-01 S I 7 1.7EtOO 
2.6-dlmdhylnaphthalcne ND 1.7EtOO 8.3E-01 S.9E-ol 6 I 7 1.4EtOO 

acenaphthylenc ND 1.9EtOO 1.3EtOO 7.6E-01 2 I 7 2.IEtOO 
acenaphthenc ND 1.6EtOO 7.3E-Q1 6.2E-01 S I 7 1.4EtOO 
1.6.7-trimdhyinaphthalene ND 1.7EtOO I.OEtOO 6.8E-01 3 I 7 1.7EtOO 

fluorene 2.3E-01 1.3EtOO S.3E-Q1 4.4E-01 7 I 7 9.7E-01 

phenanthrene 3.9E-Q1 1.7EtOO 8.SE-Q1 S.9E-01 7 I 7 1.4EtOO 

anthracene ND 1.6EtOO 7.2E-Q1 7.SE-01 4 I 7 I.SEtOO 
I-methyl phenanthrene ND 2.9EtOO 1.2EtOO I.SEtOO 4 I 7 2.7EtOO 

fluoranthene 1.8E-Q1 6.2E-01 3.SE-Q1 1.8E-ol 7 I 7 S.4E-01 

pyrene NO 3.0EtOO S.7E-Q1 1.1EtOO 6 I 7 1.6EtOO 

benz[a)anthracene ND ND 2.9EtOO I. 6E-Q I o I 7 3.IEtOO 
chryaenc ND 3.2EtOO 1.8E+OO 1.SE+OO 3 I 7 3.3EtOO 
benzo(b)fluoranthene ND S.8E-tOO 4.6E+OO 1.9EtOO I 7 6.6EtOO 
benzo[k)fluoranthenc ND 3.8E+OO 3.IE+OO 1.3EtOO I 7 4.4EtOO 
benzo[e)pyrene ND 2.9EtOO 2.4E+OO I.OEtOO I I 7 3.4E+OO 
benzo[a)pyrene ND ND 2.8E+OO 1. 6E-Q I o I 7 3.0E+OO 

perylene ND ND 3.4E-tOO 1.9E-Ql o I 7 3.6E+OO 

indeno[ 1.2 .3-c.dJpyrenc ND ND 1.4E+OO 7.6E-Q2 o I 7 I.SE+OO 
dibenz(a.bJanthracene ND ND 2.0E+OO 1.1 E-o I o I 7 2.IEtOO 
benzo[S .... i)perylene ND 2.7E+OO 1.8E+OO 1.2E+OO 2 I 7 3.0EtOO 

Unit. in USIkS wet weight 

( ( ( 

TABLE D-18 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 3) 
CAUSEWAY LANDFILL. MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 
ANALYTE (Min) (Malt) averase error Frequency lie 

naphthalene 1.1EtOO 2.0EtOO 1.4EtOO 3.0E-ol 7 I 7 1.7EtOO 
2-mdhyinaphthalene 7.6E-Q1 3.2EtOO 1.6EtOO 9.8E-ol 7 I 7 2.6EtOO 
I-mdhyinaphthalene 4.7E-Q1 1.7EtOO 8.SE-Q1 S.IE-QI 7 I 7 1.4EtOO 
biphenyl ND 2.2EtOO 8.9E-ol 8.SE-01 S I 7 1.7EtOO 
2.6-dlmdhylnaphthalcne ND 1.7EtOO 8.3E-01 S.9E-ol 6 I 7 1.4EtOO 

acenaphthylenc ND 1.9EtOO 1.3EtOO 7.6E-01 2 I 7 2.IEtOO 
acenaphthenc ND 1.6EtOO 7.3E-Q1 6.2E-01 S I 7 1.4EtOO 
1.6.7-trimdhyinaphthalene ND 1.7EtOO I.OEtOO 6.8E-01 3 I 7 1.7EtOO 

fluorene 2.3E-01 1.3EtOO S.3E-Q1 4.4E-01 7 I 7 9.7E-01 

phenanthrene 3.9E-Q1 1.7EtOO 8.SE-Q1 S.9E-01 7 I 7 1.4EtOO 

anthracene ND 1.6EtOO 7.2E-Q1 7.SE-01 4 I 7 I.SEtOO 
I-methyl phenanthrene ND 2.9EtOO 1.2EtOO I.SEtOO 4 I 7 2.7EtOO 

fluoranthene 1.8E-Q1 6.2E-01 3.SE-Q1 1.8E-ol 7 I 7 S.4E-01 

pyrene NO 3.0EtOO S.7E-Q1 1.1EtOO 6 I 7 1.6EtOO 

benz[a)anthracene ND ND 2.9EtOO I. 6E-Q I o I 7 3.IEtOO 
chryaenc ND 3.2EtOO 1.8E+OO 1.SE+OO 3 I 7 3.3EtOO 
benzo(b)fluoranthene ND S.8E-tOO 4.6E+OO 1.9EtOO I 7 6.6EtOO 
benzo[k)fluoranthenc ND 3.8E+OO 3.IE+OO 1.3EtOO I 7 4.4EtOO 
benzo[e)pyrene ND 2.9EtOO 2.4E+OO I.OEtOO I I 7 3.4E+OO 
benzo[a)pyrene ND ND 2.8E+OO 1. 6E-Q I o I 7 3.0E+OO 

perylene ND ND 3.4E-tOO 1.9E-Ql o I 7 3.6E+OO 

indeno[ 1.2 .3-c.dJpyrenc ND ND 1.4E+OO 7.6E-Q2 o I 7 I.SE+OO 
dibenz(a.bJanthracene ND ND 2.0E+OO 1.1 E-o I o I 7 2.IEtOO 
benzo[S .... i)perylene ND 2.7E+OO 1.8E+OO 1.2E+OO 2 I 7 3.0EtOO 

Unit. in USIkS wet weight 

( ( ( 



TABLE D-19 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

ES1 REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphthaieno 
P-mdhyinaphthalcno 
I -methyinaphthalono 
biphatyl 
2.6-dimrthyinaphthaicno 
aconaphthylcno 
aconaphtheno 
I ,6,7+rtmothylnaphthalcne 
tiuorone 
phcnanthreno 
anthraccno 
1 -mcthylphcnanthrono 
fiuoranthono 

w-0 
bonz[ajanthraceno 
chryrenc 
bonw~]fluoranthono 
bonzo(k]flwrantheno 
bonzo[e]pyrcno 
bonzo[a]pyrono 

pc’yl~~ 
tndeno[l,2,3-c,d]pyrono 
dibcn[a.h]anthraccno 

~~Ig,h,ilpcryh~ 

Units in ug/kg wet weight 

WW (Max) 

POND 
AdhOMiC Standard 

avcrago error 

I .OE+01 7.9E+QI 4.7E+OI 2.%E+Ol 
S.lE+00 4.OE+Ol 2.3E+oi 1.4E+Ol 
3.OEiOO 2.6EtOl I .SE+Ql 9.4E+OO 
3.6E+OO 2.4EiOl I .SE+Oi S.SE+OO 
ND 2.IE*00 I .9E+OO 3.2E-01 
ND ND 2.OE+OO 3.68-02 
1.2E+OO 7.9E*00 3.5E+OO 3.OE+OO 
ND l.SE+tx.l l.SE+00 4.8E-01 
2.3E+OO 1.2E+Ol 6.6E+OO 3.8E+OO 
6.9640 2.3E+Oi 1.5E+Oi 6.8E+OO 
8.6E-01 6.OE+00 3.lE+OO 2.iE+OO 
5.OE-01 5.OE*00 2.6E+OO I .SE+OO 
2.4E+OO 9.8E*00 5.SE+OO 3.2E+OO 
1.2E+OO l.lE+Qi S.lE+OO 4.2E+OO 
ND 3.4E+430 3. iE+OO 3.6E+H 
5. iE-01 5.4E*00 2.7E+OO 2.OE+OO 
ND 6.2E*00 6.IE+OO l.lE-01 
ND 4.2E+OO 4.OE+OO i.4E-01 
ND ND 3.1E+OO 5.48-02 
ND ND 3.2E+00 5.68-02 
ND ND 3.8E+00 6.7E-02 
ND ND I .6E+OO 2.78-02 
ND ND 2.2E+OO 3.9Ea 
ND 3.2E+Ol 9.7E+OO l.SE+Ol 

4l4 
414 
414 
414 
I I 4 
o/4 
414 
1 I 4 
414 
414 
414 
414 
414 
4l4 
I I 4 
414 
1 I 4 
I I 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
Of 4 
214 

Man+ 
Ire 

7.SE+Ol 
3.7E+Oi 
2.4E+OI 
2.3E+Ol 
2.2EtOO 
2.lE+OO 
6.SE+Oo 
2.OE+OO 
I .OE+Ol 
2.2E+Oi 
5.2E+QO 
4.4E+QO 
8.7E+OO 
9.3840 
3.SE+OO 
4.7E+OO 
6.2E+QO 
4.lE+OO 
3.2E+OO 
3.2E+OO 
3.9EttM.l 

1.6E+OO 
2.3E+OO 
2.4E41 

TABLE D-19 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency IIC 

naphthalene I.OE+{)I 7.9E+{)1 4.7E+{) I 2.8E+{)1 4 I 4 7.SE+{)1 

2-methylnaphthalene S.IEiOO 4.0E+OI 2.3E+OI 1.4E+{) I .. I 4 3.7E+{) I 
I-methylnaphthalene 3.0EiOO 2.6E+OI I.SE+{) I 9.4EiOO 4 I 4 2.4E+{)1 

biphenyl 3.6EiOO 2.4E+{)1 I.SE+OI 8.SEiOO 4 I 4 2.3E+{)1 

2.6-dimethylnaphthalene ND 2.IEiOO 1.9EiOO 3.2E~1 I I 4 2.2EiOO 

acenaphthylcne ND ND 2.0EiOO 3.6E~ o I 4 2.IEiOO 

accnaphthene 1.2EiOO 7.9EiOO 3.SEiOO 3.0EiOO 4 4 6.SEiOO 
1.6.7-trlmcthylnaphthalcne ND 1.8EiOO I.SEiOO 4.8E~1 I 4 2.0EiOO 

fluorene 2.3EiOO 1.2E+OI 6.6EiOO 3.8EiOO 4 I 4 I.OE+{) I 

phenanthrene 6.9EiOO 2.3E+{)1 I.SE+{) I 6.8EiOO 4 I 4 2.2E+{)1 

anthraccne 8.6E-{) I 6.0EiOO 3.IEiOO 2.IEiOO 4 I 4 S.2EiOO 
I-methylphcnanthrene S.OE~I S.OEiOO 2.6EiOO I.8EiOO 4 I 4 4.4EiOO 
fluoranthene 2.4EiOO 9.8EiOO S.SEiOO 3.2EiOO 4 I 4 8.7EiOO 
pyrene 1.2EiOO l.lE+01 S.IEiOO 4.2EiOO 4 I 4 9.3EiOO 

bcnz(aJanthraccne ND 3.4EiOO 3.IEiOO 3.6E~1 I I 4 3.SEiOO 
chryacne S.IE-{)I S.4EiOO 2.7EiOO 2.0EiOO 4 I 4 4.7EiOO 
benzo(b )fluoranthcne ND 6.2EiOO 6.IEiOO l.IE~1 I I 4 6.2EiOO 
bcnzo(kJfluoranthene ND 4.2EiOO 4.0EiOO 1.4E~1 I 4 4.IEiOO 
benzo(e)pyrcne ND ND 3.IEiOO S.4E~ o I 4 3.2EiOO 
benzo(a)pyrcne ND ND 3.2EiOO S.6E~ o I 4 3.2EiOO 

perylcne ND ND 3.8EiOO 6.7E~ o I 4 3.9EiOO 
Indeno( 1.2.3-c:.d)pyrene ND ND 1.6EiOO 2.7E~ 0 I 4 1.6EiOO 
dibenz( lI.h Janthrllccne ND ND 2.2EiOO 3.9E~ o I 4 2.3EiOO 
benzo(g.h.IJpcrylene ND 3.2E+{)1 9.7EiOO I.SE+{) I 2 I 4 2.4E+{)1 

Unit. In ugltg wet weight 

TABLE D-19 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND. SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency IIC 

naphthalene I.OE+{)I 7.9E+{)1 4.7E+{) I 2.8E+{)1 4 I 4 7.SE+{)1 

2-methylnaphthalene S.IEiOO 4.0E+OI 2.3E+OI 1.4E+{) I .. I 4 3.7E+{) I 
I-methylnaphthalene 3.0EiOO 2.6E+OI I.SE+{) I 9.4EiOO 4 I 4 2.4E+{)1 

biphenyl 3.6EiOO 2.4E+{)1 I.SE+OI 8.SEiOO 4 I 4 2.3E+{)1 

2.6-dimethylnaphthalene ND 2.IEiOO 1.9EiOO 3.2E~1 I I 4 2.2EiOO 

acenaphthylcne ND ND 2.0EiOO 3.6E~ o I 4 2.IEiOO 

accnaphthene 1.2EiOO 7.9EiOO 3.SEiOO 3.0EiOO 4 4 6.SEiOO 
1.6.7-trlmcthylnaphthalcne ND 1.8EiOO I.SEiOO 4.8E~1 I 4 2.0EiOO 

fluorene 2.3EiOO 1.2E+OI 6.6EiOO 3.8EiOO 4 I 4 I.OE+{) I 

phenanthrene 6.9EiOO 2.3E+{)1 I.SE+{) I 6.8EiOO 4 I 4 2.2E+{)1 

anthraccne 8.6E-{) I 6.0EiOO 3.IEiOO 2.IEiOO 4 I 4 S.2EiOO 
I-methylphcnanthrene S.OE~I S.OEiOO 2.6EiOO I.8EiOO 4 I 4 4.4EiOO 
fluoranthene 2.4EiOO 9.8EiOO S.SEiOO 3.2EiOO 4 I 4 8.7EiOO 
pyrene 1.2EiOO l.lE+01 S.IEiOO 4.2EiOO 4 I 4 9.3EiOO 

bcnz(aJanthraccne ND 3.4EiOO 3.IEiOO 3.6E~1 I I 4 3.SEiOO 
chryacne S.IE-{)I S.4EiOO 2.7EiOO 2.0EiOO 4 I 4 4.7EiOO 
benzo(b )fluoranthcne ND 6.2EiOO 6.IEiOO l.IE~1 I I 4 6.2EiOO 
bcnzo(kJfluoranthene ND 4.2EiOO 4.0EiOO 1.4E~1 I 4 4.IEiOO 
benzo(e)pyrcne ND ND 3.IEiOO S.4E~ o I 4 3.2EiOO 
benzo(a)pyrcne ND ND 3.2EiOO S.6E~ o I 4 3.2EiOO 

perylcne ND ND 3.8EiOO 6.7E~ o I 4 3.9EiOO 
Indeno( 1.2.3-c:.d)pyrene ND ND 1.6EiOO 2.7E~ 0 I 4 1.6EiOO 
dibenz( lI.h Janthrllccne ND ND 2.2EiOO 3.9E~ o I 4 2.3EiOO 
benzo(g.h.IJpcrylene ND 3.2E+{)1 9.7EiOO I.SE+{) I 2 I 4 2.4E+{)1 

Unit. In ugltg wet weight 



ANALYTE 

naphthaieno 
2-mcthylnaphthaicne 
i -mdhyinaphtha!cnc 
biphonyi 
2.6-dimcthylnaphthalone 
acenaphthyieno 
acenaphthcno 
I ,6.7-trimcChylnaphthalcne 
fluoreno 
phenanthrono 
antJuacen0 

I-methylphenanthreno 
fluoranthonc 
pyrcno 
bcnz[a]anthraceno 
ChryKllO 
bcnzo(b]fluoranthcne 
bcnz~k]fluorantheno 
bcnzo[e)pyreno 
bonzo[a]pyrono 
porylcno 
indtno[ I ,2.3-c.d]pyrcnc 
dibonz[a,h]anthraceno 

bcdg,h,ilpcrylono 

Unitr in uglkg wot weight 

TABLE D-20 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

NW (Max) 

I .9E+Ol 4.9E+OI 
I .2E+Ol 2.2E+Oi 
7.OE+OO I .3E+Oi 
5.7E400 1.7EUII 
3.4E+OO 7.4890 
ND ND 
I .7E+OO 2.4E90 
ND 4.lE+OO 
3.IE+OO B.SE+OO 
5.4E+OO 2.8E+Oi 
9.9E-01 3.4840 
8.6E-01 2.5E+OO 
2.7E+OO 6.lE+OO 
1.6E+OO 4.8E+OO 
ND ND 
ND 3.4E+OO 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND ND 
ND 2.8E+OO 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic 

average 

3. iE+Ol 
1 .SE+OI 
9.3E+OO 
9.2E+OO 
4.SE*00 
I .7E+OO 
I .6E+oO 
2.3E+OO 
4.lE+OO 
l.lE+Oi 
2.OEiOO 
1.4E+OO 
3.SE+CMJ 
2.6EtUO 
S.SE+OO 
i.SE+OO 
S.iE+OO 
3.4E+OO 
2.6E+OO 
2.7E+OO 
3.2890 
1.3E+OO 
I .9E+00 
2.lE+OO 

Standard 
error 

l.lE+Ol 
7.3E+00 
4.7E+OO 
5.6E+oo 
2.4840 
7.7E-01 
7.7E-01 
I .4E+OO 
2.6E+OO 
8.6E+JxI 
1.2E+OO 
8.3E-01 
I .9E+OO 
i.6E+OO 
1.2E+OO 
1 .OE+OO 
2.3EtOO 
i.SE+OO 
i.2E+OO 
1.2E+OO 
1.4E+OO 
5.9E-01 
8.4E-01 
1.3E*00 

D&&ion 

Froqwncy 

61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
01 6 
61 6 
St 6 
61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
61 6 
01 6 
SI 6 
01 6 
Of 6 
01 6 
Of 6 
Of 6 
Of 6 
Of 6 
II 6 

Mean+ 

In 

4.2E+Oi 
2.2EtOl 
1.4E+Oi 
I .SE+Ol 
6.9E+OO 
2.SE+00 
2.4E+00 
3.7E+OO 
6.8E+OO 
2.OE91 
3.lE+QO 
2.3E+QO 
S.SE+00 
4.2E+00 
4.OE*00 
2.6E+OO 
7.4890 
S.OE+OO 
3.8E+OO 
3.9E+OO 
4.7E+OO 
I .9E+OO 
P.?E+OO 
3.4E+OO 

TABLE D-20 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmdlc Standard Detection Mean ... 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalene 1.9E+OI 4.9E+OI 3.IE+OI l.lE+01 6 , 6 4.2E+OI 
2-DKthy~phthalene 1.2E+OI 2.2E+OI l.SE+OI 7.3EiOO 6 , 6 2.2E+OI 
I-mcdtylnaphthalene 7.0EiOO 1.3E+OI 9.3EiOO 4.7EiOO 6 , 6 I.4E+OI 
biphenyl S.7EiOO 1.7E+OI 9.2E+OO S.6E+OO 6 , 6 I.SE+OI 
2.6-dlmethylnaphthalene 3.4EiOO 7.4EiOO 4.SEiOO 2.4EiOO 6 , 6 6.9EiOO 
accnaphthylene ND NO 1.7E+OO 7.7E~1 0 , 6 2.SE+OO 
acenlphthene 1.7E+OO 2.4EiOO 1.6E+OO 7.7E~1 6 6 2.4E+OO 
1.6.7-trlmcdtylnaphthaIene ND 4.IE+OO 2.3EiOO I.4EiOO S I 6 3.7E+OO 
fluorene 3.IE+OO 8.8E+OO 4.IE+OO 2.6E+OO 6 I 6 6.8E+OO 
phenanthrene S.4E+OO 2.8E+01 I.IE+OI 8.6EiOO 6 I 6 2.0E+01 
anthracene 9.9E~1 3.4E+OO 2.0E+OO 1.2E+OO 6 I 6 3.IE+OO 
I-mcdtylphenanthrene 8.6E~1 2.SE+OO 1.4E+OO 8.3E~1 6 I 6 2.3EiOO 
fluoranthcne 2.7EiOO 6.IEiOO 3.SEiOO 1.9E+OO 6 I 6 S.SEiOO 
pyrene 1.6E+OO 4.8E+OO 2.6E+OO 1.6E+OO 6 I 6 4.2EiOO 
benz[a ]anthracene ND NO 2.8E+OO 1.2E+OO 0 , 6 4.0EiOO 
chryacnc ND 3.4EiOO l.SEiOO I.OE+OO S I 6 2.6E+OO 
bcnzo[b JOuoranthene ND NO S.IEiOO 2.3E+OO o I 6 7.4EiOO 
bcnzo{kJOuoranthene ND NO 3.4E+OO 1.5E+OO 0 I 6 5.0EiOO 
bcnzo[e)pyrene ND NO 2.6EiOO 1.2E+OO o I 6 3.8E+OO 
bcnzo[a)pyrene ND NO 2.7E+OO 1.2E+OO o I 6 3.9EiOO 
pcrylene ND ND 3.2EiOO I.4EiOO o , 6 4.7EiOO 
Indcno[ 1.2.3~.d)pyrene ND NO I.3EiOO 5.9E~1 o I 6 1.9EiOO 
dibenz(I,h]anthracene ND NO 1.9E+OO 8.4E~1 o I 6 2.7E+OO 
bcnzo{g. h.I]pcrylene ND 2.BE+OO 2.IE+OO I.3E+OO I , 6 3.4E+OO 

Unit. in uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 

TABLE D-20 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 4) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmdlc Standard Detection Mean ... 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalene 1.9E+OI 4.9E+OI 3.IE+OI l.lE+01 6 , 6 4.2E+OI 
2-DKthy~phthalene 1.2E+OI 2.2E+OI l.SE+OI 7.3EiOO 6 , 6 2.2E+OI 
I-mcdtylnaphthalene 7.0EiOO 1.3E+OI 9.3EiOO 4.7EiOO 6 , 6 I.4E+OI 
biphenyl S.7EiOO 1.7E+OI 9.2E+OO S.6E+OO 6 , 6 I.SE+OI 
2.6-dlmethylnaphthalene 3.4EiOO 7.4EiOO 4.SEiOO 2.4EiOO 6 , 6 6.9EiOO 
accnaphthylene ND NO 1.7E+OO 7.7E~1 0 , 6 2.SE+OO 
acenlphthene 1.7E+OO 2.4EiOO 1.6E+OO 7.7E~1 6 6 2.4E+OO 
1.6.7-trlmcdtylnaphthaIene ND 4.IE+OO 2.3EiOO I.4EiOO S I 6 3.7E+OO 
fluorene 3.IE+OO 8.8E+OO 4.IE+OO 2.6E+OO 6 I 6 6.8E+OO 
phenanthrene S.4E+OO 2.8E+01 I.IE+OI 8.6EiOO 6 I 6 2.0E+01 
anthracene 9.9E~1 3.4E+OO 2.0E+OO 1.2E+OO 6 I 6 3.IE+OO 
I-mcdtylphenanthrene 8.6E~1 2.SE+OO 1.4E+OO 8.3E~1 6 I 6 2.3EiOO 
fluoranthcne 2.7EiOO 6.IEiOO 3.SEiOO 1.9E+OO 6 I 6 S.SEiOO 
pyrene 1.6E+OO 4.8E+OO 2.6E+OO 1.6E+OO 6 I 6 4.2EiOO 
benz[a ]anthracene ND NO 2.8E+OO 1.2E+OO 0 , 6 4.0EiOO 
chryacnc ND 3.4EiOO l.SEiOO I.OE+OO S I 6 2.6E+OO 
bcnzo[b JOuoranthene ND NO S.IEiOO 2.3E+OO o I 6 7.4EiOO 
bcnzo{kJOuoranthene ND NO 3.4E+OO 1.5E+OO 0 I 6 5.0EiOO 
bcnzo[e)pyrene ND NO 2.6EiOO 1.2E+OO o I 6 3.8E+OO 
bcnzo[a)pyrene ND NO 2.7E+OO 1.2E+OO o I 6 3.9EiOO 
pcrylene ND ND 3.2EiOO I.4EiOO o , 6 4.7EiOO 
Indcno[ 1.2.3~.d)pyrene ND NO I.3EiOO 5.9E~1 o I 6 1.9EiOO 
dibenz(I,h]anthracene ND NO 1.9E+OO 8.4E~1 o I 6 2.7E+OO 
bcnzo{g. h.I]pcrylene ND 2.BE+OO 2.IE+OO I.3E+OO I , 6 3.4E+OO 

Unit. in uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 



TABLE D-2 I 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFlLL 
PARRlS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphtholcno 
2-mctbyinaphthoieno 
I -mcthylnaphthoiem 
biphenyl 
2,6-&mothylnophthaleno 
accnophthyitno 
actnaphthcnc 
I ,6.7-trimethyinaphthalene 
lluorono 
phcnanthrtnc 
anthraceno 
I-mcthyiphcnanthreno 
fluorantheno 
pyrone 
bonz(a]mthracuto 
chrysono 
bcnzo[b]fluorMthcno 

bcnzo[k]fluoranthono 

~oIdPY-~ 
benzo[a]pyrcno 
pcryiono 
indeno[ I ,2,3-c,d]pyreno 
dibcnz[a.h]anthracco 
benzo[g,h,i]porylono 

Units in ug/kg wc( weight 

WW 

6.9E-01 
5.6E-01 
3.SE-01 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
2.OE-01 
3.OE-01 
ND 
ND 
1.8E-01 
1.7E-01 

ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

(Max) 

1.6E+Oo 
I .4E90 
1.4E+QO 
2.3E+OO 
2.OE+OO 
2.SE+OO 
i.SE&O 
2.iE+OO 
4.8Edl 
6.iE-01 
1.6E+oO 
3.6E+OO 
4.SE-01 
3.9E-01 
ND 
3.2E40 
6.9E*00 
4.7E+OO 
4.OE*oo 
4.IE+00 
S.OE@O 
2.OE+OO 
ND 
3.7E+OO 

POND 
Arithmetic Stnndard 

average error 
Dttcction 
Frequency 

1 .OE+OO 2.SE-01 919 
9.3E-01 2.4E-01 919 
6.iE-01 3.3E-01 919 
7.IEal 7.2E-01 St9 
4.6E-01 5.9E-01 81 9 
1.2E+OO i.iE+OO 419 
7.2E-01 S.OE-01 St9 
8.6E-01 8.9E-01 s/9 
3.2E-01 9. iE-02 919 
4.2E-01 l.lE-01 919 
2.4E-01 5.3E-01 St 9 
8.IE-01 i.4E+@l 719 
2.7E-01 9.9E-02 919 
2.4E-01 7.4EM 919 
3.6E+OO S.ZE-01 Of 9 
4.6E-01 I.OE+OO 81 9 
I .5E+OO 2.8EulO 719 
I .OE+OO I .9E+00 719 
2.7E+OO I .SE+OO 219 
2.7E+OO i.SE90 219 
3.8E+OO i.SE+OO I I 9 
1 .SE+OO 5.9E-01 I I 9 
2.4E+OO 3.5E-01 Of 9 
2.8E+OO i.lE+00 1 I 9 

Mean+ 
in 

i.3E+OO 
I .ZE+QO 
9.SE-01 
I .4E+OO 
I .OE+OO 
2.3E+OO 
I .2E+OO 
I .7E+QO 
4.iE-01 
5.3E-01 
7.6E-01 
2.2E+OO 
3.7E-01 
3.iE-01 
l.lE+OO 
I .SE+OO 
4.3E+OO 
2.9E+OO 
4.2E+00 
4.3E+QO 
5.3E+OO 
2.IE+OO 
2.8E+OO 
3.9E+OO 

TABLE D-21 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH S) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mcan+ 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency IIC 

naphthalene 6.9E-Q1 1.6E+OO I.OE+OO 2.SE-Q1 9 I 9 1.3E+OO 
2-mcthylnaphthalene S.6E-Q1 1.4E+OO 9.3E-Q1 2.4E-Q1 9 I 9 1.2E+OO 
I-mcthylnaphthalenc 3.SE-Ql 1.4E+OO 6.IE-Q1 3.3E-Q1 9 I 9 9.SE-Q1 
biphenyl ND 2.3E+OO 7.1E-Q1 7.2E-Q1 8 I 9 1.4E+OO 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene ND 2.0E+OO 4.6E-Q1 S.9E-Q1 8 I 9 I.OE+OO 
accnaphthylene ND 2.SE+OO 1.2E+OO l.IE+OO 4 I 9 2.3E+OO 
acenaphthene ND !.8E+OO 7.2E-QI S.OE-QI 8 I 9 1.2E+OO 
1,6,7-trlmcthylnaphthalene ND 2.IE+OO 8.6E-Q1 8.9E-QI S I 9 1.7E+OO 
fluorene 2.0E-QI 4.8E-Q1 3.2E-ol 9.IE-02 9 9 4.IE-01 
phenanthrene 3.0E-01 6.IE-QI 4.2E-ol l.lE-Q1 9 I 9 S.3E-QI 

anthracene NO 1.6E+OO 2.4E-01 S.3E-Q1 8 I 9 7.6E-Q1 
I-mcthylphenanthrcne NO 3.6E+OO 8.IE-01 I.4E+OO 7 I 9 2.2E+OO 
fluoranthene !.8E-QI 4.SE-Q1 2.7E-Q1 9.9E-02 9 I 9 3.7E-Q1 
pyrene 1.7E-ol 3.9E-01 2.4E-Q1 7.4E-02 9 I 9 3.IE-QI 
bcnz[a)anthraccne ND NO 3.6E+OO S.2E-QI o I 9 ".IE+OO 
chrylCRe NO 3.2E+OO 4.6E-Q1 I.OE+OO 8 I 9 I.SE+OO 
benzo[b ]Ouoranthene ND 6.9E+OO I.SE+OO 2.8E+OO 7 I 9 4.3E+OO 
benzo[k)Ouoranthene ND 4.7E+OO I.OE+OO 1.9E+OO 7 I 9 2.9E+OO 
benzo[ e]pyrcne ND 4.0E+OO 2.7E+OO I.SE+OO 2 I 9 ".2E+OO 
benzol a]pyrene NO 4.IE+OO 2.7E+OO I.SE+OO 2 I 9 ".lE+OO 
perylene ND S.OE+OO l.8E+OO I.SE+OO I I 9 S.lE+OO 
lndcno[ 1,2,l-c,d]pyrene NO 2.0E+OO I.SE+OO S.9E-QI I I 9 2.IE+OO 
dibcnz[ a,h ]anthracene ND ND 2.4E+OO l.SE-Q1 0 I 9 2.8E+OO 
bcnzo[g,h,i]perylene ND 3.7E+OO 2.8E+OO !.IE+OO I I 9 l.9E+OO 

Units in ug/kg wet weight 

TABLE D-21 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH S) 

ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mcan+ 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency IIC 

naphthalene 6.9E-Q1 1.6E+OO I.OE+OO 2.SE-Q1 9 I 9 1.3E+OO 
2-mcthylnaphthalene S.6E-Q1 1.4E+OO 9.3E-Q1 2.4E-Q1 9 I 9 1.2E+OO 
I-mcthylnaphthalenc 3.SE-Ql 1.4E+OO 6.IE-Q1 3.3E-Q1 9 I 9 9.SE-Q1 
biphenyl ND 2.3E+OO 7.1E-Q1 7.2E-Q1 8 I 9 1.4E+OO 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene ND 2.0E+OO 4.6E-Q1 S.9E-Q1 8 I 9 I.OE+OO 
accnaphthylene ND 2.SE+OO 1.2E+OO l.IE+OO 4 I 9 2.3E+OO 
acenaphthene ND !.8E+OO 7.2E-QI S.OE-QI 8 I 9 1.2E+OO 
1,6,7-trlmcthylnaphthalene ND 2.IE+OO 8.6E-Q1 8.9E-QI S I 9 1.7E+OO 
fluorene 2.0E-QI 4.8E-Q1 3.2E-ol 9.IE-02 9 9 4.IE-01 
phenanthrene 3.0E-01 6.IE-QI 4.2E-ol l.lE-Q1 9 I 9 S.3E-QI 

anthracene NO 1.6E+OO 2.4E-01 S.3E-Q1 8 I 9 7.6E-Q1 
I-mcthylphenanthrcne NO 3.6E+OO 8.IE-01 I.4E+OO 7 I 9 2.2E+OO 
fluoranthene !.8E-QI 4.SE-Q1 2.7E-Q1 9.9E-02 9 I 9 3.7E-Q1 
pyrene 1.7E-ol 3.9E-01 2.4E-Q1 7.4E-02 9 I 9 3.IE-QI 
bcnz[a)anthraccne ND NO 3.6E+OO S.2E-QI o I 9 ".IE+OO 
chrylCRe NO 3.2E+OO 4.6E-Q1 I.OE+OO 8 I 9 I.SE+OO 
benzo[b ]Ouoranthene ND 6.9E+OO I.SE+OO 2.8E+OO 7 I 9 4.3E+OO 
benzo[k)Ouoranthene ND 4.7E+OO I.OE+OO 1.9E+OO 7 I 9 2.9E+OO 
benzo[ e]pyrcne ND 4.0E+OO 2.7E+OO I.SE+OO 2 I 9 ".2E+OO 
benzol a]pyrene NO 4.IE+OO 2.7E+OO I.SE+OO 2 I 9 ".lE+OO 
perylene ND S.OE+OO l.8E+OO I.SE+OO I I 9 S.lE+OO 
lndcno[ 1,2,l-c,d]pyrene NO 2.0E+OO I.SE+OO S.9E-QI I I 9 2.IE+OO 
dibcnz[ a,h ]anthracene ND ND 2.4E+OO l.SE-Q1 0 I 9 2.8E+OO 
bcnzo[g,h,i]perylene ND 3.7E+OO 2.8E+OO !.IE+OO I I 9 l.9E+OO 

Units in ug/kg wet weight 



TABLE D-22 
DATA SUMMARlES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 5) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphthalono 
2-mcthylnaphthaleno 
I -mcthylnaphthaltno 
biphcnyl 
2,6-dimcthyinaphthalono 
acenaphthyiono 
accnaphthcno 
I .6,7-trimcthylnaphthalcno 
fluoteno 
phcnanthreno 
anthracMo 
I -mothylphcnanthrcno 
fluorantheno 

w- 
bcnz[a]anthmcono 

chry- 
bcnzofb]fluoranthono 
bonm&] lluoranthono 

bcnzo(elpy rono 
WMPY rcno 

Pcryl~O 
indeno[ I ,2.3-c.d]pyrono 
dibonz[a.hJanthraceno 

benzo(gh,Wryi- 

Unitr in @kg wet weight 

i.2E+MI 
I .7E+OO 
6.5E-01 
I.OE-01 
3.3E-01 
ND 
I IIE-01 
ND 
I SE-01 
2. IE-QI 
ND 
4.4E-02 
I .OE-Ol 
l.lE-01 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

I .3E+OO 
I .IE+OO 
I .7E+OO 
2.3E-01 
3.7E-01 
2.7E+QO 
6.3E-01 
2.iE40 
i.6E-01 
3.OE-01 
2.OE+OO 
I .OEXll 
I .6E-Oi 
1.6E-01 
ND 
3.9890 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 
ND 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmetic 

rvorago 

i.3EUM 
I .8E+OO 
I .2E+00 
i.7E-01 
3.5E-01 
I .4E+00 
4.OE-01 
i.iE+OO 
I SE-01 
2.5E-01 
I .OE+OO 
7.46-02 
I .3E-Oi 
I .4E-Ol 
4. IE+OO 
2.OE+OO 
7SE+OO 
5.OEMlO 
3.9E+OO 
4.OE+OO 
4.8EtOO 
I .9E+OO 
2.8E+OO 
3.6E+OO 

OfKtI 

4.5E-02 
5.6E-02 
7.5E-01 
8.88-02 
2.9E-02 
I .9E+OO 
3.2E-01 
I .4E+00 
7.78-03 
6.88-02 
1.4E+OO 
4.2E-02 
3.9E-02 
3.5E-02 
4.4E-01 
2.7E+OO 
8.2E-01 
5.5E-01 
4.2E-01 
4.3E-01 
5.2E-01 
2. IE-OI 
3.OE-01 
3.9E-01 

Dchuon 

Froquary 

21 2 
21 2 
21 2 
21 2 
21 2 
II 2 
21 2 
II 2 
21 2 
21 2 
II 2 
21 2 
21 2 
2/ 2 
01 2 
II 2 
01 2 
01 2 
01 2 
01 2 

01 2 
OI 2 
01 2 
01 2 

Mum+ 

la0 

1.3E+00 
I .8EMxl 
I .9E+OO 
2.5E-01 
3.8E-01 
3.3EiOO 
7.3E-01 
2.5E+OO 
1.6E-01 
3.2E-01 
2.4E+OO 
1.2E-01 
1.7E-01 
1.7E-01 
4.5E+OO 
4.7E+oo 
8.3E90 
5.6EtCHI 
4.3E+OO 
4.4&o 
5.3E+OO 
2.iE+00 
3.1E+OO 
3.9E+OO 

TABLE D-22 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH S) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmdic Standard Detection Mcan+ 

ANALYTE (Min) (M8Il) average error Frcqucnc:y IIC 

naphthalene 1.2E+OO 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO 4.SE-02 2 I 2 1.3E+OO 
2-mcthylnaphthalene 1.7E+OO 1.8E+OO 1.8E+OO 5.6E-02 2 2 1.8E+OO 
I-methylnaphthalene 6.5E-Q1 1.7E+OO 1.2E+OO 7.5E-Q1 2 I 2 1.9E+OO 
biphenyl 1.0E-Q1 2.3E-Q1 1.7E-Q1 8.8E-02 2 I 2 2.SE-Q1 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalene 3.3E-Q1 3.7E-Q1 3.5E-Q1 2.9E-02 2 I 2 3.8E-Q1 
accnaphthylene ND 2.7E+OO 1.4E+OO 1.9E+OO 2 3.3E+OO 
accnaphthene 1.8E-Q1 6.3E-Q1 4.0E-Q1 3.2E-Q1 2 2 7.3E-Q1 
1,6,7-trlmethylnaphthalene ND 2.IE+OO I.IE+OO 1.4E+OO I I 2 2.5E+OO 
fluorene 1.5E-Q1 I. 6E-Q 1 1.5E-Q1 7.7E-Q3 2 I 2 1.6E-Q1 
phenanthrene 2.IE-Q1 3.0E-Q1 2.5E-Q1 6.8E-02 2 I 2 3.2E-Q1 
anthracene ND 2.0E+OO I.OE+OO 1.4E+OO I I 2 2.4E+OO 
I-methylphenanthrene 4.4E-Q2 I.OE-QI 7.4E-Q2 4.2E-Q2 2 I 2 1.2E-Q1 
fluoranthene I.OE-QI 1.6E-Q1 1.3E-Q1 3.9E-Q2 2 I 2 1.7£-Q1 
pyrene I.I£-QI 1.6E-Q1 1.4E-Q1 3.5E-Q2 2 I 2 1.7£-Q1 
bcnz(a ]8IIIhraccne ND ND 4.IE+OO 4.4E-Q1 o I 2 4.5E+OO 
chryacne ND 3.9E+OO 2.0E..oo 2.7E+OO I I 2 4.7E..oo 
benzo{b) ftuoranthenc ND ND 7.5E+OO 8.2E-Q1 o I 2 8.3E+OO 
benzo{k]ftuoranthenc ND ND 5.0E+OO S.5E-Q1 o I 2 5.6E+OO 
benzo{e)pyrcne ND ND 3.9E+OO 4.2E-QI 0 I 2 4.3E+OO 
benzo(a)pyrcne ND ND 4.0E+OO 4.3E-Q1 o I 2 4.4E+OO 
pcrylene ND ND 4.8E+OO S.2E-QI o I 2 S.3E+OO 
Indcno(I,2,3-c:,d]pyrene ND ND 1.9E+OO 2.IE-Q1 o I 2 2.IE+OO 
dibenz(a.h]anthraccne ND ND 2.8E+OO 3.0E-Q1 o I 2 3.IE+OO 
benzo{g, h,i]pcrylenc ND ND 3.6E..oo 3.9E-Q1 o I 2 3.9E+OO 

Unit. in uglkg wd weight 

( ( ( 

TABLE D-22 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH S) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmdic Standard Detection Mcan+ 

ANALYTE (Min) (M8Il) average error Frcqucnc:y IIC 

naphthalene 1.2E+OO 1.3E+OO 1.3E+OO 4.SE-02 2 I 2 1.3E+OO 
2-mcthylnaphthalene 1.7E+OO 1.8E+OO 1.8E+OO 5.6E-02 2 2 1.8E+OO 
I-methylnaphthalene 6.5E-Q1 1.7E+OO 1.2E+OO 7.5E-Q1 2 I 2 1.9E+OO 
biphenyl 1.0E-Q1 2.3E-Q1 1.7E-Q1 8.8E-02 2 I 2 2.SE-Q1 
2,6-dimethylnaphthalene 3.3E-Q1 3.7E-Q1 3.5E-Q1 2.9E-02 2 I 2 3.8E-Q1 
accnaphthylene ND 2.7E+OO 1.4E+OO 1.9E+OO 2 3.3E+OO 
accnaphthene 1.8E-Q1 6.3E-Q1 4.0E-Q1 3.2E-Q1 2 2 7.3E-Q1 
1,6,7-trlmethylnaphthalene ND 2.IE+OO I.IE+OO 1.4E+OO I I 2 2.5E+OO 
fluorene 1.5E-Q1 I. 6E-Q 1 1.5E-Q1 7.7E-Q3 2 I 2 1.6E-Q1 
phenanthrene 2.IE-Q1 3.0E-Q1 2.5E-Q1 6.8E-02 2 I 2 3.2E-Q1 
anthracene ND 2.0E+OO I.OE+OO 1.4E+OO I I 2 2.4E+OO 
I-methylphenanthrene 4.4E-Q2 I.OE-QI 7.4E-Q2 4.2E-Q2 2 I 2 1.2E-Q1 
fluoranthene I.OE-QI 1.6E-Q1 1.3E-Q1 3.9E-Q2 2 I 2 1.7£-Q1 
pyrene I.I£-QI 1.6E-Q1 1.4E-Q1 3.5E-Q2 2 I 2 1.7£-Q1 
bcnz(a ]8IIIhraccne ND ND 4.IE+OO 4.4E-Q1 o I 2 4.5E+OO 
chryacne ND 3.9E+OO 2.0E..oo 2.7E+OO I I 2 4.7E..oo 
benzo{b) ftuoranthenc ND ND 7.5E+OO 8.2E-Q1 o I 2 8.3E+OO 
benzo{k]ftuoranthenc ND ND 5.0E+OO S.5E-Q1 o I 2 5.6E+OO 
benzo{e)pyrcne ND ND 3.9E+OO 4.2E-QI 0 I 2 4.3E+OO 
benzo(a)pyrcne ND ND 4.0E+OO 4.3E-Q1 o I 2 4.4E+OO 
pcrylene ND ND 4.8E+OO S.2E-QI o I 2 S.3E+OO 
Indcno(I,2,3-c:,d]pyrene ND ND 1.9E+OO 2.IE-Q1 o I 2 2.IE+OO 
dibenz(a.h]anthraccne ND ND 2.8E+OO 3.0E-Q1 o I 2 3.IE+OO 
benzo{g, h,i]pcrylenc ND ND 3.6E..oo 3.9E-Q1 o I 2 3.9E+OO 

Unit. in uglkg wd weight 

( ( ( 



TABLE D-23 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE (MW (Max) 

naphthaleno 
L-methylnaphthalono 
I -methyinaphthalcno 
biphtnyi 
2.6-dimdhylnaphthaleno 
acenaphthylcno 
accnaphthenc 
I ,6.7-trimethyinaphthalene 
lluoreno 
phenanthrcne 
anthracono 
I-mdhylphonnnthreno 
fluorantheno 
pyrcne 
benz[a]anthracono 
chryneno 
benzo[b]iluoranthono 
bcnzo~]lluorantheno 

benzo[c]pyrcno 
benzo[a]pyreno 

P=Yl= 
indono( I ,2,3-c,d]pyreno 
dibenz[a,h]anthracene 

~nzoIg.hAlpcryl~no 

8.OE-01 2.4E+00 1 SE+00 5.4E-01 71 7 
6.iE-01 I .4E+tXl 9.OE-01 2.6E-01 71 7 
3.9E-01 9.9Edl 5.7E-01 2. IE-QI 71 7 
I .8E-Ol 6.2E-01 4.4E-01 I .5E-Oi 71 7 
2.4E-01 4.OE-01 3.2E-01 6.78-02 71 7 
ND 6.7E-01 5.IE-01 I .BE-Oi II 7 
ND 5.4E-01 3.5E-01 2.OE-01 31 7 
ND ND 5.iE-01 4.5E-02 01 7 
I e4E-01 2.7Eal 2.OE-01 5.3E-02 71 7 
2.8E-01 7.6E-Qi 4.9E-01 I .6Edl 71 7 
4.7E-02 3.OE-01 I .4E-Oi 8.iE-02 71 7 
6.2E-02 I .2E-Ol 9.iE-02 2.OE-02 71 7 
2.9E-01 I .2E+00 5.4E-01 2.9E-01 71 7 
2. IE-OI 8.8Edl 4.3E-01 2.2E-01 71 7 
ND ND 9.4EiIl 8.2E-02 01 7 
i.OE-01 3.4E-01 I .(IE-Ol 7.78-02 71 7 
5.2Ed2 2.1E-01 I.iE-Oi 5.3E-02 71 7 
4.IE-02 I .3E-Oi 7.5Ed2 2.7E-02 71 7 
ND 9.iE-01 7.6E-01 2.8E-01 II 7 
ND 9.4E-01 4.3E-01 4.3E-01 41 7 
ND i.lE+OO 3.5E-01 4.8E-01 5t 7 
ND ND 4.4E-01 3.98-02 01 7 
ND ND 6.3E-01 5.58-02 01 7 
ND 8.4E-01 6.9E-01 2.8E-01 II 7 

unitr in @kg WC4 weight 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic 

averago 

Standard 

error 

D&&ion 

Frequency 
Man+ 

IrC 

2.OE90 
i.2E90 
7.8E-01 
5.9Eai 
3.9E-01 
6.9E-01 
5.5E-01 
5.6E-01 
2.SE-Oi 
6.5E-01 
2.2E-01 
1. IE-01 
8.3E-01 
6.5E-01 
I .OE90 
2.6E-01 
1.6E-01 
I .OE-Ol 
I .OE+CUl 
8.6E-01 
8.2E-01 
4.8E-01 
6.9E-01 
9.7E-01 

TABLE D-23 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAD ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalene 8.0E-01 2.4E+OO 1.5E+OO 5.4E-01 7 I 7 2.0E+OO 
2-methylnaphthalene 6.IE-01 1.4E+OO 9.0E-01 2.6E-01 7 I 7 1.2E+OO 
I-mcthylnaphthalene 3.9E-01 9.9E-01 5.7E-01 2.IE-01 7 I 7 7.8E-01 

biphenyl 1.8E-01 6.2E-01 4.4E-01 1.5E-01 7 I 7 5.9E-ol 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalenc 2.4E-01 4.0E-01 3.2E-01 6.7E-02 7 I 7 3.9E-01 
accnaphthylenc ND 6.7E-01 5.IE-01 1.8E-ol I 7 6.9E-01 
acenaphthcne ND 5.4E-01 3.5E-01 2.0E-01 3 I 7 5.5E-01 
1,6,7-trlmcthylnaphthalene ND ND 5.IE-01 4.5E-02 0 I 7 5.6E-01 
fluorene 1.4E-01 2.7E-01 2.0E-01 5.3E-02 7 I 7 2.5E-oi 
phenanthrene 2.8E-01 7.6E-01 4.9£-01 1.6£-01 7 I 7 6.5£-01 

anthracene 4.7£-02 3.0£-01 1.4£-01 8.1£-02 7 I 7 2.2E-01 
I-mcthylphenanthrenc 6.2£-02 1.2£-01 9.1£-02 2.0£-02 7 I 7 I.IE-ol 
fluoranthenc 2.9£-01 1.2£+00 5.4£-01 2.9£-01 7 I 7 8.3£-01 

pyrene 2.1£-01 8.8£-01 4.3£-01 2.2£-01 7 I 7 6.5E-01 
benzlaJanthracene ND ND 9.4£-01 8.2E-02 o I 7 1.0£+00 
chryacnc 1.0£-01 3.4E-01 1.8£-01 7.7E-02 7 I 7 2.6E-01 

bcnzolb Jfluoranthenc 5.2£-02 2.IE-01 1.1£-01 S.3E-02 7 I 7 1.6£-01 
bcnzo(1tJfluoranthene 4.IE-02 I. 3E-o I 7.5E-02 2.7E-02 7 I 7 I.OE-ol 
benzoIc )pyrenc ND 9.IE-01 7.6E-ol 2.8E-ol I 7 I.OE+OO 

benzola)pyrenc ND 9.4E-01 4.3£-01 4.3E-01 4 I 7 8.6E-01 

pcrylene ND LlE+OO 3.S£-o1 4.8E-ol S I 7 8.2E-01 

indcnof 1,2,3-c,dJpyrenc ND ND 4.4E-01 3.9E-02 0 I 7 4.8E-01 
dibenz(a,h)anthracenc ND ND 6.3E-01 5.5£-02 o I 7 6.9E-01 
benzolg,h,lJpcrylcne ND 8.4E-01 6.9E-01 2.8E-01 I I 7 9.7E-01 

Units in uglkg wet weight 

TABLE D-23 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAD ANALYSES (BATCH 6) 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lac 

naphthalene 8.0E-01 2.4E+OO 1.5E+OO 5.4E-01 7 I 7 2.0E+OO 
2-methylnaphthalene 6.IE-01 1.4E+OO 9.0E-01 2.6E-01 7 I 7 1.2E+OO 
I-mcthylnaphthalene 3.9E-01 9.9E-01 5.7E-01 2.IE-01 7 I 7 7.8E-01 

biphenyl 1.8E-01 6.2E-01 4.4E-01 1.5E-01 7 I 7 5.9E-ol 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalenc 2.4E-01 4.0E-01 3.2E-01 6.7E-02 7 I 7 3.9E-01 
accnaphthylenc ND 6.7E-01 5.IE-01 1.8E-ol I 7 6.9E-01 
acenaphthcne ND 5.4E-01 3.5E-01 2.0E-01 3 I 7 5.5E-01 
1,6,7-trlmcthylnaphthalene ND ND 5.IE-01 4.5E-02 0 I 7 5.6E-01 
fluorene 1.4E-01 2.7E-01 2.0E-01 5.3E-02 7 I 7 2.5E-oi 
phenanthrene 2.8E-01 7.6E-01 4.9£-01 1.6£-01 7 I 7 6.5£-01 

anthracene 4.7£-02 3.0£-01 1.4£-01 8.1£-02 7 I 7 2.2E-01 
I-mcthylphenanthrenc 6.2£-02 1.2£-01 9.1£-02 2.0£-02 7 I 7 I.IE-ol 
fluoranthenc 2.9£-01 1.2£+00 5.4£-01 2.9£-01 7 I 7 8.3£-01 

pyrene 2.1£-01 8.8£-01 4.3£-01 2.2£-01 7 I 7 6.5E-01 
benzlaJanthracene ND ND 9.4£-01 8.2E-02 o I 7 1.0£+00 
chryacnc 1.0£-01 3.4E-01 1.8£-01 7.7E-02 7 I 7 2.6E-01 

bcnzolb Jfluoranthenc 5.2£-02 2.IE-01 1.1£-01 S.3E-02 7 I 7 1.6£-01 
bcnzo(1tJfluoranthene 4.IE-02 I. 3E-o I 7.5E-02 2.7E-02 7 I 7 I.OE-ol 
benzoIc )pyrenc ND 9.IE-01 7.6E-ol 2.8E-ol I 7 I.OE+OO 

benzola)pyrenc ND 9.4E-01 4.3£-01 4.3E-01 4 I 7 8.6E-01 

pcrylene ND LlE+OO 3.S£-o1 4.8E-ol S I 7 8.2E-01 

indcnof 1,2,3-c,dJpyrenc ND ND 4.4E-01 3.9E-02 0 I 7 4.8E-01 
dibenz(a,h)anthracenc ND ND 6.3E-01 5.5£-02 o I 7 6.9E-01 
benzolg,h,lJpcrylcne ND 8.4E-01 6.9E-01 2.8E-01 I I 7 9.7E-01 

Units in uglkg wet weight 



TABLE D-24 
DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 

ES1 REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

ANALYTE 

naphthakno 
2-methyinnphthnieno 
I-mothylnaphthaleno 
biphenyl 
2.6-dimethylnaphthaiono 
eceMPhthyiea0 
acenaphtheno 
I ,6,7-trimdhyinnphthnleno 
fluoreno 
phonanthrene 
anthmcono 
I-mdhylphenanthrone 
fl wrantheno 

PYr- 
bonz[a]anthr~e 
chrykono 
benzo~]iluomntheno 
benzo[k]fiuorentheno 
benzo[o]pyreno 
bento(a]pyrono 

PM- 
inddi.2,3-c,d]pyrcno 
dibe~a.h]anthraceno 

bcm[g,h,ilperyl~~ 

unita in uglkg we4 weight 

WW 

5.8E-01 
7.6E-01 
3.7E-01 
I .7E-O1 
4.4E-01 
ND 
3.3E-01 
ND 
3.5E-01 
1.5E+OO 
I .7E-Oi 
2.3E-01 
3.OE+OO 
i.3E+CQ 
2.8E-01 
9. iE-01 
ND 
ND 
1.8E-01 

ND 
5.98-02 
ND 
ND 
6.OE-02 

&W 

l.iE+OO 
I .4E+OO 
7.OE-01 
3.lE-01 
7.2E+H 
9.5E-01 
6.7E-01 
8.2E-01 
5.5E-01 
2.2E+OO 
4.2E-01 
5.4E-01 
i.iE+Oi 
6.2E*00 
2.iE+OO 
3.1E+OO 
2.%E+OO 
I .9E+OO 
8.7E-01 
I .6E+00 
3.2E-01 
8.9E-01 
i.iE+OO 
7.8E-01 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard 

averago orror 

7.6E-01 I.8E-01 
i.iE+OO 2.3E-01 
5.4E-01 i.iE-01 
2.2E-01 5.OE-02 

. 5.9E-01 9.28-02 
3.iE-01 3.9E-01 
4.4E-01 i.IE-01 
2.5E-01 2.3E-01 
4.5Eal 6.2E-02 
1.8E+OO 2.5Edi 
2.8E-01 8.5E-02 
3.3E-01 9.9E-02 
5.2E+OO 3. IE+OO 
2.7E+OO I .9Ea 
8.4E-01 6.5E-01 
i.5E+OO 7.6E-01 
i.iE+OO 7.9E-01 
4.8E-01 5.8Edi 
4.OE-01 2.4E-01 
5.4E-01 6.2E-01 
I .4E-Oi 8.5E-02 
3.9E-01 3.5E-01 
5.5E-01 5.4E-01 
2.OE-01 2.4E-01 

Detection 
Frequency 

al 8 
al 8 
II 8 
81 8 
8t a 
61 a 
81 8 
71 a 
II 8 
ai 8 
81 a 
ai 8 
II 8 
81 8 
II a 
818 
71 a 
?I 8 
818 
61 8 
81 a 
5/E 
418 
818 

Man+ 

iae 

9.4E-01 
1.3E+OO 
6.6E-01 
2.7E-01 
6.9E-01 
7.OEal 
5.5E-01 
4.8E-01 
5.iE-01 
2. iE+OO 
3.6E-01 
4.3E-01 
8.3E+OO 
4.6890 
1.5E+OO 
2.3E+OO 
1.9E+OO 
l.iE+00 
6.4E-01 
1.2EiOO 
2.3E-01 
7.4E-01 
l.lE+QO 
4.4E-01 

TABLE D-24 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 
ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mcan+ 
ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lie 

naphthalene S.8E-Q1 I.IE+OO 7.6E-QI l.8E-Q1 8 I 9.4E-QI 
2-methylnaphthalene 7.6E-QI 1.4E+OO UE+OO 2.3E-Q1 8 I 1.3E+OO 
I-methylnaphthalene 3.7E-QI 7.0E-QI S.4E-Q1 l.IE-Q1 8 I 6.6E-QI 
biphenyl 1.7E-Q1 3.IE-QI 2.2E-Q1 S.OE-02 8 I 2.7E-QI 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene 4.4E-QI 7.2E-QI . S.9E-QI 9.2E-02 8 I 6.9E-QI 
accnaphthylene ND 9.SE-QI 3.IE-Q1 3.9E-QI 6 I 7.0E-QI 
accnaphthcne 3.3E-Q1 6.7E-QI 4.4E-Q1 l.IE-Q1 8 I S.SE-QI 
1,6,7-trlmc:thylnaphthalene ND 8.2E-Q1 2.SE-Q1 2.3E-Q1 7 I 4.8E-ol 
Ouorene 3.SE-QI S.SE-ol 4.SE-Q1 6.2E-02 8 I S.IE-01 
phenanthrene I.SE+OO 2.2E+OO l.8E+OO 2.SE-QI 8 I 2.IE+OO 
anthracenc 1.7E-oi 4.2E-ol 2.8E-ol 8.SE-02 8 I 3.6E-ol 
l-methylphenanthrcnc 2.3E-01 S.4E-ol 3.3E-ol 9.9E-02 8 I 4.3E-QI 
Ouoranthcnc 3.0E+OO 1.1 E+O I S.2E+OO 3.IE+OO 8 I 8.3E+OO 
pyrenc 1.3E+OO 6.2E+OO 2.7E+OO 1.9E+OO 8 I 8 4.6E+OO 
benz(a)anthraccnc 2.8E-Q1 2.IE+OO 8.4E-01 6.SE-01 8 I 8 I.SE+OO 
chrylcne 9.IE-Q1 3.IE+OO I.SE+OO 7.6E-QI 8 I 8 2.3E+OO 
benzo(b ]Ouoranthcne ND 2.8E+OO UE+OO 7.9E-Q1 7 I 8 1.9E+OO 
bcnzollt)Ouoranthenc ND 1.9E+OO 4.8E-01 S.8E-ol 7 I 8 I.IE+OO 
benzoIc ]pyrenc 1.8E-Q1 8.7E-01 4.0E-ol 2.4E-Q1 8 I 8 6.4E-01 
benzola ]pyrcnc ND 1.6E+OO S.4E-Q1 6.2E-Q1 6 I 8 1.2E+OO 
pcrylcnc S.9E-02 3.2E-01 1.4E-ol 8.SE-02 8 I 8 2.3E-ol 
indcno( 1,2,3-c,d]pyrenc ND 8.9E-ol 3.9E-Q1 3.SE-Q1 S I 8 7.4E-QI 
dlbcnz(a,h)antbracene ND I.IE+OO S.SE-QI S.4E-Q1 4 I 8 I.IE+OO 
benzo(g,h,i)pcrylenc 6.0E-02 7.8E-01 2.0E-Q1 2.4E-Q1 8 I 8 4.4E-01 

UnJta in uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 

TABLE D-24 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 
ESI REPORT - CAUSEWAY LANDFILL 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

POND 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mcan+ 
ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency lie 

naphthalene S.8E-Q1 I.IE+OO 7.6E-QI l.8E-Q1 8 I 9.4E-QI 
2-methylnaphthalene 7.6E-QI 1.4E+OO UE+OO 2.3E-Q1 8 I 1.3E+OO 
I-methylnaphthalene 3.7E-QI 7.0E-QI S.4E-Q1 l.IE-Q1 8 I 6.6E-QI 
biphenyl 1.7E-Q1 3.IE-QI 2.2E-Q1 S.OE-02 8 I 2.7E-QI 
2,6-dlmcthylnaphthalene 4.4E-QI 7.2E-QI . S.9E-QI 9.2E-02 8 I 6.9E-QI 
accnaphthylene ND 9.SE-QI 3.IE-Q1 3.9E-QI 6 I 7.0E-QI 
accnaphthcne 3.3E-Q1 6.7E-QI 4.4E-Q1 l.IE-Q1 8 I S.SE-QI 
1,6,7-trlmc:thylnaphthalene ND 8.2E-Q1 2.SE-Q1 2.3E-Q1 7 I 4.8E-ol 
Ouorene 3.SE-QI S.SE-ol 4.SE-Q1 6.2E-02 8 I S.IE-01 
phenanthrene I.SE+OO 2.2E+OO l.8E+OO 2.SE-QI 8 I 2.IE+OO 
anthracenc 1.7E-oi 4.2E-ol 2.8E-ol 8.SE-02 8 I 3.6E-ol 
l-methylphenanthrcnc 2.3E-01 S.4E-ol 3.3E-ol 9.9E-02 8 I 4.3E-QI 
Ouoranthcnc 3.0E+OO 1.1 E+O I S.2E+OO 3.IE+OO 8 I 8.3E+OO 
pyrenc 1.3E+OO 6.2E+OO 2.7E+OO 1.9E+OO 8 I 8 4.6E+OO 
benz(a)anthraccnc 2.8E-Q1 2.IE+OO 8.4E-01 6.SE-01 8 I 8 I.SE+OO 
chrylcne 9.IE-Q1 3.IE+OO I.SE+OO 7.6E-QI 8 I 8 2.3E+OO 
benzo(b ]Ouoranthcne ND 2.8E+OO UE+OO 7.9E-Q1 7 I 8 1.9E+OO 
bcnzollt)Ouoranthenc ND 1.9E+OO 4.8E-01 S.8E-ol 7 I 8 I.IE+OO 
benzoIc ]pyrenc 1.8E-Q1 8.7E-01 4.0E-ol 2.4E-Q1 8 I 8 6.4E-01 
benzola ]pyrcnc ND 1.6E+OO S.4E-Q1 6.2E-Q1 6 I 8 1.2E+OO 
pcrylcnc S.9E-02 3.2E-01 1.4E-ol 8.SE-02 8 I 8 2.3E-ol 
indcno( 1,2,3-c,d]pyrenc ND 8.9E-ol 3.9E-Q1 3.SE-Q1 S I 8 7.4E-QI 
dlbcnz(a,h)antbracene ND I.IE+OO S.SE-QI S.4E-Q1 4 I 8 I.IE+OO 
benzo(g,h,i)pcrylenc 6.0E-02 7.8E-01 2.0E-Q1 2.4E-Q1 8 I 8 4.4E-01 

UnJta in uglkg wet weight 

( ( ( 



TABLE D-25 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 
CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA . 

ANALYTE 

naphthakno 
2-mcthyinaphthakno 
i -methylnaphth&no 
blphenyl 
2.6-dkthyiNphthakJlO 

acoMphthylen0 
l camphthono 
1.6.7-trimdhylnaphthakn~ 
lluorene 
phenanthrene 
mthraceno 
I-methylphenanthreno 
iluorantheno 

iv- 
benz[a]anthmcone 

thy- 
ben@b]lluornntheno 
benz+]iluor~theno 

bo=.o[olpy=no 
Amway 
PVi-0 
lndeno[ 1,2,3-e,d]pyreno 
dik[a.h]anthr~ 

bcll+ol8Aili’W~ 

Unlta in @kg wet weight 

WW (Max) 

3.4E-01 I .4E+OO 
7.6E-01 I .4E+OO 
3.7E-01 7.OE-01 
1.7E-01 3.iE-01 
4.4E-01 7.2E-0 I 
ND ND’ 
ND 6.7E-01 
ND 8.2E-01 
3.5E-01 5.5E-01 
I.SE+OO 2.2EtOO 
1.7E-01 4.2E-01 
2.3E-01 5.4E-01 
3.lE+QO l.iEiQl 
I .3E+OO 6.2E+OO 

ND 2.IEUIO 
9. IE-OI 3.lE+OO 
ND 2.8E+OO 
ND I .9E+OO 
l.UE-01 8.7E-01 

ND I .6E+oo 
5.9E-02 3.2E-01 
ND 8.9E-01 
ND ND 
ND 7.8E-01 

TIDEOATE 
Arithmetic 

average 

6.3E-01 
4.8E-0 I 
3.1E-Olr 
1.6E-01’. 
2.4E-01’ 
7.2E-O1.% 

1.6E-01 
4.6E-01 
1.9E-01 
5.3E-01 
9.58-02 
I.iE-01 
9.7E-01 
5.8E-01 
8.5E-01 
3.4E-01 
4.5E-QI 
2.7E-01 
8.8E-02 
5.4E-01 

9.6E-02 

2.2E-0 I 
7.9Ed I 
5.OE-01 

error 

3.OE-01 
3.3E-01 
2.3E-01 
1.3E-01 
1.2E-01 

: 3.lE-02 

2.0E-0 I 
2.6E-01 
4.llE-02 
l.2.E-01 
5.98-02 
5.8E-02 
2.8E-01 
I.UElol 
4.5E-01 
9.8E-02 
6.2E-01 
4.3E-01 
3.lE-02 
5.6E-01 

2.9E-02 
2.5E-01 
3.4E-02 
5.OE-01 

D&&Ion 

Frqucncy 

91 9 
91 9. 
9 I .9 
91 9 
91 9 

.Ol 9 
St 9 
31 9 
91 9 
91 9 
91 9 

‘91 9 
9 I .9 
91 9 
31 9 
91 9 
II 9 
8/ 9 
9 / ,9 
41 9 
91 9 

51 9 
01 9 
51 9 

Mean+ 

IK 

9.3E-01 
8.IE-01 
5.4E-01 
2.9E-01 
3.6E-01 

7.5E-01 
3.6E-01 
7.iE-01 
2.3E-01 
6.6E-01 
ISE-OI 
1.7E-01 
I .2E+QO 
7.6E-01 
1.3E+OO 
4.48-01 
i.lE+OO 
7.OE-01 
I .2E-Ol 
i.IE+OO 
i.3E-01 

4.7E-01 
8.2E-01 
I .OE+OO 

TABLE D-25 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 
CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TID EO ATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean ... 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency tac 

naphthalene 3.4E-01 IAEtOO 6.3E-01 3.0E-01 9 I 9 9.3E-Q1 

2-mcthylnaphthaJene 7.6E-01 I.4EtOO 4.8E-ot 3.3E-01 . 9 I 9. 8.tE-Qt 

l-mdhylnaphthaJme 3.7E-01 7.0E-Q1 3.1E-Q1 2.3E-01 9 I 9 S.4E-Q1 

blphmyl 1.7E-Q1 3.IE-Q1 1.6E-QI\ 1.3E-ol 9 I 9 2.9E-Q1 

2,6-dlmethylnaphthalene 4.4E-Q1 7.2E-01 2.4E-QI· . 1.2E-Q1 9 I 9 3.6E-Q1 

acenapbthylene ND ND 7.2E-QJ.- 3.IE-02 . 0 I 9 7.5E-Q1 

aeenapbthene NO 6.7E-Qt 1.6E-ol 2.0E-01 8 I 9 3.6E-Q1 

1.6.7-trimdhylnaphthaJene ND 1.2E-Q1 4.6E-01 2.6E-01 3 I 9 7.tE-Q1 

nuorene 3.5E-ol S.SE-ol 1.9E-ol 4.IE-02 9 I 9 2.3E-01 

phenanthrene I.SEtOO 2.2EtOO S.3E-QI 1.2.E-Qt 9 I 9 6.6E-ol 

uthraccne 1.7E-ol 4.2E-QI 9.SE-Q2 S.9E-02 9 I 9 I.SE-QI 

I-mdhylphenanthrene 2.3E-ol 5.4E-Q1 I.lE-Q1 S.IE-02 . 9 I 9 1.7E-Q1 

nuoruthene 3.IEtOO I.IE+OI 9.7E-01 2.8E-Q1 9 I .9 1.2EtOO 

pyrene t.3EtOO 6.2EtOO S.8E-01 UE~I 9 I 9 7.6E-Q1 

benz(a)lUlthneenc ND 2.IEtOO 8.SE-Q1 4.SE-Q1 3 I 9 1.3EtOO 

cluyacno 9.IE-QI 3.IEtOO 3.4E-QI 9.8E-02 9 I 9 4.4E-Q1 

bcnzo(b]nuoran~e NO 2.8EtOO 4.SE-QI 6.2E-01 8 I 9 l.lEtOO 

benzo{1t]nuoruthcno NO 1.9EtOO 2.7E-Q1 4.3E-01 I I 9 7.0E-01 

benzol e)pyrcne I.8E-oI 8.7E-Q1 8.8E-Q2 3.IE-02 9 I 9 1.2E-Q1 

benzo(a)pyrcne NO 1.6EtOO S.4E-Qt S.6E-01 4 I 9 I.IEtOO 

perylcno 5.9E-02 3.2E-Q1 9.6E-02 2.9E-02 9 I 9 1.3E-ol 

Indeno( I ,2,3-c,d)pyreno NO 1.9E-01 2.2E-01 2.SE-01 5 I 9 4.1E-Q1 

dlbenz(a.h]uthrac:eno NO NO 7.9E-ot 3.4E-02 o I 9 8.2E-Q1 

benzo(g,h,l)peryleno NO 7.8E-Q1 S.OE-QI S.OE-ol 5 I 9 I.OEtOO 

Unit. In Uzlk& wet weight 

TABLE D-25 

DATA SUMMARIES FOR PAH ANALYSES (BATCH 7) 
CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 

PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

TID EO ATE 

Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean ... 

ANALYTE (Min) (Max) average error Frequency tac 

naphthalene 3.4E-01 IAEtOO 6.3E-01 3.0E-01 9 I 9 9.3E-Q1 

2-mcthylnaphthaJene 7.6E-01 I.4EtOO 4.8E-ot 3.3E-01 . 9 I 9. 8.tE-Qt 

l-mdhylnaphthaJme 3.7E-01 7.0E-Q1 3.1E-Q1 2.3E-01 9 I 9 S.4E-Q1 

blphmyl 1.7E-Q1 3.IE-Q1 1.6E-QI\ 1.3E-ol 9 I 9 2.9E-Q1 

2,6-dlmethylnaphthalene 4.4E-Q1 7.2E-01 2.4E-QI· . 1.2E-Q1 9 I 9 3.6E-Q1 

acenapbthylene ND ND 7.2E-QJ.- 3.IE-02 . 0 I 9 7.5E-Q1 

aeenapbthene NO 6.7E-Qt 1.6E-ol 2.0E-01 8 I 9 3.6E-Q1 

1.6.7-trimdhylnaphthaJene ND 1.2E-Q1 4.6E-01 2.6E-01 3 I 9 7.tE-Q1 

nuorene 3.5E-ol S.SE-ol 1.9E-ol 4.IE-02 9 I 9 2.3E-01 

phenanthrene I.SEtOO 2.2EtOO S.3E-QI 1.2.E-Qt 9 I 9 6.6E-ol 

uthraccne 1.7E-ol 4.2E-QI 9.SE-Q2 S.9E-02 9 I 9 I.SE-QI 

I-mdhylphenanthrene 2.3E-ol 5.4E-Q1 I.lE-Q1 S.IE-02 . 9 I 9 1.7E-Q1 

nuoruthene 3.IEtOO I.IE+OI 9.7E-01 2.8E-Q1 9 I .9 1.2EtOO 

pyrene t.3EtOO 6.2EtOO S.8E-01 UE~I 9 I 9 7.6E-Q1 

benz(a)lUlthneenc ND 2.IEtOO 8.SE-Q1 4.SE-Q1 3 I 9 1.3EtOO 

cluyacno 9.IE-QI 3.IEtOO 3.4E-QI 9.8E-02 9 I 9 4.4E-Q1 

bcnzo(b]nuoran~e NO 2.8EtOO 4.SE-QI 6.2E-01 8 I 9 l.lEtOO 

benzo{1t]nuoruthcno NO 1.9EtOO 2.7E-Q1 4.3E-01 I I 9 7.0E-01 

benzol e)pyrcne I.8E-oI 8.7E-Q1 8.8E-Q2 3.IE-02 9 I 9 1.2E-Q1 

benzo(a)pyrcne NO 1.6EtOO S.4E-Qt S.6E-01 4 I 9 I.IEtOO 

perylcno 5.9E-02 3.2E-Q1 9.6E-02 2.9E-02 9 I 9 1.3E-ol 

Indeno( I ,2,3-c,d)pyreno NO 1.9E-01 2.2E-01 2.SE-01 5 I 9 4.1E-Q1 

dlbenz(a.h]uthrac:eno NO NO 7.9E-ot 3.4E-02 o I 9 8.2E-Q1 

benzo(g,h,l)peryleno NO 7.8E-Q1 S.OE-QI S.OE-ol 5 I 9 I.OEtOO 

Unit. In Uzlk& wet weight 



BATCH X 

7 7.9E-03 1.3E-02 l.lE-02 2.OE-03 81 8 i.3Ee 

TABLED-26 
DATASUMMARIESFORh4ERCURYANALYSES 

CAUSEWAY LANDFILL, MCRD 
PARRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

Arithmecie standard 
avemgo emor 

4.1E-02 6.9Ea 5.5E-02 1 .OE-O2 

Mm+ 
1W 

6.6E-02 

3.5E-02 4.2E-01 l.lE-01 1.5E-01 61 6 

2.3E-03 6.4E+3 3.8Eq3 I .8E-O3 414 

2.7E-01 

5.6Ed3 

4.OE-02 1.5E-01 7.5E-02 5.3E+2 414 1.3E-01 

l.lE-02 3X-02 2X+2 6.1Eq3 919 2.8E-02 

BATCH# 0 (Mu) 

1 5.8E-02 5.8E-02 
_- 

2 7.lE-02 7.1E-02 

3 l.iEq3 l.lE-02 

4 3.6Ea 8.9E-02 

5 4.2E-02 5.6E-02 

6 3.8E-43 9.6Eq3 

7 6.9E-03 l.lE-02 

NOTES: 

NA - Not applicable (only one sample) 

F’OND 

NS 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic standard 

average error .: 

5.8E+ NA 

7.1E-02 NA II 1 7.1E+2 

4.5E-03 3.3EXI3 

6.1E-02 2.2E-02 

4.9E-02 9.8E-03 

6.4E-03 l.UEa3 

8.3E-03 1.3E-03 

717 

61 6 

212 

717 

919 

MOU+ 
lrc 

5.8E-02 

7.86-03 

8.3E-02 

5.9E-02 

8.2E-03 

9.6E3-03 

TABLED-26 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR MERCURY ANAlYSES 

CAUSEWAYLANDALL,MCRD 
P ARRlS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLIN A 

..."", , 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

BATCH # (Min) (Max) average error Frequency llC 

4.IE-m 6.9E-m 5.5E-m 1.0E-m 6 I 6 6.6E-m 

2 3.5E-m 4.2E~1 1.IE-ol 1.5E-ol 6 I 6 2.1£-01 

3 2.3E~3 6.4E~3 3.8E-03 1.8E-03 4 I 4 5.6E-03 

4 4.0E-m 1.5E~1 7.5E-m 5.3E-m 4 I 4 1.3E-ol 

5 1.1E-m 3.2E-m 2.2E-m 6.IE-03 9 I 9 2.8E-m 

6 NS 

7 7.9E~3 1.3E-m l.lE-m 2.0E-03 8 I 8 1.3E-m 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detcc:ti0ll Mean + 

BATCH # (Min) (Max) average error . ,Frequency llC 

5.8E-m 5.8E-m S.8E-m NA I S.8E-m ..""" , 

" 2 7.IE-m 7.1E-m 7.1E-m NA I 1 7.1E-m 

3 1.1E-03 1.1E-m 4.5E-03 3.3E-03 7 I 7 7.8E-03 

4 3.6E-m B.9E-m 6.IE-m 2.2E-02 6 I 6 B.3E-m 

5 4.2E-m 5.6E-m 4.9E-02 9.8E-03 2 I 2 5.9E-02 

6 3.8E-03 9.6E~3 6.4E-03 1.8E-03 7 I 7 8.2E-03 

7 6.9E-03 l.lE-m 8.3E-03 1.3E-03 9 I 9 9.6E-03 

NOTES: 

NA - Not applicable (only one sample) 

TABLED-26 
DAT A SUMMARIES FOR MERCURY ANAlYSES 

CAUSEWAYLANDALL,MCRD 
P ARRlS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLIN A 

..."", , 

POND 
Arithmetic Standard Detection Mean + 

BATCH # (Min) (Max) average error Frequency llC 

4.IE-m 6.9E-m 5.5E-m 1.0E-m 6 I 6 6.6E-m 

2 3.5E-m 4.2E~1 1.IE-ol 1.5E-ol 6 I 6 2.1£-01 

3 2.3E~3 6.4E~3 3.8E-03 1.8E-03 4 I 4 5.6E-03 

4 4.0E-m 1.5E~1 7.5E-m 5.3E-m 4 I 4 1.3E-ol 

5 1.1E-m 3.2E-m 2.2E-m 6.IE-03 9 I 9 2.8E-m 

6 NS 

7 7.9E~3 1.3E-m l.lE-m 2.0E-03 8 I 8 1.3E-m 

TIDEGATE 
Arithmetic Standard Detcc:ti0ll Mean + 

BATCH # (Min) (Max) average error . ,Frequency llC 

5.8E-m 5.8E-m S.8E-m NA I S.8E-m ..""" , 

" 2 7.IE-m 7.1E-m 7.1E-m NA I 1 7.1E-m 

3 1.1E-03 1.1E-m 4.5E-03 3.3E-03 7 I 7 7.8E-03 

4 3.6E-m B.9E-m 6.IE-m 2.2E-02 6 I 6 B.3E-m 

5 4.2E-m 5.6E-m 4.9E-02 9.8E-03 2 I 2 5.9E-02 

6 3.8E-03 9.6E~3 6.4E-03 1.8E-03 7 I 7 8.2E-03 

7 6.9E-03 l.lE-m 8.3E-03 1.3E-03 9 I 9 9.6E-03 

NOTES: 

NA - Not applicable (only one sample) 
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ECOLOGY OF TARGET SPECIES 

Strioed Mullet. Adult mullet (Mugil cephalus) are described as herbivorous, 
detritivorous, and interface feeders. Their diet varies with location, but the 
major food consumed is either epiphitic and benthic microalgae, macrophytic 
detritus, or inorganic sediment particles (Collins, 1985). Although sediment 
particles function primarily as a grinding paste in the gizzard-like pyloric 
portion of the stomach, some small particles are rich in microorganisms and are 
selectively ingested for their food value. 

Mullet commonly feed by sucking up the top layer of sediment, which is rich in 
detritus and microalgae, primarily diatoms, and by grazing on epiphytes and 
epifauna from seagrasses and other substrates. They also ingest surface scum 
when large concentrations of microalgae are present at the air water interface. 
As a result of their feeding behavior, mullet are exposed to any sediment 
contamination directly or indirectly through consumption of contaminated food 
items (i.e., bioaccumulation). 

Mullet are schooling fish that are generally found in the more saline areas of 
estuaries and occasionally in freshwater as well. Mature mullet move offshore 
to spawn in the fall and winter and return to estuarine areas in the spring. 
Mullet may be resident in the tidal creek and pond areas near the causeway on a 
seasonal basis for periods of 6 to 9 months. On the tidal creek side, mullet may 
move with tidal exchange and are probably resident for shorter periods of time. 

Summer Flounder. The summer flounder (Paralithys dentatus) are found along the 
shores of bays, sounds, and lagoons in comparatively shallow water along the 
south Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 

Summer flounders are highly predaceous, feeding on both benthic and pelagic fish 
and crustaceans. As adults, they are primarily tertiary consumers and capture 
prey equally well on the bottom or in the water column (Enge and Mulholland, 
1985). Larger southern flounder tend to prey proportionally more on fish than 
other types of prey but also feed on penaeid shrimp and portunid crabs. In 
flounders over 150 millimeters (6 inches), fish constituted about 70 percent of 
the food items, penaeid shrimp were the most frequent invertebrates, followed by 
blue crabs (Rogers and Van Den Avyle, 1983). Fish commonly eaten by the summer 
flounder include anchovy, mullet, menhaden, Atlantic croaker, andpinfish. Three 
of the original target species: shrimp, crabs, and mullet are thus primary diet 
items of the summer flounder. 

As top carnivores or tertiary consumers in the aquatic food web and potentially 
resident in the pond area for 8 to 9 months, summer flounder provide a good 
candidate for examining potential concentration of contaminants at the top of the 
aquatic food web in the vicinity of the Causeway Landfill. They are probably 
resident for shorter periods in the tidal creeks moving in and out during tidal 
changes and only incidentally returning to the same creek. 

Blue Crab. The blue crab (Callinectes sapidus) is a decapod crustacean that is 
common in estuarine waters along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. Adults inhabit 
shallow bays and reaches of creeks during most of the year, frequently migrating 
to somewhat deeper, warmer waters during the winter. Females migrate to higher 
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resident in the pond area for 8 to 9 months, summer flounder provide a good 
candidate for examining potential concentration of contaminants at the top of the 
aquatic food web in the vicinity of the Causeway Landfill. They are probably 
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'salinity waters, after mating in lower estuaries, sounds, and nearshore spawning 
areas (Van Den Avyle and Fowler, 1984). 

Blue crabs are omnivorous and feed on benthic macroinvertebrates, small fish, 
aquatic vegetation (and its associated fauna), and dead organisms. As such, they 
span the range from primary through tertiary consumers. As mostly secondary and 
tertiary consumers in their adult stage, crabs provide a mid-level indicator in 
the aquatic food web. Although blue crabs are highly mobile and good swimmers, 
they are generally benthic feeders. 

Blue crabs are often buried in the sediment for cover either during molting 
(shedding of hard carapace) when they are more vulnerable to predation, or when 
overwintering. 

Exposure routes for contaminants would include direct exposure to sediment as 
well as dietary exposures. Blue crabs may migrate to deeper waters during winter 
periods, depending on water temperatures; however, they may reside in the pond 
area for relatively long periods of time (sometimes up to 9 months). It is not 
clear from available data whether winter temperatures would permit overwintering 
in the pond. Blue crabs grow quickly and do not usually live more than 3 years. 

Almost all of the large crabs for this study caught were caught on the pond side, 
which due to limited tidal exchange was somewhat warmer during the initial part 
of the survey. Most of the crabs caught were males; females may have already 
migrated offshore to more saline waters for spawning. The reduced numbers 
captured on the tide gate side may be due to declining temperatures; however, 
this is uncertain. Crabs generally inhabit shallow nearshore waters during the 
summer and warm fall months and, after temperature declines, may move offshore 
into deeper waters for overwintering. 

Hard Clam. Hard clams (Mercenaria mercenaria) are common in intertidal and 
subtidal estuarine habitats along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts in salinity ranges 
from about 12.5 parts per thouSand (ppt) to full salt water (35 ppt) and in a 
wide variety of substrate types. Optimal salinity range for adult hard clams is 
20 to 30 ppt. 

The apparent limited distribution of clams on the pond side of the causeway may 
be related to a combination of environmental factors or the distribution of 
predators, particularly the blue crab which, based on catch-per-unit-effort, was 
considerably more abundant on the pond side of the causeway. The habitat 
suitability index (HSI).model for the hard clam (Mulholland, 1984) includes water 
quality (salinity, dissolved oxygen, and temperature) and substrate-suspended 
solids components (percent silt-clay, current, and suspended solids). With the 
possible exception of salinity, these parameters did not appear to be limiting 
factors at the Causeway Landfill site. Other water quality factors such as pH 
may be a reason for the absence or reduced abundance of clams on the pond side. 
Calabrese (1972) observed that successful recruitment of M. mercenaria requires 
that the pH of estuarine waters not fall below 7.0. 

Adult hard clams are suspension feeding bivalves that obtain food by filtering 
plankton and microorganisms (Mulholland, 1984) and absorbing organic material 
from the water (Eversole, 1987). Clams are primarily infaunal planktivores/omni- 
vores. Adult hard clams are capable of withstanding temporary adverse 
environmental conditions by closing their shells. Adults are sedentary making 
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that the pH of estuarine waters not fall below 7.0. 
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plankton and microorganisms (Mulholland, 1984) and absorbing organic material 
from the water (Eversole, 1987). Clams are primarily infaunal planktivores/omni­
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them good biological indicators of changing environmental conditions at a site, 
Sessile species, such as clams and oysters, provide a means of interpreting 
temporal variations in exposure to contaminants. 

American Oyster. The American or eastern oyster (Crassostrea virginica) occurs 
in nearshore estuarine ecosystems from Canada to Mexico. The location and 
distribution of oysters in a salt marsh-estuarine system results from the 
interaction of many biological, chemical, geological, and physical processes 
(Bahr and Lanier, 1981). The normal salinity range for American oysters is 10 
to 30 ppt, but they can survive in salinities from 5 to 40 ppt. 

The primary limiting factor controlling the distribution of oysters in the 
vicinity of the Causeway landfill was probably substrate quality. The oyster 
requires firm or stable substrate conditions to attach, sunrive, and proliferate. 

Ideal bottom substrate consists of 
shell (reef) materials or mud-sand-shell mixtures that are firm enough to support 
the weight of large oysters without burial. 

The intertidal distribution of oysters sampled o&the tide gate side was limited 
by the soft mud substrate. Distribution was limited to rock substrate at the 
tide gate and to outer curves in the tidal creek where faster flowing water 
reduced soft silt deposition resulting in firmer substrate. Subtidal distribu- 
tion of oysters on the pond side was limited by the more sandy pond bottom. The 
oysters were essentially restricted to the deposited hard substrate sections of 
the Causeway Landfill itself. On more sandy bottoms, oysters are either buried 
or their gills are unable to function in filter feeding and respiration 
(Galtsoff, 1964). 

Oysters are filter feeding planktivores and omnivores. These primary consumers 
also ingest a large assortment of small waterborne particles including diatoms, 
flagellates, and bacteria (nanoplankton), detritus and silt, and dissolved 
molecules such as glucose (Galtsoff 1964). Adult oysters feed primarily on 
phytoplankton. At optimum conditions of temperature and salinity, an oyster 
pumps water at a rate of 15 liters per hour. The daily volume of water filtered 
by intertidal oysters would be less than subtidal oysters due to exposure 
(Burrell, 1986). As a sessile benthic mollusk, like the hard clam, the American 
oyster is also a good indicator of environmental conditions within estuarine 
habitats. Because of its commercial importance,' the oyster is widely studied and 
comparative data from other areas is readily available. 
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