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PREFACE

This Regional Implementation Agreement (RIA) was prepared cooperatively by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE), New Orleans District and Galveston District, and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6 (EPA). The RIA provides guidance for applicants,
permittees, and USACE and EPA staff working on ocean dredged material disposal projects in
Louisiana and Texas. The RIA is necessary to adapt the national procedures, contained in the
1991 Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Ocean Disposal - Testing Manual, to
Regional situations and ensure compliance with the ocean dumping regulations.

This RIA is designed to specify sampling, testing, and reporting procedures for dredged materials
proposed for ocean disposal in the Gulf of Mexico off the Louisiana and Texas coasts. In
addition, this RIA establishes administrative, coordination, and documentation procedures that
will be followed by the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District, and EPA Region 6.
This RIA revises and combines the existing RIAs for the Ocean Dumping Program in Louisiana
and Texas, finalized in 1992. This RIA will supercede the 1992 RIAs upon finalization.

This RIA has undergone review by the USACE Engineer Research and Development Center, EPA
National Health & Environmental Effects Research Laboratory, EPA Office of Wetlands, Oceans
and Watersheds, U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality,
Louisiana Department of Natural Resources, Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries,
Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission, Texas General Land Office, and the

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department. Comment letters received are included in Appendix F.

In addition, the following individuals have reviewed this document through a formal peer review
process: Mr. Martin Arhelger, PBS&J; Dr. Barry A. Vittor, Barry A. Vittor and Associates, Inc.;
Mr. James Reese, USACE, Northwestern Division; and Mr. Walter Berry, USEPA Environmental
Effects Research Laboratory.



This RIA has been approved by the following officials of U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and goes into effect upon the date of the last signature.
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Acute Toxicity:
Short-term toxicity to organism(s) that have been affected by the properties of one or more chemical
substances contained in water or sediment. The acute toxicity of contaminated sediment is generally
determined by quantifying the mortality of appropriately sensitive organisms that are put into contact with
the sediment, under either field or laboratory conditions, for a specified period.

Bioaccumulation:
The accumulation of contaminants in the tissue of organisms through any route, including respiration,
ingestion, or direct contact with contaminated water, sediment, or pore water.

Bioassay:
A bioassay is a test using a biological system. It involves exposing an organism to a test material and
determining a response. There are two major types of bioassays differentiated by response: toxicity tests
which measure an effect (e.g. acute toxicity, sublethal/chronic toxicity) and bioaccumulation tests which
measure a phenomenon (e.g. the uptake of contaminants into tissues).

Contaminant of Concern (COC):
A contaminant present in a given sediment thought to have the potential for unacceptable adverse
environmental impact due to a proposed discharge. A contaminant is defined as a chemical substance in a
form that can be toxic to or bioaccumulate in aquatic organisms, consumers of aquatic organisms, or users of
the aquatic environment, and includes but is not limited to the substances listed on the 307(a)(1) list of toxic
pollutants promulgated on January 31, 1978 (43 FR 4109).

Data Quality Objectives (DQO):
Qualitative and quantitative statements that clarify study objectives, define appropriate types of data and
specify tolerable levels of potential decision errors that will be used as the basis for establishing the quality
and quantity of data needed to support decisions. DQOs provide the framework for planning environmental
data operations consistent with the data user’s needs.

Dissolved Fraction or Liquid Phase:
The dissolved fraction of the elutriate process is that portion of the elutriate supernatant that has been filtered
through a 0.45 ®m filter (or centrifuged and then filtered).

Dredged Material Elutriate:
The dredged material elutriate preparation (see Section 10.1.2 of the Green Book) involves mixing the
dredged material with dredging site water in a sediment-to-water ratio of 1:4 and allowing the mixture to
settle. The suspended particulate phase is the supernatant from the dredged material elutriate preparation
and is used for water column bioassays. The liquid phase is the supernatant from the dredged material
elutriate preparation that has been centrifuged and/or filtered and is used for EPA WQC/state WQS
screening.

EPA Risk Levels:

Levels of contaminant concentrations in an exposure medium that pose a potential carcinogenic risk (10” or
a 1in 100,000 incremental incidence of cancer over a 70 year period) and/or noncancer hazard (i.e. exceeds



a reference dose). Screening levels for contaminants are used in this RIA to estimate human health risk
associated with the consumption of chemically contaminated fish.

Equilibrium Partitioning (EqP) Approach:
Approach used to relate the dry-weight sediment concentration of a particular chemical that causes an
adverse biological effect to the equivalent free chemical concentration in pore water and to that
concentration sorbed to sediment organic carbon or bound to sulfide. Based on the theory that the
partitioning of a nonionic organic chemical between organic carbon and pore water and the partitioning of a
divalent metal between the solid and solution phases are at equilibrium.

Exclusionary Criteria:
Should the dredged material meet at least one of the criteria listed in Section 227.13(a) of the ocean dumping
regulations, no additional testing is required of the sediment and the material is considered to be compliant
with the regulations.

Green Book:
Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Ocean Disposal - Testing Manual (EPA-503/8-91/001), or the
“Green Book” is the technical guidance manual for determining suitability of dredged material for ocean
disposal through chemical, physical, and biological evaluations. The Green Book is intended for use in
evaluating dredged-material compliance with the EPA ocean dumping regulations.

Initial Mixing:
That dispersion or diffusion of liquid, suspended particulate, and solid phases of dredged material that
occurs within 4 hours after dumping. The limiting permissible concentration (LPC) shall not be exceeded
beyond the boundaries of the disposal site during initial mixing and shall not be exceeded at any point in the
marine environment after initial mixing.

Inland Testing Manual (ITM):
Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Discharge in Waters of the U.S. - Testing Manual (EPA-823-
B-98-004), or the Inland Testing Manual, is the technical guidance manual for determining the potential for
contaminant-related impacts associated with the discharge of dredged material in waters regulated under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (inland waters, near coastal waters, and surrounding environs — all
waters other than the ocean and territorial sea regulated pursuant to Section 404 of CWA) through chemical,
physical, and biological evaluations.

Kow :
Log octanol/water partition coefficient, the ratio of the chemical concentration in octanol divided by the
concentration in water. The octanol/water partition coefficient has been shown to correlate with
bioconcentration factors in aquatic organisms and adsorption to soil and sediment.

LC50:

The median lethal concentration. The concentration of a substance that kills 50% of the organisms tested in
a laboratory toxicity test of specified duration.

Limiting Permissible Concentration (LPC):
The liquid phase LPC [40 CFR 227.27(a)] is the concentration of the constituent that, after allowing for
initial mixing, does not exceed the acute marine water quality criteria (WQC) for that constituent and/or a



toxicity threshold of 0.01 of the acutely toxic concentration of the dredged material. The LPC of the
suspended particulate phase and solid phases is the concentration which will not cause unreasonable toxicity
and which will not cause bioaccumulation of contaminants of concern in the human food chain (SPP
bioaccumulation testing is not required) [40 CFR 227.27(b)].

Liquid Phase or Dissolved Fraction (LP):

For dredged material, the liquid phase is considered to be the centrifuged and/or 0.45 ®m filtered
supernatant from the dredged material elutriate preparation [See also 40 CFR 227.32(b)(1)].

Marine Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA):
Enacted by Congress in 1972, MPRSA regulates the transportation for the purpose of dumping and dumping
of all materials into the ocean. It establishes a system for permitting the disposal of materials and prohibits
the dumping of particular materials. It implements the Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by
Dumping of Wastes and Other Matter, or the London Convention of 1972. Also known as the Ocean
Dumping Act.

Minimum Quantification Level (MQL):
The lowest concentration that can be reliably quantified with specified limits of precision and accuracy
during routine laboratory operating conditions.

Ocean Waters:
Those waters of the open seas lying seaward of the baseline from which the territorial sea is measured (see
also paragraph 220.2(c) of the ocean dumping regulations).

Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site (ODMDS):
A precise geographical area within which ocean disposal of dredged material is permitted under conditions
specified in permits issued under §103 of the MPRSA.. Such sites are identified by boundaries established
by (1) coordinates of latitude and longitude for each corner or by (2) coordinates of latitude and longitude
for the center point and a radius in nautical miles from that point.

Ocean Dumping Regulations:
Procedures and concepts published in 40 CFR 220-228 for evaluating proposals for dumping dredged
material in the ocean.

Reference Sediment:
A sediment, substantially free of contaminants, that is as similar as practicable to the grain size of the
dredged material and the sediment at the disposal site. In addition, the reference sediment reflects
conditions that would exist in the vicinity of the disposal site had no dredged material disposal ever taken
place, but had all other influences on sediment condition taken place. The reference sediment serves as a
point of comparison to identify potential effects of contaminants in the dredged material.

Solid Phase (SP):
According to the regulation, the solid phase is considered to be all the material settling to the bottom after
one hour settling of the dredged material elutriate [See also 40 CFR 227.32(b)(1)]. For the purposes of this
RIA, solid phase refers to the whole sediment as defined in the Green Book, which includes the sediment
that would settle in one hour.



Suspended Particulate Phase (SPP):

The SPP is the supernatant as obtained from the dredged material elutriate preparation. [See also 40 CFR
227.32(b)(1)].

Target Detection Limit (TDL):
A performance goal set between the lowest, technically feasible, detection limit for routine analytical
methods and available regulatory criteria or guidelines for evaluating dredged material. The target detection
limit is, therefore, equal to or greater than the lowest amount of a chemical that can be reliably detected
based on the variability of the blank response of routine analytical methods. However, the reliability of a
chemical measurement generally increases as the concentration increases. Analytical costs may also be
lower at higher detection limits. For these reasons, a target detection limit is typically set at not less than 10
times lower than available sediment guidelines.

Tiered Testing:
A structured, hierarchical procedure for determining data needs relative to decision-making, which involves
a series of tiers or levels of intensity of investigation. Typically, tiered testing involves decreased
uncertainty and increased available information with increasing tiers. This approach is intended to ensure
the maintenance and protection of environmental quality, as well as the optimal use of resources.
Specifically, least effort is required in situations where clear determinations can be made of whether (or not)
unacceptable adverse impacts are likely to occur based on available information. Most effort is required
where clear determinations cannot be made with available information.

Toxicity Test:

A bioassay which measures an effect (e.g. acute toxicity, sublethal/chronic toxicity). Not a bioaccumulation
test.

Water Quality Criteria (WQC):
Nationally recommended water quality levels by EPA for the protection of aquatic organisms and their uses.
The criteria are developed under Section 304(a) of the Clean Water Act and are based solely on data and
scientific judgements on the relationship between pollutant concentrations and environmental and human
health effects. They provide guidance to the States in adopting water quality standards that ultimately
provide a basis for controlling discharges or releases of pollutants.

Water Quality Standard:
A law or regulation that consists of the beneficial designated use or uses of a water body, the numeric and
narrative water quality criteria that are necessary to protect the use or uses of that particular water body, and
an anti-degradation statement. Nationally recommended water quality criteria provide guidance for the
States in adopting water quality standards.
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

ASTM - American Society for Testing and Materials
CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

COC - Contaminant(s) of Concern

CWA - Clean Water Act

DQO - Data Quality Objectives

EIS - Environmental Impact Statement

EPA - Environmental Protection Agency

FR - Federal Register

GC/MS - Gas Chromatograph/Mass Spectrometry
GIS - Geographic information system

ITM - Inland Testing Manual

LPC - Limiting Permissible Concentration
MPRSA - Marine, Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act
MQL - Minimum Quantification Level

ODMDS - Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site
PAH - Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons

PCB - Polychlorinated Biphenyl

QA - Quality Assurance

QAP - Quality Assurance Plan

QC - Quality Control

RIA - Regional Implementation Agreement

SAP - Sampling and Analysis Plan

SPP - Suspended Particulate Phase

SP - Solid Phase

TDL - Target Detection Limit

USACE - U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S.C. - United States Code

WQC - Water Quality Criteria

WQS - Water Quality Standards
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background. Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act
(MPRSA) (33 U.S.C. 81401 et. seq.), specifies that all proposed operations involving the
transportation and disposal of dredged material into ocean waters must be evaluated to determine
the potential environmental impact of such activities. Environmental evaluations must be in
accordance with the ocean dumping regulations in 40 CFR 220-228, and with permitting and
dredging regulations in 33 CFR 320-330 and 335-338. National implementation guidance was
developed jointly by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to define technical procedures for testing dredged material. The
national guidance manual was first issued in 1977 and an updated version entitled, Evaluation Of
Dredged Material Proposed for Ocean Disposal - Testing Manual, (the Green Book) was issued
in February 1991 (EPA/USACE, 1991).

1.2 Purpose. Regional guidance is necessary to adapt the national procedures to regional
situations and to adhere to ocean dumping regulations at 40 CFR 220-228. This Regional
Implementation Agreement (RIA) is designed to specify sampling, testing, and reporting
procedures for dredged materials proposed for ocean disposal in the Gulf of Mexico off the
Louisiana and Texas coasts. In addition, this RIA establishes administrative, coordination, and
documentation procedures that will be followed by the USACE, New Orleans District and
Galveston District and EPA, Region 6. This RIA revises and combines the existing RIAs for the
Ocean Dumping Program in Louisiana and Texas, finalized in 1992 (EPA/USACE 1992a &
1992b). This RIA will supercede the 1992 RIAs upon finalization.

In 1998, EPA and the USACE jointly issued national guidance defining technical procedures
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) for evaluating proposed discharges of dredged
material into waters of the U.S associated with navigational dredging projects. It is intended that
the document, Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Discharge in Waters of the U.S. -
Testing Manual, (EPA/USACE, 1998), the Inland Testing Manual or ITM, serve as a counterpart
to the Green Book, and in many technical aspects is more up-to-date. Thus for the purposes of
this RIA, references are made to relevant technical sections of the ITM as well as the Green
Book.

1.3 Modifications. New and more advanced testing procedures are continually being
developed and refined by the research and development laboratories of the EPA and USACE, as
well as by the academic community. Monitoring of the designated Ocean Dredged Material
Disposal Sites (ODMDS) off the Louisiana and Texas coasts will provide effects-based feedback
that will enable EPA Region 6 and the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District to
make more refined and environmentally sensitive decisions concerning the ocean disposal of
dredged materials. For these reasons, this RIA will be reviewed periodically and revised as
necessary to incorporate modifications to the testing and reporting requirements. Modifications
will be made only upon mutual agreement by the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston
District and EPA Region 6 and will be subject to public review.



1.4 Issue Resolution. Early coordination and communication is essential for avoiding
disagreements. Disagreements between the USACE, New Orleans District or the Galveston
District and EPA Region 6 regarding the characterization of dredged material proposed for ocean
disposal will be discussed and, when possible, resolved at the staff level. If, however, the issue
cannot be resolved at the staff level, then the issue will be elevated to District and Regional
Managers. If necessary, consultation with the USACE Engineer Research and Development
Center and USACE Headquarters and with the EPA Environmental Research Laboratories and
EPA Headquarters will be the responsibility of the respective agency.

1.5 Contacts.  Questions regarding any aspects of this RIA should be directed to:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New Orleans District

Operations Division, Technical Support Branch CEMVN-OD-T
P.O. Box 60267

New Orleans, LA 70160-0267

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Galveston District

Environmental Section CESWG-PE-PR
P.O. Box 1229

Galveston, TX 77553-1229

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 6

Water Quality Protection Division
Marine & Wetlands Section 6WQ-EM
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 12000
Dallas, TX 75202-2733

2.APPLICABILITY

This document applies to all activities involving the transportation of dredged material for the
purpose of disposing it in ocean waters and is applicable to dredging activities permitted by the
USACE and navigational projects constructed and maintained by the USACE.

3. ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS

The Ocean Dumping Program is jointly administered by EPA, Region 6 and the USACE, New
Orleans District and Galveston District. In accordance with Section 103 of MPRSA, the USACE
is the permitting authority for dredged material disposal, subject to EPA review and concurrence.
Navigational projects constructed and maintained by the USACE are subject to the same Federal
environmental laws and regulations as the general public even though the USACE does not issue
a permit document to authorize its own activities. Prior to disposal of dredged material at any



designated ODMDS, both EPA and the USACE are charged with making independent
evaluations of all proposed dredged material disposal actions (40 CFR 225). Figure 1 shows a
flowchart overview of the review process.

3.1 MPRSA Section 103 Permits.  Applications for MPRSA Section 103 permits must be
submitted to the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District. Section 103 applications
must comply with USACE permitting regulations at 33 CFR Parts 320-330. In addition, Clean
Water Act Section 401 water quality certification will be required. Applicants are strongly
encouraged to arrange pre-application meetings with the USACE, New Orleans District or
Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 in order to determine the need for testing and for
additional information on the permitting process.

Once the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District receives a completed permit
application, the information will be published for review in a public notice. The information
required for the public notice is specified in 33 CFR 325.3. The information provided in the
public notice and other information requested by the USACE Districts or EPA, Region 6 shall be
used in making evaluations and determining suitability of dredged material for ocean disposal
and compliance with 40 CFR 220-228. The types of information necessary to conduct
evaluations are listed in Appendix A. In addition, the “evaluator worksheets” (Appendix E),
used by EPA in evaluating the proposed dredged material, also provide a listing of information
needed for adequate evaluations.

3.2 Navigational Projects Constructed and/or Maintained by the USACE.  The USACE, New
Orleans District and Galveston District must provide the same information as required for a
Section 103 permit and are subject to the same review process (33 CFR Parts 335-338). The
types of information necessary to conduct evaluations are listed in Appendix A. In addition, the
“evaluator worksheets” (Appendix E), used by EPA in evaluating the proposed dredged material,
also provide a listing of information needed for adequate evaluations.

To date, the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District, respectively, are the only
users of the eight (8) MPRSA 102(c) Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Sites (ODMDS) off the
coast of Louisiana and the ten (10) MPRSA 102(c) ODMDS off the coast of Texas.

Advance notice and coordination for USACE navigational projects occurs during the New
Orleans District’s annual Environmental Dredging Conference and the Galveston District’s
annual Dredging Conference where the USACE Districts present the proposed maintenance
dredging projects for the upcoming fiscal year.

3.3 USACE Review. All Section 103 permit applications and USACE navigational project
authorizations for ocean disposal of dredged material are evaluated by the USACE, New Orleans



FIGURE 1. Overview of Review Process
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District or Galveston District in accordance with applicable ocean dumping criteria in 40 CFR
220-228. The evaluation consists of characterization of the dredged material and determination
of compliance with the applicable regulations. The types of information necessary to complete
the review and required to be submitted to EPA, Region 6 by the USACE, New Orleans District
and Galveston District are listed in Appendix A.

A Tier I evaluation must be conducted, at a minimum, for all dredged material disposal
projects, both those requiring 103 permits and all USACE navigational projects as part of the
dredged material characterization. The purpose of the Tier | evaluation is to determine whether
a decision on environmental acceptability can be made on the basis of existing information (See
Section 4 of this RIA). If it is determined by the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston
District and/or EPA, Region 6 that the existing information is inadequate, it will be necessary to
collect new sediment samples and conduct appropriate analyses to characterize the dredged
material and determine environmental acceptability.

3.4 Information submitted to EPA.  The following information, required for evaluation of
dredged materials proposed for ocean disposal, shall be provided to EPA, Region 6, by the
USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District in written format for each dredging
project: 1) dredging project information; 2) dredged material characterization/evaluation; and 3)
regulatory compliance evaluation. Appendix A offers a more detailed listing of the required
information to be submitted.

For USACE navigational projects, the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District shall
submit its evaluation to EPA, Region 6 at least 3 months before the advertisement date for any
dredging work. This should allow adequate time to acquire additional information (e.g. perform
sampling and analysis of the dredged material) that EPA may request. In some cases this time
frame may not be achievable, specifically for those USACE navigational projects that are
maintained on an annual or more frequent basis. For these special cases, a schedule shall be
created for the submittal of the dredged material evaluation to ensure that all data will be
available for review with adequate time to make a determination.

3.5 EPA Review. The intent of the EPA review is to evaluate the environmental effects of
dredged material disposal and to ensure that compliance with the ocean dumping criteria at 40
CFR 220-228 has been demonstrated. EPA, Region 6 will utilize “evaluator worksheets” or
checkilists to assist in the review of the dredged material characterization of proposed ocean
dumping projects. These worksheets, as provided in the EPA document, Guidance Manual for
the Review of Permitted and Civil Works Projects for the Ocean Disposal of Dredged Material
(EPA, 1992c), summarize the relevant information necessary to accurately assess the adequacy
of a project’s sediment and water sampling; physical, chemical, and biological test procedures;
modeling (if applicable); technical and statistical analysis; and quality assurance considerations.
This will also ensure that all relevant documentation is contained in the project’s administrative
record. These checklists, provided in Appendix E, are currently under revision by EPA and will
be replaced when finalized.



Within 15 days of receipt of the USACE dredged material evaluation, EPA may request
additional information deemed appropriate or necessary to evaluate the proposed disposal [40
CFR 225.2(b)]. After receiving all information, EPA, Region 6 will make an independent review
of the data to determine whether the proposed dredged material is suitable for ocean disposal [40
CFR 225.2(c)]. After EPA, Region 6 receives all information, an evaluation will be made within
15 working days. Partial approval based on incomplete or draft information will not be given
except in unusual circumstances (e.g., emergencies).

EPA, Region 6 will inform the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District in writing
whether the material complies with the ocean dumping criteria and regulatory requirements and
explain why it does or does not. If EPA, Region 6 determines that the material does not comply
with the criteria, then the ocean disposal of that material is prohibited. The USACE, New
Orleans District or Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 shall then evaluate management
actions outside the scope of this RIA. In these cases, procedures for invoking economic impact
[40 CFR 225.3] may be followed and the District Engineer may request that the Regional
Administrator of the EPA, Region 6 grant a waiver of the criteria pursuant to 40 CFR 225.4.

4. TIERED TESTING APPROACH

4.1 Overview. The EPA and the USACE implement a “tiered” testing approach to evaluate
benthic and water column impacts of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. This
approach is designed to aid in generating only enough information to characterize the dredged
material and make a regulatory compliance decision. This allows optimal use of resources by
focusing the least effort on dredging operations where impacts are clear, and expending the most
effort on operations requiring more extensive investigations to determine the potential for
impacts. It is necessary to proceed through the tiers only until information sufficient to
demonstrate compliance with or noncompliance with 40 CFR 227.6 and 227.13 has been
obtained. Figure 2 presents a flowchart overview of the “tiered” approach to dredged material
evaluation described in this RIA.

4.2 Limiting Permissible Concentration.  Compliance with the ocean dumping regulations is
determined by demonstrating that the Limiting Permissible Concentration (LPC) has been met
for each of the three phases which dredged material may impact through disposal into ocean
waters. The LPC for the liquid phase [40 CFR 227.27(a)] is the concentration of the constituent
that, after allowing for initial mixing, does not exceed the acute marine water quality criteria
(WQC) for that constituent and/or a toxicity threshold of 0.01 of the acutely toxic concentration
of the dredged material. The LPC of the suspended particulate phase and solid phases is the
concentration which will not cause unreasonable toxicity and which will not cause
bioaccumulation of contaminants of concern in the human food chain (SPP bioaccumulation
testing is not required) [40 CFR 227.27(b)].

4.3 Tier I-Existing Information. At a minimum, a Tier | evaluation shall be conducted for
each proposed dredging project. Tier | is a comprehensive analysis of all existing and readily
available, assembled, and interpreted information on the proposed dredging project. This may



FIGURE 2. Overview of Tiered Testing Approach
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include, but is not limited to all previously collected physical, chemical and bioassay data; new
and existing activities within the area (e.g. industry, navigation, significant sources of point
source and non-point source pollution, etc.); and available data on spills that may have occurred
after the last sediment characterization, discharges, and existing sediment quality. If no bioassay
data exists for a proposed dredging project, which does not meet the exclusionary criteria, Tier
111 bioassay tests will be conducted. Data used to make a decision in Tier | must meet the
current testing requirements as discussed in this document (i.e. species used, target detection
limits). For existing data, quality assurance/quality control information should be verifiable.

Tier | evaluations are described in detail in Section 4.0 of the Green Book.

The EPA, Region 6 and the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District have
determined that biological and chemical data greater than 5 years old may not be adequate to
conduct evaluations. Best professional judgment will be exercised by the USACE, New Orleans
District and Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 in deciding when new chemical and
biological data are needed more frequently than every 5 years. Factors that will be considered
will include frequency of dredging, proximity to existing and historical pollution sources, and
age of historical data results.

4.4 Tier I-Exclusionary Criteria.  Based on acceptable existing information, the dredged
materials may be excluded from further testing if they meet one of the exclusionary criteria at 40
CFR 227.13(b). Information on the proposed dredging site, sediment grain size, sediment
chemistry and potential for contamination may be needed in determining exclusion from further
testing. A conclusive written evaluation must be presented to show that the proposed dredged
material meets the exclusionary criteria. Appendix A lists the information that shall be used by
the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 in determining if
the material meets the exclusionary criteria.

The exclusionary criteria are as follows:

1) Dredged material is composed predominantly of sand, gravel, rock or any other
naturally occurring bottom material with particle sizes larger than silt, AND the
material is found in areas of high current or wave energy such as streams with large
bed loads or coastal areas with shifting bars and channels; OR

2) Dredged material is for beach nourishment or restoration AND is composed
predominantly of sand, gravel or shell with particle sizes compatible with material on
the receiving beaches; OR

3) i) When the material proposed for dumping is substantially the same as the substrate
at the proposed disposal site, AND ii) the site from which the material proposed for



dumping is far removed from known existing and historical sources of pollution so as
to provide reasonable assurance that such material has not been contaminated by such
pollution.

4.5. Tier 1-Compliance Decisions. Once the existing information has been collected and
analyzed as part of the Tier | evaluation, one of the following decisions can be made on the
proposed project (See also Figure 2):

1) The dredged material meets the exclusionary criteria at 40 CFR 227.13(b). No further
testing is required and the material meets the limiting permissible concentration (LPC) for
the liquid, suspended particulate and solid phases (40 CFR 227.27). The analyses
required by other applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part 227
Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

2) The existing information is sufficient to make a decision on environmental
acceptability of the dredged material AND the dredged material does pot meet the
exclusionary criteria at 40 CFR 227.13(b). The dredged material is then evaluated using
existing information to determine compliance with the LPC for the liquid, suspended
particulate and solid phases (40 CFR 227.27).

e Ifitis determined from the existing information that the dredged material meets the
LPC for all phases, no further testing is required and the material is compliant with 40
CFR 227.6 and 227.13(c). The analyses required by other applicable provisions of the
regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section
228.4(e)) must be performed.

e Ifitis determined from the existing information that the dredged material does not
meet the LPC for all phases, it is not compliant with 40 CFR 227.6 and 227.13.
Disposal of the material at a designated ODMDS is not supported. The USACE, New
Orleans District or Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 shall then evaluate
management actions outside the scope of this RIA.

3) The existing information is inadequate to make a compliance decision (e.g. no
biological effects-based tests, age of data, new known sources of contamination, etc.). It
will be necessary to collect new sediment samples and conduct appropriate analyses to
characterize the dredged material and determine compliance with the 40 CFR 227.6 and
227.13. This requires development of a sampling plan (see Section 5 of this RIA) and
analysis of the dredged material at a higher tier.

4.6 Tiers 11 & I11-New Data Evaluation.  Dredged material evaluations at Tier Il and Tier 111
involve sampling and physical, chemical and biological testing of the proposed dredged material
to determine environmental acceptability.



Sediment from the proposed dredging project and from the reference area shall be collected
according to an approved sampling and analysis plan or according to the terms and conditions of
the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District scope of services and/or delivery orders
for their contract laboratory. The sequence of analyses and the sampling approach taken for the
project depend largely on time and resources. Section 5 of this RIA provides additional guidance
on sample design and approach.

Physical and chemical evaluations of the dredged material shall be conducted to characterize the
sediment. Physical analysis of the sediment provides general information on the physical
characteristics of the dredged material and can assist in assessing the impact of disposal on the
benthic environment and the water column at the disposal site. Chemical analysis of the
sediment shall be conducted to identify the constituents present in the dredged material and
contaminants of concern (COC). Contaminants of concern (COC) include compounds known or
suspected of contaminating the dredging site and the list of compounds identified as COC (See
Table 2 in Section 8). Physical and chemical analyses are described further in Section 8 of this
RIA, and can also be found in Section 9 of the Green Book.

Water column evaluations include determination of compliance of the liquid phase of the
dredged material elutriate with applicable Federal Marine Water Quality Criteria (WQC) and/or
state Water Quality Standards (WQS) [40 CFR 227.6(c)(1), 227.13(c)(2)(i-i1)] (Tier I1). If WQC
or WQS have not been established for all COC detected in the sediments or if synergistic effects
are possible, further biological testing is required. Suspended-particulate phase bioassay (Tier
I11) [40 CFR 227.6(c)(2), 227.13(c)(3)] considers the effects, after allowance for initial mixing,
of dissolved contaminants plus those associated with suspended particulates on water-column
organisms. Section 9 of this RIA and Sections 5, 6, 10 and 11 of the Green Book provide
additional information on water column evaluations.

Benthic evaluations include solid phase bioassays [40 CFR 227.6(c)(3), 227.13(c)(3)] that
provide an assessment of toxicity of the dredged material to appropriate sensitive benthic marine
organisms and an evaluation of the bioaccumulation potential of the COC in the proposed
dredged material (Tier I11). An initial screen of the dredged material may be performed for
estimating the potential of non-polar organics to bioaccumulate using a theoretical
bioaccumulation potential calculation (Tier Il). The initial screen will not be used to make
regulatory decisions in absence of bioassay tests, however, it may be used to aid in re-evaluating
the need for ocean disposal in an effort to avoid Tier 111 bioassay costs. Section 10 of this RIA
and Sections 5, 6, 10 and 11 of the Green Book provide additional information on benthic
evaluations.
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4.7 Tiers 11 & I11-Compliance Decisions.  After Tier Il and/or Tier Il analyses are completed,
one of three specific decisions can be made:

(1) The information is sufficient to determine that the dredged material meets the LPC
for any one or more of the phases (40 CFR 227.27) and is compliant with 40 CFR 227.6
and 227.13. The analyses required by other applicable provisions of the regulations
including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be
performed;

(2) The information is sufficient to determine that dredged material does not meet the
LPC for the liquid, suspended particulate and/or solid phases (40 CFR 227.27) and thus is
not compliant with 40 CFR 227.6 and 227.13. Disposal of the material at a designated
ODMDS is not supported. The USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District and
EPA, Region 6 shall then evaluate management actions outside the scope of this RIA; or

3) The information is insufficient to make a compliance determination and further
analyses are required at a higher tier.

4.7 Tier 1V-Case-by-Case Analyses.  When a decision regarding toxicity or bioaccumulation
cannot be reached at earlier tiers or when circumstances warrant, case-by-case evaluations shall
be used to determine compliance with the ocean dumping regulations. Tests at this level should
be selected to address specific project issues for a specific dredging operation that could not be
fully evaluated in the earlier tiers. If the information is insufficient to determine compliance after
completing Tier I, 11, or I, further testing is not required if noncompliance with the LPC is
assumed. This level of testing is intended for exceptional circumstances only; it should not be
routinely applied. Section 7.0 of the Green Book provides additional information on Tier IV
evaluations.

5. SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN

5.1 Sampling and Analysis Plan.  The development of a project-specific sampling and analysis
plan (SAP) is the next step in the project evaluation process for those projects found to have
inadequate information to make a regulatory decision on suitability of dredged material disposal
following a Tier | evaluation. The SAP is the main source of information about the proposed
dredging project’s sampling design/approach and quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC)
measures associated with sample collection and dredged material analyses. This RIA
recommends including all project-specific sampling, testing and QA/QC components in the
project SAP.

Sampling and testing must be coordinated far enough in advance of dredging to allow time for
testing and data review. The guidance document, QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis
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of Sediments, Water, and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995), and
Appendix G of the ITM should be used when preparing a project SAP. Section 8 of both the
Green Book and the ITM also address sample collection, however, the guidance provided in the
ITM is more technically advanced and should be used as reference for preparing a SAP.

The USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District, and EPA, Region 6 plan to prepare a
Dredged Material Evaluation Quality Assurance Plan (QAP), which will address basic QA/QC
issues associated with dredged material sampling and evaluations. The QAP will include all
general QA/QC information and requirements that apply across all dredging projects including
field sampling and clean techniques, laboratory testing, data validation and reporting, and other
QA/QC procedures. While basic/general sampling and analysis protocols will be addressed in
the QAP, the individual project sampling design and project-specific QA/QC issues should be
addressed in the project SAP. Once the QAP is finalized it will be included as an appendix to
this RIA. Section 6 of this RIA contains additional information on QA/QC.

The USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District shall provide EPA, Region 6 the
opportunity to review all project SAPs submitted by a permitee for individual projects or to be
submitted to the contractor for USACE navigational projects before work is initiated.
Applicants are strongly encouraged to arrange pre-application meetings with the USACE, New
Orleans District or Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 to prepare appropriate sampling and
analysis plans, if necessary. Advance coordination for USACE navigational projects occurs
during the New Orleans District’s annual Environmental Dredging Conference and the
Galveston District’s annual Dredging Conference where the USACE Districts present the
proposed maintenance dredging projects for the upcoming fiscal year.

The SAP should contain, at a minimum, the following general categories of information in as
much detail as possible.

1) Summary Information: Tier | information, including dredging site history and
location, identification of potential sources of contamination, and proposed list of
contaminants of concern.

2) Project Description: a plan view of the site (if available), the estimated type and
volume of sediment to be dredged, the depth and physical nature of the sediments,
practicable widths and depths of dredging, and dredging methods and equipment.

3) Sampling Design and Approach: number of samples, distribution/location of
samples, reference area location, number of replicates, sample compositing, sample
depth, sample volume, tests to be conducted for each sample station (e.g. sediment
chemistry or bioassays).
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4) Personnel Responsibilities: individual roles and responsibilities, project planning and
coordination, field sampling, chemical and biological testing, QA/QC management, and
final report preparation.

5) QA/QC Requirements: project-specific testing and/or sampling QA/QC issues (may
include laboratory specific standard operating procedures, equipment decontamination,
sample handling protocols including clean techniques, sample transport and chain of
custody). Certain QA/QC requirements may be addressed in contract laboratory quality
management plans/documents and should be referenced or included in the SAP.

5.2 Sampling Design.  An appropriate and defensible sampling design should be used as the
basis for data collection for use in compliance decisions. The choice of a sampling design
depends on several factors including but not limited to, the decision to be made with the data,
frequency of dredging, historical or known location of shoaling, historical or known volumes of
materials dredged, and cost of sampling and analysis. Chapter 8 of both the Green Book and
ITM, should be used for detailed guidance for developing the sampling strategy, however, the
guidance provided in the ITM is more technically advanced and should be used as reference for
preparing a sampling strategy. Plumb (1981) provides additional guidance on sample design.

When possible, a survey of the proposed dredging project should be conducted prior to initiation
of the contracting process to obtain pertinent information on shoaling volumes and locations.
When it is not possible to conduct a survey in adequate time, the best option will be to design a
sampling approach based on estimated volumes and to collect a range of samples from areas of
historical shoaling.

Through design optimization, the sampling effort can be distributed spatially in such a way as to
maximize the amount of information obtained within the area to be sampled. Many dredging
projects can be subdivided into project segments (horizontal and/or vertical) which can be treated
as separate management units or dredged material management units. Each project segment is an
area expected to have relatively consistent characteristics that differ substantially from the
characteristics of adjacent segments. It is recommended that this approach be used whenever
possible in developing a sampling design for a specific project. Section 8 of both the Green
Book and ITM provide additional guidance on the subdivision of the dredging area, however, the
guidance provided in the ITM is more technically advanced and should be used as reference for
subdivision of the dredging area.

The method of dredging, volume of material to be dredged, areal extent of the dredging project,
the horizontal and vertical heterogeneity of the sediment, and proximity to known sources of
contamination are key to determining station locations and the number of samples to be collected
for the total dredging operation and for each project segment or dredged material management
unit. Section 8 of both the Green Book and ITM provide additional guidance on selection of
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sampling locations and number of samples, however, the guidance provided in the ITM is more
technically advanced and should be used as reference for determining sample location and
number.

Samples may be composited, when appropriate, prior to analysis. The number of samples and
proper use of compositing should be determined for each proposed project on a case-by-case
basis. Each dredged material sampling station should be sampled as a composite of several
samples at an area proposed for dredging within the channel. Section 8 of both the Green Book
and ITM provide additional guidance on sample compositing, however, the guidance provided in
the ITM is more technically advanced and should be used as reference for sample compositing.

5.3 Sampling Approach.  Once a sampling design is developed, the sampling approach should
be determined in order to ensure that enough sediment is collected for the appropriate tests to be
conducted. Sufficient sediment and water should be collected to conduct all physical, chemical
and biological tests to ensure that all sediments are collected at the same time in order to
meaningfully compare the biological and chemical data. Sediments to be used for biological
testing may be archived pending results of the chemical analyses. However, given the relatively
short holding times for archived sediments to be used to conduct biological testing, unless quick
turn-around on chemical analyses of sediments is assured, it is recommended that the chemical
and biological tests be run concurrently. Appendix B of this RIA provides a summary of
recommended procedures for sample collection, preservation and storage. Table 1 provides
guidance on the types of samples that may be required to be collected in the field to conduct
dredged material evaluation tests.

5.4 Sample Collection.  An accurate assessment of the physical, chemical and biological
characteristics of sediment proposed for dredging is dependent upon the collection of
representative samples. Steps must be taken during the sampling process to ensure that samples
accurately represent the area to be dredged (see above discussion on sample design and
approach). In general, the sampling areas should be located within areas of proposed dredging
where the largest amounts of sediments are planned for removal or in areas of known or
suspected contamination. Sampling should generally be to the project depth (including advance
maintenance and allowable over-depth) unless the sediments are known to be vertically
homogeneous. Homogeneous sediments are sediments that appear the same in physical
characteristics throughout the depth of the area to be dredged, and lack obvious color striations,
layering, or sorting of grain size. For areas which are dredged frequently or new projects which
involve the dredging of native material, the entire dredging prism may be considered
homogeneous.

Appendix B (reproduced from the ITM) of this RIA presents recommended sampling methods
and volumes. Any deviation from the recommendations in Appendix B shall be submitted to
EPA, Region 6 and the USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District for review and
approval prior to the sampling effort. If the recommendations in Appendix B are not followed,
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analytical results may be rejected as being unacceptable. Table 1 provides guidance on the types
of samples that may be required to be collected in the field to conduct dredged material
evaluation tests. EPA recommends that clean techniques (EPA 1600 series methods) be used
for collection and analysis of metals in water.

Most of the navigational projects constructed and maintained by the USACE New Orleans
District and Galveston District are in areas that have frequent ship traffic and from which
sediments are dredged at short intervals. In these cases, grab samples can be representative of
the mixed sediment column, and corers should only be necessary if excavation of infrequently
disturbed sediments below the mixed layer is planned.

Accurate positioning of sampling stations is essential in investigations of sediment
characteristics. All samples should be obtained as close as possible to the target locations
provided in the project sampling plan. All sediment sampling locations should be recorded to a
horizontal accuracy of £2 meters (or as approved in the sampling and analysis plan). Such
accuracy can be obtained by survey landmarks and a variety of positioning hardware. If
sampling locations are referenced to a local coordinate grid, the local grid should be tied to the
North American Datum (NAD 1983) to allow conversion to latitudes and longitudes. The use of
a standard horizontal datum will allow dredging data to be accurately mapped, including display
and analysis using geographic information system (GIS) software.

5.5 Reference and Control Sediments. It is important to distinguish clearly between reference
and control sediments in the context of benthic impact. Test procedures are conducted on the
control and reference sediments in the same way as on the dredged material proposed for ocean
dumping.

Reference Sediment

Reference sediment is defined in the Green Book as a sediment, “substantially free of
contaminants, that is as similar as practicable to the grain size of the dredged material and the
sediment at the disposal site, and that reflects the conditions that would exist in the vicinity of the
disposal site had no dredged material disposal ever taken place, but had all other influences on
sediment condition taken place.” The reference sediment serves as a point of comparison to
identify potential effects of contaminants in the dredged material.

This RIA requires that the reference area approach be used rather than the reference point
approach. In the reference area approach, the reference location is viewed not as a single station
or point, but as the entire area in the environs of the disposal site, excluding the disposal site
itself. Rather than characterize the reference area by sampling at a single point, it is
characterized by a number of samples taken throughout the reference area and composited
according to methods described in the Green Book.

15



Table 1. Sample Collection Requirements

This table contains general guidance on the type of samples that may be required to be collected in the field to
conduct dredged material evaluation tests.

Tests Water Samples Sediment Samples Purpose
Disposal | Dredging | Control | Dredging Reference | Control
Site Site Site Site

Tier Il

Water Column ° ° Chemical analyses of disposal site

Screen water and dredging site sediments are
required for model inputs.

Elutriate ° ° ° Dredging site water and sediments are
used for elutriate preparation.
Chemical analysis of the liquid phase
of the dredged material elutriate is used
to determine compliance with
WQC/WQS. Chemical analysis of
disposal site water and liquid phase of
the elutriate is required for model
inputs.

Tier Il

Benthic ° ° Chemical and physical analyses of
dredging site sediment samples and
reference site sediment samples are
required for TBP calculations.

Tier I

Water Column ° ° ° ° Organisms are exposed to dilution

SPP Toxicity water, control water and the dredged

Test material dilution series. Dredging site
water and sediments are used for
elutriate preparation. Disposal site
water or artificial sea water may be
used for dilutions. Control water is
required for bioassay test acceptance.

Tier I

Benthic ° ° ° ° Organisms are exposed to dredging site

Solid Phase sediments, reference sediment and

Toxicity Test
and
Bioaccumulation
Test

control sediment for toxicity and
bioaccumulation bioassays. Control
sediment is required for bioassay test
acceptance. Chemical analyses of
organism tissues are required for
bioaccumulation tests. Disposal site
water, clean sea water or artificial sea
water may be used to conduct
bioassays.
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The reference areas are located within 2 - 5 nautical miles of the ODMDS and at a location
opposite the direction of net transport. The reference area sediment sample for a given project
must be a composite comprised of a minimum of three samples. See Appendix D for reference
area locations for ODMDS in Texas and Louisiana. Reference areas for Section 103 permit
applicants will be determined on a case-by-case basis.

Control Sediment

Control sediment is distinguished from the reference sediment because it is collected from the
site where the test species were collected or an area known to be free of contaminants, or it is the
sediment that the organisms are cultured in the laboratory. The control sediment is used to
confirm the health of the test organism during bioassay tests, and to validate the test protocol as
part of the laboratory QA/QC program. The control sediment should have previously been
demonstrated to result in good survival and growth of test organisms.

Excessive mortality in the control sediment indicates a problem with testing conditions or
organisms and can invalidate the corresponding test results. It may also indicate that test species
are overly sensitive to the different grain sizes. This RIA recommends that if mortality is greater
than 10% in the control treatment for a particular test species (30% mortality/abnormality for
zooplankton in the water column bioassay), the causes of the failure should be identified (e.g.
grain size sensitivity, pH, ammonia, etc.) and the bioassay repeated.

6. QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL

An effective quality control program must be an integral part of the dredging evaluation from the
initiation of field collection. The importance of a quality assurance (QA) program is to ensure
that the data collected in order to make regulatory decisions is of known and documented quality,
as well as to ensure that quality control (QC) procedures have been implemented and
documented. QA programs set standards for personnel qualifications, facilities, equipment,
services, data generation, record-keeping, and data-quality assessments. QC procedures for the
general characterization of sediments are necessary to ensure that the data meet acceptable criteria
for precision and accuracy.

The USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District, and EPA, Region 6 plan to prepare a
Dredged Material Evaluation Quality Assurance Plan (QAP), which will address basic QA/QC
issues associated with dredged material sampling and evaluations. The QAP will include all
general QA/QC information and requirements that apply across all dredging projects including
field sampling and clean techniques, laboratory testing, data validation and reporting, and other
QA/QC procedures.
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While basic/general sampling and analysis protocols will be addressed in the QAP, the
individual project sampling design and project-specific QA/QC issues should be addressed in
the project SAP. Certain QA/QC requirements may be addressed in contract laboratory quality
management plans/documents and should be referenced or included in the SAP. Once the QAP
is finalized it will be included as an appendix to this RIA.

The Dredged Material Evaluation QAP will be prepared using the following guidance documents:
QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water, and Tissues for

Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995), and EPA Requirements for a QA Project
Plan — QA/R-5 (EPA, 2001a; www.epa.gov/qualityl). Additional guidance may also be obtained
from the Green Book and the ITM, however the guidance provided in the ITM (Appendix G) is
more technically advanced and should be used as reference for general QA/QC considerations.
Until the Dredged Material Evaluation QAP is prepared, the guidance provided in the
EPA/USACE (1995) QA/QC guidance document and in Appendix G of the ITM will be utilized.

The USACE, New Orleans and Galveston District will consult the Dredged Material Evaluation
QAP, when finalized, when negotiating contracts for dredged material evaluations to assure all
QA/QC measures are addressed. EPA will also assist in QC oversight activities including inter-
laboratory comparisons and routine inspections. QA/QC requirements may be addressed in
contract laboratory quality management plans/documents and should be reviewed to ensure that
the requirements of the QAP, once finalized, are met.

7. DREDGED MATERIAL EVALUATION

Under 40 CFR 227.13(c), evaluation of dredged material to determine environmental
acceptability focuses on biological effects rather than the presence/absence of contaminants. The
Green Book and the ocean dumping regulations stress the use of effects-based bioassays as
evaluative tools necessary to determine the potential impact of the dredged material on both the
benthic environment and water column. Bioassays are used to predict environmental effects
because they are regarded as the best methods available for integrating the effects of multiple
contaminants and for comparing the relative impacts of different dredged materials. Test
organisms integrate and quantify the effects of chemical and physical constituents of a dredged
material. Contaminant-based effects of the sediment can then be assessed in a holistic manner.

The biological effect of the dredged material is evaluated using new or historical data. 1f no
acceptable biological effects-based data exist for a proposed dredging project and it does not
meet the exclusionary criteria then biological effects-based bioassays will be conducted to
determine regulatory compliance. For most projects, the impact of the solid phase on the benthic
environment deserves the most rigorous evaluation, because the dredged material that is
deposited on the sea floor usually causes greater long-term impact than the fraction of the
dredged material that is temporarily suspended in the water column.
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The ocean dumping regulations [40 CFR 227.27(b)] require that both acute and chronic toxicity
effects of dredged material placement should be measured. Chronic methods are important for
assessing long-term effects, including reproduction and growth of benthic organisms. EPA has
developed a standard method for assessing chronic toxicity to the amphipod Leptocheirus
plumulosus (EPA, 2001b) which can be accessed online at www.epa.gov/waterscience.

8. PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL EVALUATIONS

8.1 Physical Analysis.  Physical analysis of the dredged material provides general information
on the physical characteristics of the dredged material and can assist in assessing the impact of
disposal on the benthic environment and the water column at the disposal site. Physical analysis
of the reference sediment is required for Tier 11 TBP calculations, if conducted. The conventional
parameters to be analyzed for physical characterization of sediment include the

following, at a minimum: grain size distribution, total organic carbon (TOC), total petroleum
hydrocarbons (TPH), ammonia, and percent solids. A comprehensive listing of appropriate
analytical methods for the conventional parameter analyses of sediments is provided in Table 3
of the QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged
Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995). Target Detection Limits (TDLs) for conventional
parameter analyses in sediment, tissue and water (where applicable) are provided in Appendix C.
Table 1 provides guidance on the types of analyses required to conduct dredged material
evaluation tests for various field collected samples. Additional QA/QC guidance is provided in
Appendix G of the ITM and in QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water
and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995).

8.2 Chemical Analysis.  Chemical analysis of the dredged material provides information about
the contaminants present in the dredged material that, if biologically available, could cause
toxicity and/or be accumulated in tissues. Chemical analysis of disposal site water is required for
Tier Il water column effects modeling. Chemical analysis of the reference sediment is required
for Tier Il TBP calculations, if conducted. Sediment-chemistry data alone should not be directly
used to make decisions regarding the acceptability of dredged material for ocean disposal. Section
9 of the Green Book also addresses chemical analyses. A comprehensive listing of appropriate
analytical methods for determining contaminants in sediments is provided in Table 3

of the QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged
Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995). Table 1 provides guidance on the types of analyses
required to conduct dredged material evaluation tests for various field collected samples.
Additional QA/QC guidance is provided in Appendix G of the ITM and in QA/QC Guidance for
Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations
(EPA/USACE, 1995).

Contaminants of Concern
Table 2 lists potential contaminants of concern (COCs) and additional optional contaminants for
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dredged material evaluation. The COCs listed in Table 2 are EPA priority pollutants and have
been published in the Federal Register, “National Recommended Water Quality Criteria;
Republication” (EPA, 1998). Target Detection Limits (TDLs) for the parameters listed in Table
2 plus other potential contaminants for sediment, tissue and water analyses are provided in
Appendix C. Generally, if one or more COCs are detected in the sediments, synergistic effects
are possible and Tier 111 level bioassays shall be conducted for evaluation of benthic and water
column impacts.

If no sediment chemistry data exist for a dredging project, analysis for the complete list of COCs
in Table 2 will be performed. Where sediment chemistry data exist and contaminants of concern
are known for a specific project, the basic COC list for that project may be reduced or
supplemented by mutual agreement of the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District
and EPA, Region 6.

For example, if a pulp and paper mill or organic chemical plant discharges to a channel proposed
for dredging, dioxin may be added to the list of contaminants of concern. Similarly, if a ship
maintenance dock or boat marina is proposed to be dredged, tributyltin may be included.
Conversely, if a particular COC has not historically been detected in the sediments from a
specific project and no new sources of the COC in question are identified, that COC may be
removed from the list of COCs for that specific project. Contaminants detected on gas
chromatograms or reconstructed ion chromatograms that are not listed in Table 2 should be noted
in the final project evaluation.

9. WATER COLUMN EVALUATIONS

Water column evaluations are required to determine compliance with the LPC of both the liquid
(40 CFR 227.27(a)) and suspended particulate phases (40 CFR 227.27(b)) of the dredged
material. These evaluations include determination of compliance with applicable EPA marine
Water Quality Criteria (WQC) and/or state Water Quality Standards (WQS) and potential
impacts of the suspended particulate phase of the dredged material elutriate on appropriate
sensitive marine organisms.

9.1 Dredged Material Elutriate Preparation.  The dredged material elutriate preparation
(Section 10.1.2 of the Green Book) involves mixing the dredged material with dredging site water
in a sediment-to-water ratio of 1:4 and allowing the mixture to settle for one hour. The

portion of the dredged material that is considered to have the potential to impact the water column
is the supernatant remaining after undisturbed settling. The suspended particulate phase

is the supernatant from the dredged material elutriate preparation and is used for water column
bioassays. The liquid phase is the supernatant from the dredged material elutriate preparation
that has been centrifuged or filtered and is used for EPA WQC/state WQS screening. When
analyzing for metals, filtration of the supernatant through a 0.45 um filter is required
(centrifugation optional). EPA recommends that clean techniques (EPA 1600 series methods)
be used for collection and analysis of metals in water/liquid phase. When analyzing for
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TABLE 2

Contaminants of Concern (COC) and Conventional Parameters

METALS AND CYANIDE
Antimony (Total)
Arsenic (Total)
Beryllium (Total)
Cadmium (Total)
Chromium (Total)
Chromium (+3)
Chromium (+6)
Copper (Total)
Lead (Total)
Mercury (Total)
Nickel (Total)
Selenium (Total)
Silver (Total)
Thallium (Total)
Zinc  (Total)
Cyanide (Total)

CONVENTIONAL PARAMETERS

Grain Size

TOC

TPH

Ammonia

Percent Solids/Total Solids

ORGANIC COMPOUNDS
Phenols/Substituted Phenols
2-Chlorophenol
2,4-Dichlorophenol
2,4-Dimethylphenol
4,6-Dinitro-0-Cresol [2 methyl 4,6-
dinitrophenol

2,4-Dinitrophenol
2-Nitrophenol

4-Nitrophenol
p-Chloro-m-Cresol [4 chloro-3-
methylphenol]
Pentachlorophenol

Phenol

2,4,6-Trichlorophenol

MISCELLANEOUS
Isophorone

LPAH Compounds
Acenaphthene
Acenaphthylene
Anthracene
Fluorene
Naphthalene
Phenanthrene

HPAH Compounds
Benzo(a)anthracene
Benzo(a)pyrene
Benzo(ghi)perylene
Benzo(b & k)fluoranthene
Chrysene

Dibenzo (a,h) anthracene
Fluoranthene

Indeno (1,2,3-cd) pyrene [2,3-0-
phenylene pyrene]

Pyrene

Chlorinated Hydrocarbons
1,2-Dichlorobenzene
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene
2-Chloronapthalene
Hexachlorobenzene
Hexachlorobutadiene
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene
Hexachloroethane
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene

Phthalate Esters
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate
Butyl benzyl phthalate
Diethyl Phthalate Dimethyl
Phthalate

Di-n-Butyl Phthalate
Di-n-octyl Phthalate

Halogenated Ethers
Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) ether
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether
4-Chlorophenyl pheny! ether

PESTICIDES

Aldrin

Alpha-BHC

Beta-BHC
Gamma-BHC (Lindane)
Delta-BHC

Chlordane

4,4°-DDT

4,4’-DDE

4,4’-DDD

Dieldrin
Alpha-endosulfan
Beta-endosulfan
Endosulfan sulfate
Endrin

Endrin aldehyde
Heptachlor

Heptachlor epoxide (BHC-
hexachlorocyclohexane)
Toxaphene

PCBs

Total PCBs

PCB Congeners*
PCB-1242
PCB-1254
PCB-1221
PCB-1232
PCB-1248
PCB-1260
PCB-1016

Organonitrogen Compounds
Benzidine
3,3’-Dichlorobenzidine
2,4-Dinitrotoluene
2,6-Dinitrotoluene
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine
Nitrobenzene
N-nitrosodimethylamine
N-nitrosodi-n-propylamine
N-nitrosodiphenylamine

*QOptional to analyze
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organics, the supernatant should only be centrifuged.

9.2 Water Quality Criteria/Standards Evaluation Using the Liquid Phase-Tier 1. To
determine compliance or noncompliance with applicable EPA WQC or state WQS, the potential
release of dissolved contaminants from the dredged material shall be analyzed using the liquid
phase of the dredged material elutriate. Chemical analysis of liquid phase allows a direct
comparison to applicable EPA marine WQC and state WQS. A comprehensive listing of
appropriate analytical methods for evaluating the liquid phase of the dredged material elutriate is
provided in Table 3 of the QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and
Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995). EPA recommends that clean
techniques (EPA 1600 series methods) be used for collection and analysis of metals in
water/liquid phase. Additional QA/QC guidance is provided in Appendix G of the ITM and in
QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged
Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995).

The EPA WQC for priority pollutants and nonpriority pollutants have been published in the
Federal Register, “National Recommended Water Quality Criteria; Republication” (EPA, 1998),
and all subsequent updates should be utilized. Louisiana Numerical Criteria for Specific Toxic
Substances and Texas Surface Water Quality Standards may also be applied in those instances
where the state’s criteria are more stringent or where no EPA marine WQC exist.

The following points shall be considered when making comparisons of the liquid phase COC
concentration with the WQC/WQS:

¢ If WQC and/or WQS have not been established for all COC detected in the sediments or if
synergistic effects are possible due to detection of one or more contaminants, further
biological testing of the suspended particulate phase is required (40 CFR 227.13(c)(2)(i)), see
Section 9.3 below. The water column analyses alone are not sufficient for determining
suitability of the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the benthic impacts (solid
phase bioassay and bioaccumulation potential) must also be conducted. In addition, the
analyses required by other applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part
227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

¢ If WQC and/or WQS have been established for all COC detected in the liquid phase and they
are not exceeded, the LPC for the liquid phase is met. If one or more contaminants are
detected in the sediments, synergistic effects are possible and further biological testing of the
suspended particulate phase is required (40 CFR 227.13(c)(2)(i)), see Section 9.3 below. The
water column analyses alone are not sufficient for determining suitability of the dredged
material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the benthic impacts (solid phase bioassay and
bioaccumulation potential) must also be conducted. In addition, the analyses required by
other applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D,
E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

¢ If applicable WQC and/or WQS are exceeded in the liquid phase, the models as described in
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¢ the Green Book may be used for further analysis. Chemical analyses of the liquid phase and
disposal site water are required for model inputs. Appendix B of the Green Book provides
guidance on which numerical computer model should be applied.

e |If the model predicts the WQC and/or WQS are not exceeded after allowance for
initial mixing, the LPC for the liquid phase is met. If multiple contaminants are
detected in the sediments, synergistic effects are possible and further biological
testing of the suspended particulate phase is required (40 CFR 227.13(c)(2)(i)), see
Section 9.3 below. The water column analyses alone are not sufficient for
determining suitability of the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the
benthic impacts (solid phase bioassay and bioaccumulation potential) must also be
conducted. In addition, the analyses required by other applicable provisions of the
regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section
228.4(e)) must be performed.

e |If the model predicts that WQC and/or WQS will be exceeded after allowance for
initial mixing, the LPC for the liquid phase is not met and disposal of the dredged
material without appropriate management is not supported. The USACE, New
Orleans District or Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 shall then evaluate
management actions outside the scope of this RIA.

9.3 Water Column Bioassay Using the Suspended Particulate Phase—Tier 111.

9.3.1Suspended Particulate Phase Toxicity Test. ~ The suspended particulate phase (SPP)
bioassay considers the effects, after allowance for initial mixing, of dissolved contaminants plus
those associated with suspended particulates on water-column organisms. This bioassay involves
exposing test organisms to a dilution series consisting of at least three concentrations (100%,
50% and 10% are recommended) of the suspended particulate phase of the dredged-

material elutriate. The dredged material elutriate preparation for this bioassay (Section 11.1.4 of
the Green Book) involves mixing the dredged material with dredging site water in a sediment-to-
water ratio of 1:4 and allowing the mixture to settle for one hour.

Disposal site water or artificial seawater should be used for dilutions. In addition, a control
treatment should be run using water of the type in which the animals were held prior to testing,
typically conditioned artificial seawater or natural seawater. Toxicity of the dilution water
should also be determined by conducting 100% dilution water treatment. Section 11.1 of the
Green Book contains further guidance on the suspended particulate phase toxicity test procedure.
Table 1 provides guidance on the types of samples that may be required to be collected in the
field to conduct the suspended phase toxicity test.

As described in Appendix G.2.10.5.2 of the ITM, reference toxicant tests should be performed
on all organisms used in dredged material testing to determine the health and sensitivity of the
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organisms. Additional QA/QC guidance is provided in Appendix G of the ITM and in QA/QC
Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged Material
Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995).

9.3.2Test Organisms.  Bioassay tests shall be conducted on appropriately sensitive marine
water-column organisms exposed to dilution water, control water, and dredged material dilution
series according to EPA methods (EPA, 1991) and American Society for Testing and Materials
protocols (ASTM, 1994a, or most recent editions thereof). Appendix E of the ITM provides
summaries of test conditions and test acceptability criteria for conducting water column
bioassays for the organisms listed below. Any proposed variation to the methodologies must be
technically valid and mutually agreed upon by EPA, Region 6 and the USACE, New Orleans
District and Galveston District before the bioassay tests are started.

Paragraph 227.27(c) of the ocean dumping regulations defines appropriate sensitive water-
column marine organism to mean at least one species each representative of phytoplankton or
zooplankton; crustacean or mollusc; and fish. Water-column bioassays must be conducted using
at least three organisms selected from the following list of test species:

Water column toxicity bi rganism
(* indicates recommended species)

Zooplankton

Copepod, Acartia sp.

Postlarval mysid shrimp, Americamysis bahia*
Crustacean

Mysid shrimp, Americamysis bahia*

Grass shrimp, Paleomonetes sp.

Eish

Inland or Atlantic Silversides, Menidia sp.*
Sheepshead minnow, Cyprinodon variegatus

9.3.3Data Analysis

¢ If mortality is greater than 10% in the control treatment or in the dilution water treatment for
a particular test species (30% mortality/abnormality for zooplankton), the test should be
rejected and the bioassay repeated. If mortality is greater than 10% in the dilution water
treatment using disposal site water, the bioassay should be repeated using artificial seawater.

¢ If survival in all of the dredged material treatments is greater than, or equal to, survival in the
dilution water treatment, the LPC for water column toxicity/suspended particulate phase has
been met. The water column analyses alone are not sufficient for determining suitability of
the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the benthic impacts (solid phase
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¢ Dbioassay and bioaccumulation potential) must also be conducted. In addition, the analyses
required by other applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part 227
Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

¢ If survival in the dredged material treatments is less than survival in the dilution water
treatment, but the difference does not exceed 10%, the LPC for water column
toxicity/suspended particulate phase has been met. The water column analyses alone are not
sufficient for determining suitability of the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of
the benthic impacts (solid phase bioassay and bioaccumulation potential) must also be
conducted. In addition, the analyses required by other applicable provisions of the
regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e))
must be performed.

¢ If survival in the 100% dredged material elutriate treatment is less than survival in the
dilution water treatment, and the difference is greater than 10%, statistical analyses are
required to determine if the dredged material suspension is significantly more toxic than the
dilution water (i.e. the difference is statistically significant). Statistical procedures
recommended for analyzing test data are described in detail in Section 13 of the Green Book
and Appendix D of the ITM, however, the guidance provided in the ITM is more technically
advanced and should be used as reference for appropriate statistical methods.

e |f the 100% dredged material elutriate treatment is not statistically different from the
dilution water, the dredged material is not predicted to be acutely toxic to water
column organisms and the LPC for water column toxicity/suspended particulate phase
has been met. The water column analyses alone are not sufficient for determining
suitability of the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the benthic
impacts (solid phase bioassay and bioaccumulation potential) must also be conducted.
In addition, the analyses required by other applicable provisions of the regulations
including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be
performed.

e |f the 100% dredged material elutriate treatment is statistically different from the
dilution water, it is necessary to run a numerical model to determine compliance with
the LPC.

Appendix B of the Green Book provides guidance on the appropriate numerical computer model
that should be applied. The key parameters derived from the model for evaluating water-column
toxicity are: 1) the maximum concentration of dredged material in the water column outside the
boundary of the disposal site during the 4-hour initial mixing period, and 2) the maximum
concentration in the water column in the marine environment after the 4-hour mixing period.
The modeled concentrations of the dredged material are compared with the LPC, as determined
by 0.01 of the 48- or 96-hour LCs, to determine compliance.
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The following points shall be considered when making modeled concentrations comparisons
with the LPC:

* The LCx is the concentration of the suspended particulate phase that is lethal to 50%
of the organisms.

» |f greater than 50% mortality occurs in at least one of the serial dilutions of the
dredged material treatments, it may be possible to calculate an LCsg value.

* If less than 50% mortality occurs in all of the dredged material treatments, it is not
possible to calculate an LCso. In such cases, the LCs is assumed to be >100%.

* |f the conditions are highly toxic, such that the 10% dredged material treatment has
greater than 50% mortality, further dilution must be made (new treatments of less
than 10% dredged material) to attain a survival of greater than 50% and determine the
LCso by interpolation.

* |If both modeled concentrations are less than the 0.01 of the LCsp, the LPC for water
column toxicity/suspended particulate phase is met. The water column analyses alone
are not sufficient for determining suitability of the dredged material for ocean
disposal; evaluation of the benthic impacts (solid phase bioassay and bioaccumulation
potential) must also be conducted. In addition, the analyses required by other
applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D,
E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

* If either of the modeled concentrations exceeds 0.01 of the LCs, the discharge does
not meet the LPC for water column toxicity/suspended particulate phase and disposal
of the dredged material without appropriate management is not supported. The
USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District and EPA, Region 6 shall
evaluate management actions outside the scope of this RIA.

10. BENTHIC EVALUATIONS

Benthic evaluations are required to determine compliance with the LPC of the solid phase (40
CFR 227.27(b)) of the dredged material. These evaluations include assessment of toxicity of the
dredged material to appropriate sensitive benthic marine organisms and an evaluation of the
bioaccumulation potential of the COC in the proposed dredged material. An initial screen of the
dredged material is included in Tier Il of the Green Book and may be performed for estimating
the potential of non-polar organics to bioaccumulate using a theoretical bioaccumulation
potential calculation. However, compliance with LPC of the solid phase will be based on
benthic bioassays, including solid phase toxicity and bioaccumulation tests. The initial screen
will not be used to make regulatory decisions in absence of bioassay tests, however, it may be
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used to aid in re-evaluating the need for ocean disposal in an effort to avoid Tier Il bioassay
costs.

10.1 Benthic Bioassay—Tier Il1.

10.1.1Solid Phase Toxicity Test.  Solid phase bioassays are conducted to evaluate potential
impacts to benthic marine organisms. Solid phase bioassay treatments should be comprised of
exposure to sediment from the dredging site, reference sediment, and control sediment. Disposal
site water, clean seawater or artificial seawater may be used to conduct the bioassay. Table 1
provides guidance on the types of samples that may be required to be collected in the field to
conduct the solid phase toxicity test.

Section 11.2 of the Green Book contains guidance on experimental procedures. As described in
Appendix G.2.10.5.2 of the ITM, reference toxicant tests should be performed on all organisms
used in dredged material testing to determine the relative health of the organisms. Reference
toxicant tests will be conducted for 96 hours. Additional QA/QC guidance is provided in
Appendix G of the ITM and in QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water
and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995).

10.1.2Test Organisms.  Bioassay tests shall be conducted on appropriately sensitive benthic
marine organisms [40 CFR 227.27(d)] exposed to reference area, control site, and proposed
dredging site sediment samples according to EPA methods (EPA, 1994; EPA, 1995a) and ASTM
protocols (ASTM, 1994b, c, d, or most recent editions thereof). Appendix E of the ITM provides
summaries of test conditions and test acceptability criteria for conducting solid phase bioassays
for the organisms listed below. Any proposed variation to the methodologies must be technically
valid and mutually agreed upon by EPA, Region 6 and the USACE, New Orleans District and
Galveston District before the bioassay tests are started.

The benthic species should represent filter-feeding, deposit-feeding, and burrowing species.
These categories of species are broad and overlapping. At least two different species listed
below that together cover the three feeding strategies identified in the regulations should be used
to evaluate a disposal project. Both the Green Book and the ITM recommend that a sensitive
infaunal amphipod be used in solid phase toxicity evaluations. This RIA recommends using
either the amphipods Ampelisca abdita or Leptocheirus plumulosus in benthic toxicity
evaluations, however, alternative amphipod species may be substituted at the approval of EPA
and the USACE. Guidance on available testing procedures provided by EPA (1994) and ASTM
(1994b, c) may be followed and modified to conduct a 10-day mysid test.
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lid Phase Toxicity Bi rganism
(* indicates recommended species)

Filter-feeding

Mysid shrimp, Americamysis bahia*
Juvenile Bivalves (clams), dwarf surf clam, Mulinia lateralis
Deposit-feeding

Infaunal amphipod, Ampelisca abdita*
Amphipod, Leptocheirus plumulosus*
Polychaete, Neanthes succinea, Nereis virens
Grass shrimp, Paleomonetes sp.
Burrowing

Infaunal amphipod, Ampelisca abdita*
Amphipod, Leptocheirus plumulosus
Polychaete, Neanthes succinea, Nereis virens

10.1.3Data Analysis.

¢

¢

If greater than 10% mean mortality occurs in the control sediment, the test should be
repeated.

If survival in the dredged material treatments is greater than, or equal to, survival in the
reference sediment treatments, the LPC for benthic toxicity has been met. The benthic
toxicity analyses alone are not sufficient for determining suitability of the dredged material
for ocean disposal; evaluation of the water column impacts and the bioaccumulation potential
of the solid phase must also be conducted. In addition, the analyses required by other
applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and
G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

If survival in the dredged material treatments is less than survival in the reference sediment
treatments, but the difference does not exceed 10% (20% for amphipods), the LPC for
benthic toxicity has been met. The benthic toxicity analyses alone are not sufficient for
determining suitability of the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the water
column impacts and the bioaccumulation potential of the solid phase must also be conducted.
In addition, the analyses required by other applicable provisions of the regulations including
(40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

If survival in the dredged material treatments is less than survival in the reference sediment
treatments, and the difference is greater than 10% (20% for amphipods), then statistical
analyses are required to determine if the dredged material is significantly more toxic than the
reference sediment. Statistical procedures recommended for analyzing test data are described
in detail in Section 13 of the Green Book and Appendix D of the ITM, however, the guidance
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provided in the ITM is more technically advanced and should be used as reference for
appropriate statistical methods.

If mortality of organisms exposed to sediment from the dredging is not
statistically greater than the mortality of organisms exposed to the reference
sediment, then the LPC for the solid phase is met. The benthic toxicity analyses
alone are not sufficient for determining suitability of the dredged material for
ocean disposal; evaluation of the water column impacts and the bioaccumulation
potential of the solid phase must also be conducted. In addition, the analyses
required by other applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR
Part 227 Subparts B, C, D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

If bioassay organism mortality is statistically greater than in the reference
sediment, then the dredged material does not meet the LPC for the solid phase
and disposal of the dredged material without appropriate management is not
supported. The USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District and EPA,
Region 6 shall then evaluate management actions outside the scope of this RIA.

10.2 Bioaccumulation Testing-Tier I11.  Bioaccumulation tests are conducted to determine the
bioavailability of contaminants through 28-day exposure tests. The tests are designed to evaluate
the potential of benthic organisms to bioaccumulate COC from the dredged material. Section 12
of the Green Book contains guidance on bioaccumulation testing protocols. Bioaccumulation
treatments should include exposure to sediment from the dredging site, reference sediment and
control sediment. Disposal site water, clean natural seawater or artificial seawater may be used to
conduct the bioassay. Table 1 provides guidance on the types of samples that may be required to
be collected in the field to conduct the bioaccumulation test.

Section 12 of the Green Book contains guidance on experimental procedures. Additional
QA/QC guidance is provided in Appendix G of the ITM and in QA/QC Guidance for Sampling
and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE,

1995).

10.2.1Test Organisms.  Bioassay tests shall be conducted on appropriately sensitive benthic
marine organisms [40 CFR 227.27(d)] exposed to reference area, control site, and proposed
dredging site sediments according to EPA methods (EPA, 1994). Appendix E of the ITM
provides summaries of test conditions and test acceptability criteria for conducting
bioaccumulation tests for the organisms listed below. Any proposed variation to the
methodologies must be technically valid and mutually agreed upon by EPA, Region 6 and the
USACE, New Orleans District and Galveston District before the bioassay tests are started.

Only organisms in a given replicate chamber may be composited for chemical analysis;
therefore, sufficient biomass must be obtained from each repliate to run analyses on the tissue.
The benthic species should represent filter-feeding, deposit-feeding, and burrowing species.
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These categories of species are broad and overlapping. At least two different species listed
below that together cover the three feeding strategies identified in the regulations should be used
to evaluate a disposal project.

Bioaccumulation Test Organisms

(* indicates recommended species)

Eilter-feeding
Mollusk, Macoma nasuta

Quahog, Mercenaria sp.*

Deposit-feeding

Polychaete, Neanthes succinea, Nereis virens
Commercial shrimp, Penaeus aztecus™
Burrowing

Polychaete, Neanthes succinea, Nereis virens*
Other

Blue crab, Callinectes sapidus

Red Drum, Sciaenops ocellatus

10.2.2Chemical Analysis of Tissues.  Tissues of appropriate benthic organisms exposed to the
dredged material shall be analyzed for classes of COCs detected in the sediments. Ordinarily,
only those compounds detected in the sediment need be analyzed for in the tissue. In some
cases, however, it may be desirable to analyze tissues for compounds not detected in the
sediments. The detection limits listed in Appendix B will be used when conducting evaluations
of tissues from bioaccumulation tests. A comprehensive listing of appropriate analytical
methods for evaluating tissues is provided in Table 3 of the QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and
Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE,
1995). Additional QA/QC guidance is provided in Appendix G of the ITM and in QA/QC
Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged Material
Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995).

The basic strategy for selecting contaminants for tissue analysis should include three
considerations:
e The target analyte is a COC and is present in the sediment as determined by sediment
chemical analyses.
e The target analyte has a high potential to accumulate and persist in tissues.
e The target analyte is of toxicological concern

Generally, the relative potential for bioaccumulation of organic compounds can be estimated
from the Ky, of the compounds. As stated in the Green Book and ITM, EPA recommends that
compounds for which the log Ko is greater than 3.5 be considered for further evaluation of
bioaccumulation potential. The bioaccumulation potential of inorganic compounds can be based
on calculated bioconcentration factors (BCF). Contaminants with BCFs greater than 1000 (log

30



BCF>3) should be further evaluated for bioaccumulation potential. Appropriate application of
these values along with consideration of the factors above will assist in selecting COC for
bioaccumulation analysis by providing a general indication of the relative potential for various
chemicals to accumulate in tissues. Section 9.5.1 in both the Green Book and ITM provide
additional guidance on identifying organic and inorganic COC for bioaccumulation analyses and
should be consulted when conducting this evaluation.

Both wet weight and dry weight tissue concentrations should be determined and reported. Wet
weight tissue concentrations should be used in comparison to action level values or advisories
reported as wet weight concentrations, such as Food and Drug Administration (FDA) Action
Levels, or for use in risk modeling that makes assumptions of dose coming from consumption of
“fresh” material, not dried matter. Dry weight tissue concentrations should be used to
statistically evaluate bioaccumulation potential of COC detected in the tissues of organisms
exposed to sediment from the dredging site. This provides a more accurate assessment of
statistical significance by removing any variability in the data associated with moisture or water
contents in tissues, which can be influenced by how tissues were prepared in the laboratory or
other factors. Using dry weight data for statistical comparisons removes this variable. Statistical
procedures recommended for analyzing test data are described in detail in Section 13 of the
Green Book and Appendix D of the ITM however, the guidance provided in the ITM is more
technically advanced and should be used as reference for appropriate statistical methods.

Tissue concentrations of test organisms should be measured prior to exposure to the sediment
from the dredging site, reference sediment and control sediment. This will add perspective to the
magnitude of uptake during the exposure period, and in some cases may show elevated body
burdens were not due to exposure to dredged material or reference sediment but were already
present in the organisms at the start of the test. If tissue concentrations are not measured prior to
the initiation of the tests, some of the organisms must be archived (frozen). If test results are
suspect, then the archived organisms should be analyzed.

10.2.3Bioaccumulation Evaluations.  Concentrations of contaminants of concern in tissues of
benthic organisms exposed to the test sediments/dredged material are compared initially against
applicable FDA Action Levels when such levels have been set. These levels are based on human
health and economic considerations and do not include the potential for impact on the
ecosystem. FDA Action Levels are presented in table format in Appendix D of EPA’s sediment
quality survey, The Incidence and Severity of Sediment Contamination in Surface Waters of the
U.S., Volume I: National Sediment Quality Survey (EPA, 1997b), and subsequent updates. The
appendix can be accessed on-line at www.epa.gov/OST/cs/voll/appdx_d.pdf.

¢ If the concentrations of one or more contaminants of concern in tissues exposed to sediment
from the dredging site are statistically greater than the FDA levels, then the dredged material
does not meet the LPC for the solid phase and disposal of the dredged material without
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appropriate management is not supported. The USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston
District and EPA, Region 6 shall then evaluate management actions outside the scope of this
RIA.

If the tissue concentrations of all COCs are not statistically greater than FDA levels or there
are no FDA levels for the COCs, then the concentrations of COCs in tissues exposed to
sediment from the dredging site are compared to the contaminant concentrations in the
tissues exposed to the reference sediment.

If the contaminant concentrations in tissues exposed to sediment from the dredging site do not
statistically exceed the contaminant concentrations in tissues exposed to the reference
sediment, the bioaccumulation LPC for the solid phase is met. No adverse effects are likely if
the concentration in the dredged material-exposed tissue is less than the reference material-
exposed tissue. The bioaccumulation analyses alone are not sufficient for determining
suitability of the dredged material for ocean disposal; evaluation of the water column impacts
and the toxicity of the solid phase must also be conducted. In addition, the analyses required
by other applicable provisions of the regulations including (40 CFR Part 227 Subparts B, C,
D, E, and G and section 228.4(e)) must be performed.

A statistically greater tissue residue in organisms exposed to sediment from the dredging site
than in organisms exposed to the reference sediment does not necessarily indicate increased
environmental hazard or human health risk. Conversely, the lack of statistically greater tissue
residues in sediment from the dredging site compared to reference sediment would be strong
evidence that the sediment from the dredging site would not result in increased environmental
hazard or human health risk for the pollutants tested. Therefore, the following factors

will be assessed to evaluate LPC compliance when the contaminant concentration in tissues
exposed to the sediment from the dredging site statistically exceeds the contaminant
concentrations in tissues exposed to the reference sediment. The factors and their order of
evaluation are as follows:

1. Statistical significance of the results from tests on sediment from the dredging
site when compared to reference sediment results.

2. Magnitude by which bioaccumulation in organisms exposed to sediment from
the dredging site exceeds bioaccumulation in organisms exposed to the reference
sediment.

3. Number of contaminants for which bioaccumulation in organisms exposed to
sediment from the dredging site is statistically greater than bioaccumulation in
organisms exposed to the reference sediment.

4. Number of species in which bioaccumulation in organisms exposed to

sediment from the dredging site is statistically greater than bioaccumulation in
organisms exposed to the reference sediment.
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5. Toxicological importance of the contaminants whose bioaccumulation in organisms
exposed to sediment from the dredging site statistically exceeds that from the reference
sediment.

6. Phylogenetic diversity of the species in which bioaccumulation in organisms
exposed to sediment from the dredging site statistically exceeds bioaccumulation
in organisms exposed to the reference sediment.

7. Propensity for the contaminants with statistically significant bioaccumulation
to biomagnify within aquatic food webs.

8. Magnitude of toxicity and number and phylogenetic diversity of species
exhibiting greater mortality in the sediment from the dredging site than in the
reference sediment.

If a compliance decision still cannot be reached, a sampling plan will be developed and agreed
upon by both the EPA and the USACE to evaluate factor 9.

9. Magnitude by which contaminants whose bioaccumulation in organisms
exposed to sediment from the dredging site exceeds that of organisms exposed to
the reference sediment also exceed the concentrations found in comparable
species living in the vicinity of the proposed disposal site.

11. RISK-BASED EVALUATIVE TOOLS

In addition to the above analytical evaluations, risk-based evaluations may also be applied to
assess the potential ecological and human health effects of the tissue concentrations. Examples
of guidance documents, databases, and evaluative tools that may be used to aid EPA and the
USACE in interpretation of bioaccumulation data are presented in this section.

The USACE has developed guidance for conducting human health and ecological risk
assessments to evaluate the potential impacts associated with aquatic placement of dredged
material, Ecological and Human Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Aquatic Environments
(USACE, 1999). The guidance includes an overview of ecological and human health risk
assessment and recommendations on proper application of risk assessment within the dredging
program. Sources of additional information on risk assessment applications, toxicity profiles,
and other tools used in risk assessment are provided. The report can be accessed at
www.wes.army.mil/el/dots.

EPA has developed a status and needs summary document that describes the existing knowledge

on the use of bioaccumulation data as part of sediment quality assessments, Bioaccumulation
Testing and Interpretation for the Purpose of Sediment Quality Assurance-Status and Needs
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(EPA, 2000). The document provides a summary of existing knowledge on bioaccumulation,
including a compilation of exposure and effects data for persistent, bioaccumulative chemicals;
factors that affect the bioavailability of sediment-associated sediments; and issues and research
needs for interpreting bioaccumulation data. The document contains appendix tables that
summarize information on chemical characteristics; human health concerns; wildlife and aquatic
organism partitioning factors; and food chain multipliers. The document can be accessed online
at www.epa.gov/OST.

Human Health Risk-Based Evaluations. Human health risk-based evaluations focus on
carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risk to humans from potential exposure. For example, EPA
human health risk-based screening levels can be used to determine levels of contamination in
tissue that might result in a 10” cancer risk (1 x 10 or 1 in 100,000 incidence of cancer over a
70 year period) or noncancer hazard in humans. The contaminant concentrations in the tissue of
the organisms exposed to the test sediment/dredged material are compared with EPA fish tissue
screening levels which are available for numerous priority pollutants. The procedures for
estimating human health risks are based on EPA guidance document, Guidance for Assessing
Chemical Contaminant Data for use in Fish Advisories, Volume I, 2" Edition, Fish Sampling
and Analysis (EPA, 1995b). These screening levels, along with FDA Action Levels, are
presented in table format in Appendix D of EPA’s sediment quality survey, The Incidence and
Severity of Sediment Contamination in Surface Waters of the U.S., Volume I: National Sediment
Quality Survey (EPA, 1997b), and subsequent updates. The appendix can be accessed on-line at
www.epa.gov/OST/cs/voll/appdx_d.pdf.

Ecological Risk-Based Evaluations. Ecological risk-based evaluations focus on potential risk to
non-human biota likely to occur at the disposal site. For example, an evaluation of potential
ecological effects of the bioaccumulation of PAHs can be made by direct comparison of total
PAH tissue residues with the Critical Body Residue (CBR) as described by McCarty, et al.
(1992) and Dillion and Gibson (1992). The CBR is the value above which an adverse effect
would be expected and is represented as the ratio of the mass of the chemical/toxicant to the
mass of the organism (i.e. ®mol/g). The acknowledged mode of toxicity for PAHSs is narcosis,
e.g. lethargy, unconsciousness and death in extreme narcosis. According to McCarty et al.
(1992), CBRs of PAHSs ranging from 2 to 8 ®mol/g can produce acute narcotic response and
CBRs of PAHSs ranging from 0.2 to 0.8 ®mol/g can produce chronic narcotic response.

Environmental Residue Effects Database. The USACE Engineer Research and Development
Center and EPA have developed a database, the Environmental Residue Effects Database
(ERED), that contains over 2000 records/references including information on more than 200
contaminants and 100 aquatic species. The database is a compilation of data, taken from the
literature, where biological effects (e.g., reduced survival, growth, etc.) and tissue contaminant
concentrations were simultaneously measured in the same organism. Currently, the database is
limited to those instances where biological effects observed in an organism are linked to a
specific contaminant within its tissues. The USACE Engineer Research and Development
Center have published a Dredging Research Technical Note, EEDP-04-30, Interpreting
Bioaccumulation Data with the Environmental Residue-Effects Database (Bridges et al., 1999),
which provides information on the use of the ERED to interpret bioaccumulation data collected
during environmental assessment of dredged material. The Technical Note can be found online
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at www.wes.army.mil/el/dots/eedptn.html. The database can be found online at
www.wes.army.mil/el/ered.

Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS). EPA prepared and maintains the IRIS, an electronic
database containing information on human health effects that may result from exposure to
various chemicals in the environment. The database files on individual chemicals contain
descriptive and quantitative information. A basic discussion on risk assessment is included in
the introduction. www.epa.gov/ngispgma3/iris.

12. EMERGENCY PROCEDURES

In some instances, the USACE, New Orleans District or Galveston District may deem it
necessary to utilize the existing 102(c) ODMDSs for emergency disposal of dredged materials
from other than the reach for which the ODMDSs are designated by invoking the emergency
procedures as provided in the USACE Regulations at 33 CFR 337.7. In these cases, early and
timely coordination between the District and EPA Region 6 is essential. To better assist with the
coordination effort, the USACE and EPA have developed the following procedures to address
emergency situations.

¢ The District shall notify EPA within 24 hours of the emergency and the proposed use of the
ODMDS.

¢ A complete Tier | evaluation of the activity shall be submitted to EPA as soon as possible.
The information included in the evaluation shall include a description of the emergency
project, any maintenance disposal activity at ODMDS at the time of the emergency (if
applicable), dredged material characterization/evaluation, and the remaining regulatory
evaluation of relevant subparts of 40 CFR 227.

¢ If no bioassay evaluations of the dredged material to be removed during the emergency event
and placed at the ODMDS have been done within the last 5 years according to the procedures
and protocols outlined in this RIA and the Green Book, then the dredged material shall be
sampled prior to removal and analyzed to determine potential environmental impacts. The
sampling plan shall be provided to EPA for review and comment prior to sampling.

¢ Adequate records shall be maintained and be provided to EPA of all disposal activities,
including precise location of disposal, volumes disposed, dates and number of trips.

¢ EPA and the USACE will determine what actions are appropriate to address any concerns
raised by the dredging and disposal activity. This may include any remediation or mitigation
prompted by analysis of the dredged material test results, additional site specific monitoring
at the ODMDS, as well as any actions necessary to address concerns related to impacts of
future hurricanes and any other issues identified by EPA, the USACE and/or the public.

¢ In order to ensure that all potential impacts as a result of the emergency disposal event at the
ODMDS have been adequately addressed in the NEPA documentation, EPA recommends
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that the ocean dumping evaluation as required by the regulations under 40 CFR 227 be
included as an appendix to the EA/EIS for emergency action.
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REQUIRED INFORMATION & DOCUMENTATION FOR
EVALUATION OF DREDGED MATERIAL PROPOSED FOR OCEAN DISPOSAL

The following information is required for the USACE and EPA to evaluate dredged materials
proposed for ocean disposal.

A. Dredging project information,
B. Characterization of material from dredging site, and
C. Regulatory compliance evaluation

A.Dredging project information

The proposed dredging project will be described to include:
e large scale map showing the location of the project
e the project plan drawing, design depth, and advance maintenance and allowable over-
depth
estimated extent of shoaling
interruption or changes in standard operations resulting from shoaling
the anticipated type of dredging and disposal vessel
anticipated start date and duration of the disposal operation
estimated volume and area to be dredged
estimated disposal quantities
work details as described in the specifications of the dredging contract
a short description of the last dredging performed (e.g. maintenance projects),
including location of placement of material at the ODMDS

B.Characterization of material from dredaing sit

Existing Information, Tier I (Section 4.2). At a minimum, a Tier | evaluation shall be
conducted for every proposed dredging operation. If regulatory compliance can be established
using existing information, an assessment of the existing information shall accompany the
compliance decision. For existing data, quality assurance/quality control information should be
verifiable.

If using historical information, it may not be necessary to resubmit the test results that have been
previously submitted to EPA. However, the following information should be provided and
referenced: the date of the original submittal letter, title of the report, name of the consultant,
date of the report and types of analyses performed (i.e. chemical, toxicity, bioaccumulation).

Other sources of data/information should be referenced and/or included with the Tier |
evaluation, including any spill reports, sediment quality databases, research reports, point-source
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discharge permit records, etc. (see Section 4.0 of the Green Book for a detailed listing of other
sources of information).

Exclusionary Criteria, Tier I (Section 4.3).  Information on the proposed dredging site,
including sediment grain size, sediment chemistry and potential for contamination may be
needed in determining exclusion from further testing.

e For this RIA, the term “predominantly sand”, in 40 CFR 227.13(b)(1) and (b)(2), will be
determined on a case-by-case basis by best professional judgment of both the USACE, New
Orleans District and Galveston District and EPA, Region 6.

e The phrase “material proposed for dumping is substantially the same as the substrate at the
proposed disposal site”, in 40 CFR 227.13(b)(3)(i), is interpreted to mean the comparison of
both physical and chemical characteristics of the proposed dredged material to the disposal
site (i.e. “like on like™).

e Information used in determining “areas of high current or wave energy” in 40 CFR
227.13(b)(1) may include area hydrology and available physical oceanographic data.

e Information used in determining “far removed from known existing and historical sources of
pollution” in 40 CFR 227.13(b)(3)(ii) may include area hydrology, location of dredging site
and proximity to sources of pollutants, quantities and types of pollutants discharged upstream
of the proposed dredging area, and existing chemical and physical data on the dredged
material.

If one or more of the exclusionary criteria can be satisfied using existing information, a
conclusive written evaluation must be presented to show that the proposed dredged material
meets the exclusionary criteria. An assessment of the existing information shall accompany the
compliance decision. For existing data, quality assurance/quality control information should be
verifiable.

If using historical information, it may not be necessary to resubmit the test results that have been
previously submitted to EPA. However, the following information should be provided and
referenced: the date of the original submittal letter, title of the report, name of the consultant,
date of the report and types of analyses performed (i.e. chemical, toxicity, bioaccumulation).

New Data (Section 4.5). It may be necessary to collect new sediment samples and conduct
appropriate analyses to determine compliance with the ocean dumping regulations. The
following information shall be provided with submittal of new data:

1) A copy of the site-specific sampling and analysis plan (SAP) as discussed in
Section 5 of this RIA.
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2) A description of the sampling survey, including the following: dates, sampling
devices used, compositing procedure, and the location of the sediment sampling stations
for each dredging area and reference site station by a) latitude and longitude determined
by Global Positioning System, and b) in general terms (e.g. by channel marker, buoy
number or significant landmarks).

3) Copies of the test results conducted according to the site-specific sampling plan in
a standard electronic format and/or report/hard-copy format. These test results include
data for all tests at all tiers (physical, chemical, and/or biological), and the laboratory(s)
performing the tests. Appendix H of QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of
Sediments, Water, and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations (EPA/USACE, 1995)
contains a sediment testing report.

C.Requlatory compliance evaluation

The applicable subparts and sections of 40 CFR listed below must be evaluated to determine if
the proposed dredged material is suitable for ocean disposal. A written discussion must
address all the following:

1) Part 227 Subpart B - Environmental Impact

227.1 Applicability

. 227.4 Criteria for evaluating environmental impact

227.5 Prohibited materials

. 227.6 Constituents prohibited as other than trace contaminants
227.9 Limitations on quantities of waste materials

227.10 Hazards to fishing, navigation, shorelines or beaches

. 227.13 Dredged materials

Q 000 o

2) Part 227 Subpart C - Need for Ocean Dumping (all sections)

3) Part 227 Subpart D - Impact of the Proposed Dumping on Aesthetic, Recreational
and Economic Values (all sections)

4) Part 227 Subpart E - Impact of the Proposed Dumping on Other Uses of the
Ocean (all sections)

5) Part 227 Subpart G - Definitions (all sections)

6) Part 228
Section 228.4(e) - Dredged Material Permits
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APPENDIXB

SAMPLE COLLECTION, PRESERVATION AND STORAGE



SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDED PROCEDURES FOR SAMPLE COLLECTION, PRESERVATION, AND

STORAGE?
Analyses Collection Amount Container® Preservation Technique Storage Holding Times®
Method® Required® Conditions

SEDIMENT
Chemical/Physical Analyses
Metals Grab/corer 100 ¢ Precleaned Dry ice” or freezer storage for | #4°C Hg - 28 days Others -

polyethylene jar’ | extended storages; otherwise 6 months®

refrigerate

Organic Compounds (e.g., Grab/corer 250¢ Solvent-rinsed Dry ice’ or freezer storage for | #4°C'/dark? 14 days"
PCBs, pesticides, polycyclic glass jar with extended storages; otherwise
aromatic hydrocarbons Teflon lid’ refrigerate
Particle Size Grab/corer 100g Whirl-pac bag’ Refrigerate <4°C Undetermined
Total Organic Carbon Grab/corer 509 Heat treated Dry ice’ or freezer storage for | #4°C' 14 days
(TOC) glass vial with extended storages; otherwise

Teflon-lined lid" | refrigerate
Total solids/specific gravity | Grab/corer 50¢ Whirl-pac bag Refrigerate <4°C Undetermined
Miscellaneous Grab/corer 350g Whirl-pac bag Refrigerate <4°C Underermined
Sediment from which Grab/corer Depends Glass with Completely fill and 4°C/dark/airtight | 14 days
elutriate is prepared on tests Teflon-lined lid refrigerate

being
performed

Bl




Biological Tests

Dredged material Grab/corer 12-15L Plastic bag or Completely fill and 4°C/dark/airtight | 14 days’
per sample | container' refrigerate; sieve
Reference sediment Grab/corer 45-50 L Plastic bag or Completely fill and 4°C/dark/airtight | 14 days'
per test container' refrigerate; sieve
Control sediment Grab/corer 21-25L Plastic bag or Completely fill and 4°C/dark/airtight | 14 days'
per test container' refrigerate; sieve
WATER AND ELUTRIATE
Chemical/Physical Analyses
Particulate analysis Discrete 500- 2000 | Plastic or glass Lugols solution and 4°C Undetermined
sampler or mL refrigerate
pump
Metals Discrete 1L Acid-rinsed pH <2 with HNO;; 4°C 2°CX Hg - 14 days Others -
sampler or polyethylene or refrigerate 6 months'
pump glass jar®
Total Kjeldahl nitrogen Discrete 100-200 | Plasticorglass' | H,SO,to pH <2; refrigerate | 4°C' 24 h!
(TKN) sampler or mL
pump
Chemical oxygen demand Discrete 200 mL Plastic or glass' | H,SO, to pH <2; refrigerate | 4°C' 7 days'
(COoD) sampler or
pump
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Total organic carbon (TOC) | Discrete 100 mL Plastic or glass' | H,SO,to pH <2; refrigerate | 4°C' <48 h!
sampler or
pump

Total inorganic carbon Discrete 100 mL Plastic or glass' | Airtight seal; refrigerate” 4°C! 6 months'

(TIC) sampler or
pump

Phenolic compounds Discrete 1L Glass' 0.1-1.0g CuSOy4; H,SO,t0 | 4°C' 24h!
sampler or pH <2; refrigerate
pump

Soluble reactive phosphates | Discrete - Plastic or glass' | Filter; refrigerate” 4°C' 24 h!
sampler or
pump

Extractable organic Discrete 4L Amber glass pH <2, 6N HCL,; airtight 4°ck 7 days for extraction;

compounds (e.g., sampler or bottleX seal; refrigerate 40 days for extract

semivolatiles) pump analysis*

Volatile organic compounds | Discrete 80 mL Glass vial® pH <2 with 1:1 HCL,; 4°ck 14 days for sample
sampler or refrigerate in airtight, analysis if preserved™
pump completely filled container*

Total phosphorus Discrete - Plastic or glass' | H,SO, to pH <2; refrigerate | 4°C' 7 days'
sampler or
pump

Total solids Discrete 200 mL Plastic or glass' | Refrigerate 4°C' 7 days'
sampler or
pump

Sulfides Discrete - Plastic or glass' | pH >9 NaOH (ZnAc); 4°C' 24 1
sampler or refrigerate
pump
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Volatile solids Discrete 200 mL Plastic or glass' | Refrigerate 4°C' 7 days'
sampler or
pump
Biological Tests
Site water Grab Depends Plastic carboy Refrigerate <4°C 14 days
on tests
being
performed
Dilution water Grab or Depends Plastic carboy Refrigerate <4°C 14 days
makeup on tests
being
performed
TISSUE
Metals Trawl/Teflon- [ 5-10g Double Ziploc' Handle with nonmetallic #-20°C’ or Hg - 28 days; Others -
coated grab forgeps; plastic gloves; dry freezer storage 6 months"
ice
PCBs and chlorinated Trawl/Teflon- | 10-25¢g Hexane-rinsed Handle with hexane-rinsed #-20°C" or 14 days"
pesticides coated grab double stainless steel forceps; dry freezer storage
aluminum foil ice’
and double
Ziploc'
Volatile organic compounds | Trawl/Teflon- | 10-25¢g Heat-cleaned Covered ice chest’ #-20°C" or 14 days"
coated grab aluminum foil freezer storage
and watertight
plastic bag™
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Semivolatile organic Trawl/Teflon | 10-25¢ Hexane-rinsed Handle with hexane-rinsed #-20°C" or 14 days"
compounds (e.g., PAH) -coated grab double stainless steel forceps; dry freezer storage

aluminum foil ice

and double

Ziploc'
Lipids Trawl/Teflon | part of Hexane-rinsed Handle with hexane-rinsed #-20°C or 14 days"

-coated grab organic aluminum foil stainless steel forceps; quick | freezer storage
analyses freeze

S 3 — x - - - a -+

This table contains only a summary of collection, preservation, and storage procedures for samples. The cited references should be
consulted for a more detailed description of these procedures. It was taken directly from the Inland Testing Manual, EPA-823-B-98-004.
Collection method should include appropriate liners

Amount of sample required by the laboratory to perform the analysis (wet weight or volume provided, as appropriate). Miscellaneous
sample size for sediment should be increased if auxiliary analytes that cannot be included as part of the organic or metal analyses are added
to the list. The amounts shown are not intended as firm values; more or less tissue may be required depending on the analytes, matrices,
detection limits, and particular analytical laboratory.

All containers should be certified as clean according to EPA (1990)

These holding times are for sediment, water, and tissue based on guidance that is sometimes administrative rather than technical in nature.
There are no promulgated, scientifically based holding time criteria for sediments, tissues, or elutriates. References should be consulted if
holding times for sample extracts are desired. Holding times are from the time of sample collection.

NOAA (1989)

Tetra Tech (1986a)

Sample may be held for up to one year if at -20°C.

Polypropylene should be used if phthalate bioaccumulation is of concern.

Two weeks is recommended; sediments must not be held for longer than 8 weeks prior to biological testing.

EPA (1987); 40 CFR Part 136, Table Il

Plumb (1981)

If samples are not preserved to pH<2, then aromatic compounds must be analyzed within 7 days.

Tetra Tech (1986b)
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APPENDIXC

TARGET DETECTION LIMITS
FOR ANALYSIS OF
SEDIMENT, TISSUE AND WATER



Target Detection Limits® (TDLs) for analysis of sediment, tissue and water

These values equate to Minimum Quantification Levels (MQLSs). TDLs utilized in the analysis of samples should be
adequate to satisfy the Data Quality Objectives (DQOSs), to the extent practicable. Alternate TDLs may be proposed
as long as DQOs are satisfied (e.g., for use in assessing water quality criteria or screening levels). Proposed TDLs
should be contained in the sampling and analysis plan (SAP) for each project. Sediment values are reported as dry
weight. Tissue values are reported as wet weight. Highlighted parameters are contaminants of concern and
conventional parameters listed in Table 2.

Chemical Sediment Tissue Water
Metals ma/kg ma/kg o/l
Aluminum 10° 1 40
Antimony 25 0.1 3(0.02)°
Arsenic 0.3° 0.1 1 (0.005)
Barium oD 1b 10°
Beryllium 1b 0.1 0.2
Cadmium 0.1 0.1 1(0.01)
Chromium (total) 1b 0.05" 1
Chromium (3+) 1 50 1
Chromium (6+) 1 50 1
Cobalt 0.1 0.1 4
Copper 1b 0.1 1(0.1)
Iron 20° 10 10
Lead 0.3 0.1 1(0.02)
Manganese 1b 0.5 1
Mercury 0.2 0.01 0.2 (0.0002)
Nickel 0.5° 0.1 1(0.1)
Selenium 0.5° 0.2 2
Silver 0.2 0.1 1(0.1)
Thallium 0.2 0.1 1(0.02)
Tin 0.5 0.1 5
Zinc b 0.1° 1(0.5)
Organotin 0.01 0.01 0.01
Conventional/Ancillary ma/kg ma/kg ma/l
Parameters

Ammonia 0.1 - 0.03
Cyanides 2 1 0.1°
Total Organic Carbon 0.1% - 0.1%
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 5 50" 0.1
Tot. Recov. Petr. Hydrocarbons 5 - 0.5
Total Phenols 1 10 0.05
Acid Volatile Sulfides 0.1 umole/g - -
Total Sulfides 0.1 - 0.1
Grain Size 1% - -
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Chemical Sediment Tissue Water
Conventional/Ancillary ma/kg ma/kg mag/l
Parameters, Continued

Total Suspended Solids 0.1 - 1
Total Settleable Solids - - 0.05
Total Solids/Dry Weight 0.1% - -
Total Volatile Solids 0.1 - -
Specific Gravity 0.01 - -
pH 0.1SU - -
Total Moisture Content 0.1% 0.1% -
Total Lipid - 0.1%° -
Oil and Grease 20" 20" of
LPAH Compounds ua/kg ua/kg o/l
Napthalene 20 20 0.8°
Acenapthylene 20 20 1.0°
Acenapthene 20 20 0.75°
Fluorene 20 20 0.6°
Phenanthrene 20 20 0.5°
Anthracene 20 20 0.6
Methylnapthalene 20 20 10
2-MethylInapthalene 20 20 0.9°
HPAH Compounds ua/ka ua/kg o/l
Fluoranthene 20 20 0.9°
Pyrene 20 20 1.5°
Benzo(a)anthracene 20 20 0.4°
Chrysene 20 20 0.3°
Benzo(b&K)fluoranthene 20 20 0.6°
Benzo(a)pyrene 20 20 0.3°
Ideno[1,2,3-c,d]pyrene 20 20 1.2°
Dibenzo[a,hJanthracene 20 20 1.3°
Benzo[g,h,iJperylene 20 20 1.2°
Organonitrogen Compounds pa/kg uarkg uall
Benzidine 5 5 1
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine 300° - b
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 200° - b
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 200" - b
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 10 100 1
Nitrobenzene 160° - 0.9°
N-Nitrosodimethyl amine - - 3.1°
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 150° - 0.9°
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 20 20 2.1°
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Chemical Sediment Tissue Water
Phthalate Esters ya/kg ua/kg o/l
Dimethyl Phthalate 50 20 1b
Diethyl Phthalate 50 20 1b
Di-n-butyl Phthalate 50 20 1b
Butyl Benzyl Phthalate 50 20 b
Bis[2-ethylhexyl] Phthalate 50 20 b
Di-n-octyl Phthalate 50 20 b
Phenols/Substituted Phenols ua/ka ua/kg o/l
Phenol 100 20 10
2-Methylphenol 50 20 10
4-Methylphenol 100 20 10
2,4-Dimethylphenol 20 20 10
Pentachlorophenol 100 100 50
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 140° - 0.9°
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 140° - 0.7°
2-Nitrophenol 200" - b
4-Nitrophenol 500" - b
2,4-Dinitrophenol 500" - b
4,6-Dinitrophenol 500" - b
2-Chlorophenol 110° - 0.9°
2,4-Dichlorophenol 120° - 0.8°
4,6-Dinitro-o-cresol 600 20 10
Polychlorinated Dibenzo-p-

dioxins ua/kg uarkg ua/l
2,3,7,8-TCDD 0.001 0.001 0.00001
Other Tetrachlorinated Dioxins 0.001 0.001 0.00001
Pentachlorinated Dioxins 0.0025 0.0025 0.000025
Hexachlorinated Dioxins 0.005 0.005 0.00005
Heptachlorinated Dioxins 0.005 0.005 0.00005
Octachlorinated Dioxins 0.01 0.01 0.0001
Polychlorinated Dibenzofurans ua/ka ua/kg o/l
Tetrachlorinated Furans 0.001 0.001 0.00001
Pentachlorinated Furans 0.0025 0.0025 0.000025
Hexachlorinated Furans 0.005 0.005 0.00005
Hepatachlorinated Furans 0.005 0.005 0.00005
Octachlorinated Furans 0.01 0.01 0.0001
Dibenzo Furan 50 20 0.7°
Polychlorinated Biphenyls ya/kg ua/kg o/l
PCB Congeners & Aroclors 1 2 0.01
Total PCB 1 2 0.01
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Chemical Sediment Tissue Water
Pesticides ya/kg ua/kg o/l
Aldrin b b 0.03°
Chlordane and Derivatives b b 0.03°
Dieldrin b 10 0.02
4,4’-DDD b 10 0.1
4,4’-DDE b 10 0.1
4,4’-DDT b 10 0.1
Endosulfan and Derivatives b 10 0.1
Endrin and Derivatives b 10 0.1
Heptachlor and Derivatives b ab 0.1
Alpha-BHC ) b 0.03
Beta-BHC ) b 0.03
Delta-BHC ) b 0.03
Gamma-BHC (Lindane) b b 0.1
Toxaphene 50 50 0.5
Methoxychlor b 10 0.5
Chlorbenside 2 2 0.002
Dacthal 2 2 0.03
Total Chlorinated Pesticides 20 20 0.02
Malathion 5 5 0.8
Parathion 6 6 0.8
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons pa/kg uarkg o/l
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 20 20 0.9°
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 20 20 1b
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 20 20 0.8°
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 10 20 0.9°
Hexachlorobenzene 10 20 0.4°
2-Chloronapthalene 160° - 0.8°
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 300° - 3.0°
Hexachloroethane 100 40 0.9°
Hexachlorobutadiene 20 40 0.9°
Volatile Organic Compounds ua/kg ua’kg uall
Benzene 10 10 b
Chloroform 10 10 b
Ethylbenzene 10 10 5
Toluene 10 10 5
Trichloroethene 10 10 b
Tetrachloroethene 10 10 b
Total Xylenes 10 10 5
Halogenated Ethers ua/ka ua/kg o/l
Bis(2-chloroethyl)ether 130° - 0.9°
4-chlorophenyl phenyl ether 170° - 0.6°
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 160° - 0.4
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Chemical Sediment Tissue Water
Halogenated Ethers, Continued ua/ka ua/kg o/l
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl)ether 140° - 0.7°
Bis(2-Chloroethoxy)methane 130° - 4b
Miscellaneous ua/kg ua/kg o/l
Isophorone 10 100 1
Benzyl Alcohol 50 100 1.5°
Benzoic Acid 100 100 2.0°
Methyl Ethyl Keytone 20 20 50
Resin Acids and Guaiacols 10 - -

*The primary source of these TDLs was EPA 823-B-95-001, QA/QC Guidance for Sampling and Analysis of
Sediments, Water and Tissues for Dredged Material Evaluations.

*These values are based on recommendations from the EPA Region 6 Laboratory in Houston; these values were
based on data or other technical basis.

“The values in parentheses are based on EPA “clean techniques”, (EPA 1600 series methods) which are applicable in
instances where other TDLs are inadequate to assess EPA water quality criteria.

“These values contained in Region 6 “Development of Minimum Quantification Levels” prepared by the EPA
Region 6 Permits Branch.

*This value recommended by Houston Lab using colorimetric method.

This value recommended by Houston Lab using method 1664.

9Leeet. al, 1989.
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APPENDIXD

ODMDS AND REFERENCE AREA LOCATIONS



LOUISIANA

Reference Sample locations determined using Area Approach

Mississippi River - Gulf Outlet ODMDS

29°22°00”N, 88°56°30"W
29°23’00”N, 88°54°30"W
29°24°30”N, 88°52730"W

Mississippi River - Southwest Pass ODMDS

28°53’58”N, 89°25’31"W
28°53’45”N, 89°25°09"W
28°53’13"N, 89°25728"W
28°53’11"N, 89°24°49"W

Barataria Bay Waterway ODMDS

29°13’30”N, 89°53’30"W
29°13'54”"N, 89°53°48"W
29°14°21”N, 89°54°06”W

Atchafalaya Bar Channel ODMDS

29°07°00”N, 91°31°30"W
29°08’00”N, 91°29°00"W
29°09°00”N, 91°27°00"W

Calcasieu River & Pass ODMDS

29°30°00”N, 93°10°18"W
29°30°51”N, 93°10°00"W
29°30700”N, 93°09°27"W

Houma Navigation Canal (Cat Island Pass)
ODMDS

28°58’09”N, 90°29°30"W
28°58’57”N, 90°31’30"W
28°57°57”N, 90°31°54”"W
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29°30°
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Mississippi River Gulf Outlet ODMD

29°26'

2 Miles

4 Kilometers
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3 Miles
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TEXAS

Reference Area boundary locations - Reference Sample collected within area

Sabine-Neches Waterway ODMDS No. 1 & 2

29°27°30”N, 93°37°00"W
29°27°30”N, 93°36°45”"W
29°26°38”N, 93°36°45"W
29°26°38”N, 93°37°00"W

Sabine-Neches Waterway ODMDS No. 3 & 4

29°35°52"N, 93°41°45"W
29°35’52"N, 93°41°30"W
29°35°00”N, 93°41°30"W
29°35°00”N, 93°41°45”"W

Galveston Harbor & Channel ODMDS

29°20°22"N, 94°37°11"W
29°19732”N, 94°36°56"W
29°19°23"N, 94°37°06"W
29°20°13"N, 94°37°21"W

Freeport Harbor ODMDS

28°54°28”N, 95°13°40"W
28°54°35”N, 95°13’28"W
28°55°07”N, 95°14°01"W
28°54°60”N, 95°14°13"W

Matagorda Ship Channel ODMDS

28°24°277N, 96°16°04”"W
28°24°33"N, 96°15’52"W
28°25°10”N, 96°16°30"W
28°25’04”N, 96°16°42"W

Corpus Christi Ship Channel ODMDS

27°50°10”N, 96°59°17"W
27°50°20”N, 96°59°09"W
27°50°48”N, 96°59’57"W
27°50°38”N, 97°00°05”"W

Port Mansfield ODMDS

26°32°11"N, 97°13°44”W
26°31°58”N, 97°13"44”W
26°31°58”N, 97°14°42"W
26°32'11"N, 97°14°42"W

Brazos Island Harbor ODMDS

26°02°18”N, 96°06°30"W
26°02°18”N, 97°07°26"W
26°02°05”N, 97°07°26"W
26°02°05”N, 96°06°30"W
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APPENDIXE

EPA EVALUATOR WORKSHEETS
FOR
TESTING AND EVALUATION OF DREDGED MATERIAL
PROPOSED FOR OCEAN DISPOSAL



EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier | Data

Table 1

Data for Compliance with the Exclusionary Criteria in
40 CFR 227.13(b)

la.

1b.

2a.

2b.

3a.

3b.

Proposed dredged material is composed
predominantly of sand, gravel, rock or any other
naturally occurring bottom material with particle
sizes larger than silt (using results of grain-size
analyses); and

Proposed dredged material is found in high current or
wave energy areas.

Proposed dredged material is for beach nourishment
or restoration; and

Proposed dredged material is composed
predominantly of sand; gravel orshell with particle
sizes compatible with material on the receiving beach
(using statistical comparison of grain size at dredging
site vs. disposal site).

The proposed material is substantially the same as the
substrate at the proposed disposal site (using

statistical comparison of grain size at dredging site vs.

disposal site); and

The site the material is taken from is far removed
from known existing and historical sources of
pollution.

Adequacy of disposal-site sediment and/or water
sampling (as concluded from Table 6).

QA verification of analytical procedures and results
(as concluded from Table 7).

Yes

No

Data Acceptable Comments

N/A  Need
More

G G

G G

G G

G G

G G

G G

G G

G G

N/A: not applicable
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Table 1
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier | Data (continued)

Data Acceptable Comments
Data for LPC Determinations Yes No N/A  Need
More
6.  Definition of the area to be dredged (maps, coordinates, depth
of cut, side slopes, over-depth dredge, etc.). G G G G

7. Physical and chemical characterization of the proposed
dredged material, including contaminants of concern and their G G G G
project locations.

8.  Procedures and results of prior physical, chemical, and
bioassay tests of the dredged material or of tests on sediments G G G G
from the vicinity of the proposed dredging area.

- Adequacy of dredging-site sediment sampling
(as concluded from Table 6).
9.  Procedures and results of monitoring studies of material

similar to the proposed dredged material.

- Adequacy of disposal-site sediment and/or G G G G
water sampling (as concluded from Table 6).

10. Data on the source of the dredged material (e.g., origin and G G G G
history of the sediment) and known or suspected contaminant
sources to the dredged material.

11. Other existing data that are pertinent to the proposed dredged
material.

12. Confirmatory analysis (physical, chemical, and biological
evaluations -- refer to 1991 Green Book).

13. QA verification of analytical procedures and results, including
statistical analyses, if any (as concluded from Table 7).

N/A: not applicable
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Table 2
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 11 Marine WQC Compliance and Water-Column Toxicity Data

Data Acceptable Comments
Yes No N/A  Need
More
Data for Compliance with Marine WQC
1.  Chemical analysis of sediment and/or elutriate, including G G G G
- Laboratory methods and individual method detection limits G G G G
- Analytical results G G G G
2.  Dataon elutriate preparation, if any:
- Sample compositing g g g g
- Homogenization and sieving methods G G G G
- Storage method and duration & G G G
- Elutriate-water source/quality G G G G
. . : G G G
3. Listof applicable marine WQ .
4.  Criteria for selecting appropriate dilution model (e.g., G G G G
STFATE):
- Dilution model input parameters G G G G
- Disposal site water quality parameters g g g g
- Disposal site physical descriptions (size, depth, current
directions and velocities, etc.) G G G G
- Disposal operation descriptions (barge type, capacity,
discharge rate, speed, course, etc.) G G G G
- Dredged material descriptions (density, solid fractions,
concentrations of contaminants, etc.) G G G G

- Other project-specific data and assumptions for the model
input (type of dredging equipment, incremental rate of
discharge, etc.)

N/A: not applicable
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Table 2
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 11 Marine WQC Compliance and Water-Column Toxicity Data (continued)

Data Acceptable Comments
Yes No N/A  Need
More
5.  Dilution model output (hardcopy printout, output analysis and G G G G
summary)
- Maximum predicted concentration of dredged material in G G G G

the water column outside of the boundaries of the disposal
site during and post disposal
- Maximum predicted concentration of dredged material in
the water column within disposal site bounds after the 4-h
6) initial-mixing poin

6. Adequacy of thes Jiment anm i \asca clud A fr¢ = Tille

7. QA verification of analytical procedures and results, including
model input and operation (as concluded from Table 7)

N/A: not applicable
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Table 3
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 111 Water-Column Toxicity Data

Data Acceptable Comments
Yes No N/A  Need
More
1.  Dataon elutriate preparation: G G G G
- Sample compositing, if any G G G G
- Homogenization and sieving methods 8 g g g
- Storage method and duration G G G G
- Dilution series and dilution-water source/quality
G G G G
2. Chemical analysis of the elutriate, including: G G G G
- Laboratory methods and method detection limits (MDL) G G G G
- Analytical results
G G G G
3. Dataon treatments: G G G G
- Test species used and justi® catic 1 of s¢ 2242 @ @ @ @
- Test endpoints G G G

- Distribution of treatments

- Number of organisms in each treatment at start of test

- Observations and data‘recorded during the tests (observed
mortality, water-quality measurements, etc.)

- Number of organisms in each treatment recovered alive at
conclusion of test

- Additional observations (e.g., behavioral abnormalities)

- Percent survival in the control or the dilution water [mean
survival should be 90% or more (70% or more for
zooplankton) or test must be repeated]

- LCsq calculation for each sample or project segment

- Reference toxicants and reference toxicant LCsgs for each
organism G G G G

@
@
@
@

(ONO)
(ONO]
(ONO)
OO

OO®

OO®

OO®
0]

4.  Criteria for selecting appropriate dilution model
(e.g., STFATE).

N/A: not applicable
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Table 3
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 111 Water-Column Toxicity Data (continued)

Data Acceptable Comments
Yes No N/A  Need
More
5. Dilution model input parameters: G G G G
- Disposal site water-quality parameters G G G G
- Disposal site physical descriptions (size, depth, current
directions and velocities, etc.) G G G G
- Disposal operation descriptions (barge type, capacity, G G G G
discharge rate, speed, course, etc.)
- Dredged material descriptions (density, solid fractions, G G G G
concentrations of contaminants, etc.)
- Other project-specific data and assumptions for the model G G G G
input (type of dredging equipment, incremental rate of G
discharge, etc.)
G G G G

6.  Dilution model output (hardcopy printout, output analysis and
summary): G G G
- Maximum predicted concentration of dredged material in
the water column outside the boundaries of the disposal
site during and post disposal G G G G
- Maximum predicted concentration of dredged material in
the water column within disposal site bounds after the 4-h
initial-mixing period

7. Comparison of predicted concentrations and 0.01 of the LCx,
for each sample or project segment.

8.  Adequacy of the sediment sampling (as concluded from
Table 6).

9. QA verification of analytical procedures and results, including
model input and operation and any statistical analyses (as
concluded from Table 7).

N/A: not applicable
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Table 4

EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 111 Benthic Toxicity Data

9.

10.

Treatment preparation procedures, including:

- Station identification
- Sediment compositing
- Homogenization

- Sieving

- Storage

Test species used in tests, and justification of selection.
Test organism data, including:
- Source of organisms
- Date of collection (if field collected)
- Laboratory holding.conditions
- Organism care and feeding
Distribution of treatments within laboratory.
Test apparatus and setup.
Test endpoints.

Number of organisms in each treatment at start of tests.

Observations and data recorded during the tests (observed
mortality, water-quality measurements, etc.).

Number of organisms recovered alive at conclusion of tests.

Additional observations (e.g., behavioral abnormalities).

<

€s

OO O 0006000

O O O O

Z
o

OO O 00000

O O O 6 O

N/A

OO O 00000

O O O 6 O

Data Acceptable
Need
More

MOOKO O 00000

O O 06 O O

@

Comments

N/A: not applicable
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Table 4
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 111 Benthic Toxicity Data (continued)

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Percent survival in control sediment (mean control survival
must be 90% or more or the test must be repeated).

Comparison of the dredged material and reference sediment
test survival.

Reference toxicants and reference toxicant LCxgs for each test

nrnaniem

Adequacy of the st diment, an lina /' s cor’ luc  fror
Table 6).

QA verification of analytical procedures and results, including
any statistical analyses (as concluded from Table 7)

Yes

OXG)

No

N/A

G

Data Acceptable
Need
More

G

Comments

N/A: not applicable
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Table5

EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 111 Benthic Bioaccumulation Data

Treatment preparation procedures, including:
- Station identification
- Sediment compositing
- Homogenization
- Sieving
- Storage

Test species used in tests and justification of selection.

Test organism data, including:
- Source of organisms
- Date of collection (if field collected)

- Laboratory holding conditions
- Organism care and feeding

Distribution of treatments within laboratory.
Test apparatus and setup.

Number of organisms in each treatment at start of tests.

Observations and data recorded during the tests (observed

mortality, water-quality measurements, etc.).

Additional observations (e.g., behavioral abnormalities).

Reference toxicants and reference toxicant LCsgs for each test

organism.

Yes

O O O 0000 O 000000

Z
o

O O 0O 00000 O 000000

N/A

O O 0O 00000 O 000000

Data Acceptable
Need
More

® O 0 00000 O 00000

Comments

N/A: not applicable
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Table 5

EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Tier 111 Benthic Bioaccumulation Data (continued)

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Depuration procedures (if required).

Procedures and results of chemical analysis of tissues from:
- Dredged material tests
- Reference sediment tests

- Control sediment tests

Statistical comparison of contaminants in tissues from
dredged-material treatments to FDA standards.

Statistical comparison.of contaminants in tissues from
dredged material and reference sediment treatments.

Comparison of contaminants in tissues from dredged material
to other appropriate values.

Adequacy of the sediment sampling (as concluded from Table
6).

QA verification of analytical procedures and results, including
any statistical analyses (as concluded from Table 7).

Yes

OO o©

OOOO ©

@

N/A

OOOO ©

®

Data Acceptable
Need
More

G

OO0

®

Comments

N/A: not applicable
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Table 6

EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Determining Sampling and Analysis Plan Adequacy

Summary of project specifications, including:
- Project dimensions
- Dredging depths
- Allowable overdepth
- Side slopes
- Dredging methods

Summary of all applicable historical data including physical,
chemical, and biological analyses of sediments in the project
area, and analysis of land uses and other data on possible
contaminant loading to project area.

Subdivision of the project area (if applicable).and basis for
identification of project segments.

Sampling stations within each segment and methaod of station
selection (objective, worst-case, random, uniform, skewed-
random, skewed-uniform, exhaustive).

Navigation/positioning equipment used for sampling.

Record of sediment and water sampling, including:

- Field preparation

- Type of station (sediment samples: project, reference, or
control; water samples: project or reference)

- Date, time, tide, and station location

- Sampling depth and equipment used

- Sample identification and replicate number

- Observations made during the sampling operations

- Sample handling, preservation, and storage
procedures/requirements

- Sample custody and tracking procedures

Yes

O OO0

O 00000 OO0 O

No

O O0OOOO

O 00000 OO0 O

N/A

O O0O0OOO

O 00000 OO0 O

Data Acceptable
Need
More

O O000OOO®

O 00000 OO0 O

Comments

Ell



Table 6
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Determining Sampling and Analysis Plan Adequacy (continued)

Data Acceptable Comments

Yes No N/A  Need

More
7. Sample composite scheme. G G G G
8.  Chemical and Biological testing: G G G G
- Detection Limits and Methods G G G G
. G G G G
- Testing parameters G G G G
- Tissue preparation G G G G

- Statistical methods

G G G G

9. QA verification of sampling and sample handling procedures
(as concluded from Table 7)

N/A: not applicable
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Table 7
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Verifying QA Components of Dredged-Material Evaluations

Data Acceptable Comments
Yes No N/A  Need
More
General QA Components

1.  QAnplan(s), approved and implemented prior to sampling/
analysis, including clear descriptions of:

- Evaluation/testing objectives G G G G
- Technical approach for each task G G G G
- Schedule of tasks and products (e.g., collection dates,
analysis dates, report dates) G G G G
) o . G G G G
- Data quality assessments/criteria (quality control)
. . G G G G
- Sampling and analytical procedures
- Field and laboraton instrumant calibraticn.and 3 G G G
maintenance procedures G G G G
- Sample custody and tracking.procedures
- Data documentation, reduction, validation, correction, and G G G G
reporting procedures G G G G
- Performance and system audits G G G G

- Responsibilities of major participants

2. Each sampling organization and testing laboratory:
- Has an established QA program
- Conducts all routine methods according to SOPs
- Participates in inter-laboratory testing/certification
program
- Has qualified personnel
- Has adequate facilities and equipment

OOOOO
OOOOO
OOOOO
OOOOO

N/A: not applicable
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Table 7
EPA Evaluator Worksheet for Verifying QA Components of Dredged-Material Evaluations (continued)

Data Acceptable Comments
Yes No N/A  Need
Specific QA Checks More

3. Requirements met for:
- Sample collection
- Sample handling
- Sample preservation, if necessary
- Sample storage
- Sample tracking and custody
- Analytical methods
- Analytical objectives

OOOOOOO
OOOOOLOO
OOOOOOO
OOOOOO®

4.  Documentation of:
- Sample custody and tracking
- Equipment calibration and maintenance

- Data reduction a=»lidation
- Sample processing and analysis

- Performance and system audits

- Corrective actions (if required)
- Quantitation levels (detection limit actually met)

OO0 MO®
OO MO
OOOOOOO
OOOOOOO

5. Quality Control (QC) Data for Chemical Analyses:
- Replicate analyses
- Analysis of spikes
- Analysis of blanks
- Analysis of standard reference materials (SRM)
- Detection limit is achievable with confidence

OOOOO
OOOOO
OOOOO
OOOOO

6. QC Data for Biological Tests:
- Control survival
- LCs determinations for SRMs
- During-test measurements and observations
- Replicate analyses

OOOO
OOOO
OOOO
OO
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COMMENT LETTERS



-texas: General
Land Offite

David Dewhuf$t
Commis$ionei

StiwiF. la-, Mding

1100 {(fth
(e-,-.) \Vtfll.Je

wtin, T ;
78701-14..

Si2- .3:500i.

May 29; 200t

Mr, Sam.Becker
US -Environmental Protection. Dl.visioJ\ Region 6

1445.Ross Aye., Suite 120<>
Dallas eas 787112873

Dear Mr. Becket: I

.The-Texas..Qenerl.Land.0.flice. hus tcvicwedth¢ April 20<H: dl]Jtt

Regional 11 1ptemcntation.;\ rc 111ent for Tcsting. imd Rep{)rtjng :, I'. -
Requirements for Ocean Disposal of Dredged.Material off the. Loui’ Slall m<F"::
Texas Coasts (RIA). We have no comments regarding the tochnicil astlects 2
of the RIA.
Q"

I ask that the U.S. Environmental Proti:ction Agency and the U.S.
Army Co-rpsofln.gineers continue to coordinate the plannin. of dredged
matcrial"disposat siteswith state and focleral resource agencies through the
intcragency team approach. The Coastal Pmjects Division of the Land
Office Iscurre:ntly eviJuating offshore sand .sources for potential use for
bench rc-notlrishmen.t for 1>ame of our eroding Texas beaches. Perhapsst)mc
th111folmation weobtafo can be ofasistunccto yome:ffortsin the fotu.re.
You may also contact my !;14ffwith.Ule Resource ManagementProgram <
the Land Office regardjng the consistency of proposed dredged material
rnanngcment plans with the goalsand poHcZes o:fthe T\:xas Coastal.
Managerlknt Act.

Ifyou-need ilny additional information regtlrding this matter you riay
contact Mr. Ray Newby with the Coastal Projects .Division of thcLa.nd
Olftce at.512/475..3624 r by email at ray.newl. 1@ZI2; tntcx.us.

Sincerely,
foitL

Davi Dewhurst
Texas|1;lud. Commi.s->iomir

DDIm.

(- A0S

>I
UJ W }3J

e ) ;

The Galveston District has utilized the Interagency
Coordination Team approach successfully in the past
andwill continueto dosointhe future. Additional
coordination is encouraged by all resource agencies
tlrrough participation in the District's annual Dredging
Conference.

We look forward to coordinating withyou inthe
future.

Fl


http:tntc.x.us
http:thcLa.nd
http:e:ffortsinthefotu.re
http:ltfll.Je
http:St�!wiF.la

M) "jrK1l:+;31<) 1j

Jvtert <l

J.(JAUGIVKII;S

i\ 112t SECREI'AR.Y .

M>Sam Beckers f\.ctitig Di:rctor

Water Qnnlity.-pf.occtsQ:n Div.isio.

United State$ :fatvi.fonn\enthl Protection Agency
Regio.n_VI.

DA b7yt 1200
Im:  Rgional IfnpkeJlkiitation Ag:reenient, Final Draft, A1lrll 001
Dear Mr. Becket:
We have received and revitiwt::d the above rcforeJ1coo dc)cgme. L.it tind offer otlc: comment,

The .Preface. page o(the docutnent Hsts the respective<ugencies tt:qt'Le!)ted to rcviw the Regionnl
mplementation Aw.ee.inent. - The Nati:onal Oceanic ani.i Atm)spherl .Adm.inistratiou (NOA.A)
was..not listed as om: (If.Ihe reviewers'. AsyoutJ'la¥Y aware, N()A.A hits developed a set.of
Soofog Quick Referenee TlIbIt'!'S (SQuiR'ts). thllt- list screening concentrations for inorganfo
and bt&ailic contaminaot$ in vm:ious.medin.

W suggest. that you. consider tht-:se .value$ du.r,ing: your evftluaticm .proces when deienniifalg if
the.dredg matcril. s ilitnble TOF disposat.

We. appi;ei.ate-cll.o-opportuniy to review. the Regi<>nat"rmplcmeutation Agrccmn; -

Ifyol<r..yur...staf(shoultj 'have any questions, ple.a9C colitact Mr. Percy:V.Ifai tis <tf Ihe-Offlce
ofEhV.trO:nnimttal ASst$sivl vfrournetal:Tel,nofogyDlvision at (225) 7650355.

Sinrel)'i
,—
J.Dale Givens
Seetary - -
pvh
ffZ+-h01Mnr.;-0
JD<HH-059 dt (X0 iz
rJ3A13JuH

OfiACIWP Til SECRETAIt:X' -J>.0.:8QX'6221 'BATON:ttOUOE:LpttSJANA 708M:-1263
'7.61. WICB (225) 7650741 :i;AX (22S)76SQ7
-AN EQUAL OPPORWNI1YEMJ'LOYZR -

fiIw>L

1) The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
hasbeen added tothe listinthe Preface.

2) The Ocean Dwnping regulations require using effects-
based bioassay results for detennining suitability of dredged
materials for ocean disposal and donot allow use of
sediment screening values for compliance decisions.
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http:ple.a.9C
http:dc)cqme.1.it
http:c';1)\."l?ltl'l?.tr

(fffe-g'VL .

L Y
MJ,"MIK.E"1°0STERLJR. JACKCe.CALDWELJ,
OO\IOR SIWRE'TAJLY
:DI'AI'MENT,QF NATURAL K!iS.QIJRPES
June 12;:2001
o <11
S
Sam Becker .
rir,
Acting Director M /<iD)
Water Quality Protection Divison conlrl
. 1
U. S.Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6 2R,
1445Ross Avenue; Suit J200 yr G
Dallas, I 752027473.:3 ci
C

RE: C2001017, Solicitign of Views
U. S.Environmental Protection Agency .
Direct FedeialAction e
Draft Regional Implementation Agreement (RIA) fortesting and reporting rcquirer@.11r oc

disposal of dredged material of the Louisiana and Texas coasts under the 103 6.«t of
Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act, Gulf Coast of Louisiana —

S o i
Dear Mr. Becker: 8. a ik
o W

Theabove referencedDraflRegfonaL Implementatlon \elncnt bas been receivedind rraviewed
by this ofl'ice. We offer the following preliminary CO)l\ments. for your consideration, altfioug'h a final
detennination must await your submitting a Consistency Determination for the proposed action.

Wearepleased thataTier | evaluation will be conducted, ataminimum. for all dredged material
disposal projects; Aslam-sureyou areaware, the Louisiana Coastal Zone hasalmost80%ofthisNation's
coastal wetlands> and alarge amount of fisheries habitat near the Gulf shorelines where the Ocean Dredged
Material Disposal. Sites (ODMDS) are located, that need protection from potential pollution sources.
Without this Tier | maluation, and the .availability of adequate sediment sample and water quality data. it
isnotpossibletodetennine with any certitude, the presence or absence of a potential pollution problem,
or to mak.e an informed regulatory compliance decision. We feel that the proposed RIA will provide a
frameworkthroughwhichwewill be able toprotect these resources Dy determining whether or notwe have
apotential problem.

Wewould like to note that, as far as we. areawaremost of our known sediment pollution sources
are located far from the ODMDS sites and arc npt likely. to pollute sediments that may be dredged for
disposal intheeightLouisianaODMDS sites. However, tobe surethat polluted sedimentsare not being
placed-in the'ODMDS -ites,.we pelieve,.periodi $antpli d 11').0 ton of sediments and water quality
isimperative, and we recommend this testing be,required: every five years.

COASTAL MANAGEMENT DIVISLON P.0.BOX 44487 BATONROUGE, LOUISIANA 708044487
TEUWHONIWI$) 342-751 FAX(22S)341!11
AN EQUAI. OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYBR_

We concur.

The RIA currently recommends that data greater
than 5years old may not be adequate to conduct
dredged material evaluations.
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http:DIV!Sl.ON
mailto:Agreement(RIA)fortestingandreportingrcquirer@.11roc

n i - !
1 " » f . |!l
Consistency Section:at (75)34+-7949.

. TWHJH/bgm

cc Jack-Caldwell,,Stary
Fred.P.unl;Wn,..LPWF
Ronald 1:Ventola, COE.NOD
Rihard Hartman, NMFS
Lariy Wiesepapc, LDEQ

tondflt';:;, . <«ifilo
.SCl.

e TR
Adim i H.owey,

ru&trator
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v W
oL United States Department of the Interior  peey.y ¢ I\/I
o LA
N FISH ANRWILDLIEE SERVICE |
Suite 400 0'J|f|’l '4 M‘,lloh
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506
May 29, 2001
Mr. Sam. Becker rg G
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency T
Acting Director G
Water Quality Protection Division v . 9
1445Ross Avenue. Suite 1200 "0
Dallas, Texas75202-2733 i X
nocLHO
S B
Z Y1
Dear Mr. BeckQr: Q

Please refere-nee your May 10.2001, letter requesting our review of the final draft “Regional
Implementation Agreement for Testing and Reporti.ng Requirements for Ocean Disposal of
Dredged Material Off the Louisiana and Texas Coasts under Section 10Jof the Marine
Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act.’ The following comments are submitted in
accordance with provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, asamended;
16U.S.C.661¢etseq.). .

Section5.5. Reference and Control Sediments Control Sedjment. Se.cond Paragraph. Page 17-
Itisindicated (and again in S;ction 9 3.3 Data Analvsis page 24) that abioassay test should be
repeated ifmortality/abnormality exceeds 30% in a zooplankton toxicity test. The 1990 Draft
Ecological Bvaluation of Proposed Discharge of Dredged Material into Ocean Waters, the
"GreenBook," in contrast, (page 10 13)states "Ifless than 10percent mortality (20 percent for
zooplankton and larvae) occurs in the control treatment for a particular test species; the data for
thnt species may be evaluated,"(i.e., those dataarc considered to be valid). The Inland Testing
Manual (1TM) lists similar percentages for acceptability ofbioassay results. The standard for
mortality inacontrol is gellerally accepted to be 10%, except for amphipod bioassays in which
20% mortality is acceptable. Thus it appears that the 30% zooplankton mortality threshold is
excessive and fails to follow that recommended in related guidance. We recommend that the
subject portions of the document be revised to incorporate, at a minimum, the 20% threshold for
consistency.

IR GANARBAAIR @, Concern page 20-Seyeral aroclors are hsted under PCBs, butare

10.3.3Bioaceumulation Eyaluations - Thissection places su.bstantial credence on Food and Drug
Administration (FDA).action lovels (when thcyare available) in evaluating dredge site sediment

1) The Green Book was finalized in 1991, entitled Evaluation
of Dredged Material Proposed for Ocean Disposal-Testing
Manual (EPA-503/8-91/001), and recommends a 30%
threshold for mortality in zooplankton for water column
impact assessments (pg. 11-6)

2) Appendix C has been corrected to include the appropriate
detection limits.
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C()J),tam co);lellll'a*n. - F1)Alcyelswere p.oJ;n4}8,d.to:valuate contaminantlevelsin
varlou.ifoddtems':for-liuman consumption.. w;recommi:nd\tha,t.this section be revised to
incorporate more'approppaue criteriaTor evaluatillg- ecologfoal riSK to aquatic biota, such asthe
threshold effcctsle.velir(TELS), .probabl effectsJvels (RBLs) . effects range Jow (ER.Ls), and
effectsrange m¢dian:) pred inthe'National Oceariicand Atmospheric
Administratio,n;s ScreOnirigQuick,Reference Tabl.(Sqaj,lITs),which can be viewed at
hth>:/Iresponse.restoration.noaagov/cpr/sedimeritl-squirt/html.

The Scrvicappreciates the;opportunity- to revi.ew the-final draft.RJA..and.encourages the
Envjronmental.I>rottion Acy p:1.itilize appropriate ecological riskebased criteriawhen
evaluating.dredged sedimentsforoecandisposal'inth.efuture. Ifanyfurther assistanceis
required. please contact- PiulConzelmann ofthis offtce at(33'7)2913126.

ffd-L-
,c’”v{( ENALA)

Rd
Acting Field Supervisor

cC: FWS,,.Atlanta,GA (ES/HC)
USCOE,New'Or! -1
NMES BatonRouge/LA
NOAA,.Da;H, TX
LDEQ, BatOn-I:loilge, LA
LDWF Baton Rouge;.LA

3) The Green Book recommends utilizing FDA action levels
asnumerical screens for evaluating bioaccumulation potential.
The sediment screening values mentioned here (e.g.
ERL/ERM) are intended to evaluate the potential for acute
toxic effects rather than bioaccumulative impacts. In addition,
the Ocean Dumping regulations require using effects-based
bioassay results for determining suitability of dredged material
for ocean disposal and do not allow use of sediment screening
values for compliance decisions.

4) The current science of dredged material evaluations is
moving toward risk based evaluations. Some currently
available examples are outlined in Section 11 of the RIA.

F6


http:Rouge;.LA

\

nmon

I; I UNITECSTATES C&PARTMINTOF COMMERCE
\L I National Oceanic and Atmaapharlc Administration
.S Ofr N.ATIONAL. MAfUNe FISHeRISS SERVICE

Southeast Regional Office
9721 Executive Center Drive N.
St.Petersburg, Florida33702

May 30,2001 ufal"o

Mr. Sam Becker
Acting Director L 7
Water Quality ProtectiolDivision ’
US.Environmental Protection Agency

Region 6 <!
U45Ross Avenue,Suitc: 1200 H
Dallas, Texas 752022733 '

Dear Mr. Secker:

Asyou re.quested inyour letter dated May 10,2001, the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)
has reviewed the draft vel'Sion of the revised Regional Implementation Agreement (IUA). Ocean
Dredged Material Disposal Program, . dated April 2001. The RIA establishes administrative,
coordination and docwnentation procedures, in addition to sampling. testing, and analytical
procedures, that w111 be followed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District and
Galveston Districtand Environmental Protection Age11cy Region 6in evaluating dredged materials
proposed for ocean disposal atally of the eighteen (18) Maiine Protection Research and Sanctuaries
Act, Section 102(c) Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Sitesalong the Texas and Louisiana coasts.

The NMFS hns no comments on tiliswell organized and detailed testing manual. We appreciate the
opportunity to offer our comments and ifyou have any questions, please call Mr. William Jackson
atour Galveston Field Office at (409) 766-3699.

oo f
Sincerely, P 0
&l . o=
oo
Andreas Mager, Jr. N A
rat Assistant Regiona.l Adininistrator
Habitat Conservation Division ©
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DEPARTMENT OF: THE ARMY
irewimii "RIOT.  qiviiaz

no;flol(. 7
NEW € 1.OiJt. -*;'t(h fII'
 AOICOf!: Auust'l3+i0CH
)p(tatforis Pii.s-i<)n.
technical :Spp.ort Brunch
Mr. SamJtker -
Acting Director Coe
Water Qual:ity Pn>tcction Divilon Lo
Environmental .P..oiectiori Agency r. e
| 11-A5.:Ross.. \v.onue.__, i M
Du Ias.Rlo)é %%527 "3 [L" ¢
i . AY

fr-

Dear Mr; Becker:

We hrlvinvicv..ed Ihc revised Region.al Implementllticm Agrc.cmeni (RIA), dated. April 2001,
which -cnple:m.ents the natis>ilal g-tiiclancc manual, baluation of Dredged Afcltcrial Propvst!d for
Ocean Disjxmll -- Te."iiting Manual (Grce.n Boi>k). Our Enginccr-Res.cu-ch anci Develllpmctlt
Cnte.talsoreviewed the dt">cument and provided comments. asfoHows:

a. GENERAL COMME... TS

I. An edvantag¢ of ngioual g:Uidance IS-U region specific iSsue$.ay be:included.
Other regional: guidanoo: -tlocume.nt5 NNV been deyel(Ipcihuch as.the PSDDA (h.ikumce an<
Great Lakes. Guidance. These documents hnve includecf regional S"(>ecific issut-S that have not
beeniludcdin.the Regiori 6.document. - Anc:xmnpie ofan issuetllatsffould beincludedisthe
u.vek>pment of a:r.cgioool list of Contami.nant.'i of Concern. In.clusion 0T a list of contaminants
of¢dncer.nwoul iminateth i to-analyzeconramil}aillsthutare onchcnational listof
pxiority p.ollutunts. these.regional i$0;ueswould be good toinclude, Iherefore we mggest.
reviewing tpesc oth\}r J-cgional guidauce dQcutnents to identify 1i:as where additiomil regjolml
guidance could'-be:includ.oo. ,, ’

b. SPECIFICCOMMENTS

1. .Pnge4, Figure I. - The hottom -two boxes sllo-pkl be split. Remove suitnbility the two
bose and make th option for the E.PA t<> conClir or not, conur wjth the determination
independent. of'itssuitability Ib.ro.ceandjsp)$nJ.. In0Lhcr-wOrds:make one. box thatindicatc.s. the:
EPA .<;00citrs a:nd :one that EPA doe:s notconcur.-. Frem1 h of these, haye Qrlc :b<»'<: t:!lat uues
the mat.cried is suitable .for ocean pfacement utd Olle that 1UICS.thC-materiul. IS aotsuiulblc fr
occan plucement This $ggted modmciltion. of :Figure I'isincluded .nsan attachment.

2 Pag 6,Iast|iilc-- EHminute the last sentem:e becnuse ic isnot always true.- Ifthe
nl 1terfaUs expfoded th.ends no nmlfor. a bioassay.

Al) TheRIA includes alist of Contaminants of
Concern (Table 2) and language that addresses
expanding orreducingthe COClistonaproject
specific basis.

BI) Therecommended changesto Figure 1have
been incorporated.

B2) This sentence has been clarified.
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http:iSsue$.ay
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A4:Pge 13..14 . E falfoatc ihe foiu:. appt<>.tichs:nd:nake as1atcme1t that you should
1;Hist-asn+ucte.fuf:tha,tii,s.. s Ciftll’ hii.i hi.H d,ietltjorsesan npprmch
that. i$ea 'tleriH®ti.Qn::(1: .1 c(llebtkui i :@1-:C.h:E_rii$f{Y,:-2tic5 coll.-;<;tiorr.is. f()r :bidassays) +.This
appractisl (JUld:Ix(avoided buscthe hnterfof aribe\IEry different U(-.each:collacdon:-timc
malting. tbe ilitcrpria 91L-v. Y:d, 1 ficillt T

5..PngC. 1.5+Qfoan, tluiiques-ai-ee?\pni\,ee  -wew.ould suggicst theY be uscd-for
wator 1ine: -sed@eaits\HIh;ave: -a:bnckd''Od -cpri ntrati'mi .rifmetals thados not requiro
L .

6 Page 17.1jtp.aragiaphwWhnt.isthe.pojn.ftefe.rence? ttisti(tder Wha:tthisJs.,at;ld
.why..it...t>I"..()lightup.. r.e: Maybe.eliminate if KIN

7.P.ugu 17.Contro.1.Sedimeut- Use.wording-frmnth.e iTM'<irOTMudescribe control
liedh"oent. WereC,QJl'eildti,1ti :{) I fowing wording: -

" C.onfroh idfoenl-is distinguished -:from th rcfer(';11C 1f becauS:e iti.s Ct)llected fronl the
site wheicthe test species were doHected «:Ir it. is th: marialth11t the org!Inisrns am
culturedinthe laboratoiy: The contiol sedimentis used to confirm the heaflh.ofthe
orgonisr.ns during sthe bioassay. lest:rnnd to validate thetest p1-otocol aspart <Jfthe
laborarory QNQC program. Thcontrol-sedimentshouWw ..."

.S. Page 20. Identi:fy regiot1nl contmriimmts ofcgnc.em. We a:>sum thére arc:paiticulru:
chemieal .that arc a routine:ptoblem for Re.gion 6 (1.e., PAHs) wh1le sNiLc miy nt-i be.a ptQhtcm.

9. nge 21, faslparagraph-- Change c:st'hcliqukiphase is.the: I>uper.aatant .. ."to"The
dissolved phase is obtai2%d by filteriLlg or cenfrifugill the supernatantandisused ..."

10. Page 25...L!tSt bullet « Eliminate "and disposal of he dredged material is not
suppl>rted." The placement oft.he material canstill be d<>Jleitmay:.1usticquire manugement as
indica,tcclin -~ next se,nm,nc.

IL Jiji.ge 6;b\lUet2.Thenppronch.of elimimtiigg COCs froi:n the-amtlysis during the
birn1u:.umulatfon test:i: .appropda:, PI'081"'CSSive and WIU .ave m9ncy during th. evaluation.

12 .Page J3, last paragmph . :fyfove-tc dJctu;siem or he CnR nppmach. to the
interpretatfon Of bioaccumul.uti()O data.-'(1n diSCU8S e<:ologkf risk ac;sessmemt approaches that
woul4 include evaluating othe.r:ccologicnlrceepto, food V.- '0s; additional exposure pathv.say
and cornparative-ri Unat)esis (1J C!LhQf placre1t options. -

I'3. Page 52.and 53" hieludc adescriptio:rfofthesite physical c.hnracterisics t>fthe
sedimnt, Imdwntr -condHion.. (s.uiaity). This ould. provide (mew more easily .identify the
appropriate reference forhis or her projeQt.

B3) This recommendation has been incorporated .

B4) The entire Section 5.3 Sampling Approach has been
revised.

BS) The discussion on clean techniques has been clarified
toapplytocollectionandanalysis of metals in water
samplesonly.

B6) Thereference pointisdiscussed in Section 3.1.2 of the
GreenBook. TheRIA clarifiesthatthisapproachisnot
recommended in this Region.

B7) The recommended revisions have been incorporated.

B8) We agree that forthe existing Ocean Dwnping
projects, certain classes of contaminants are not routinely a
problem. We are hesitant however to create site specific
listsinthe eventthat otherapplicantsbesidesthe USACE
usethesitesinthe future. We prefer to create project
specific COC lists.

B9) Thetennliquid phase, rather than dissolved fraction,
isusedthroughoutthe Green Book andthe Ocean
Dumping regulations.

BIO) The sentence has been clarified.

B11) The entire Section 10.1has been removed.

B12) Section 11lisintendedtoapplytoassessment of risk
in interpreting bioaccumulation data, and CBR is one of
several approaches discussed.

BI3) Reference area locations have already been
detennined for each ODIVIDS. A table of reference area
locations and maps of each area and ODIVIDS are included
in Appendix D.
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S, 24t efercnce wit the,  PMiC(and your office 00 discuss
resoluion: q(ihe HICtnny other cotTimeritS.re:Cd<:d-on:ilfod&utnerit, .

Itii..=-4- )it 1FL L, o M&DIG:! (EriSpl¥fut Boosyellis protetion
J:fomclt-olithe:ta:visQJL:(if:ils. RIA,:-:Ms. ygj:Ing i:s:remd 'kn,>wled?eable|n all.uspcts o:f
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evaluation.. She-is: t&:Pf. :t0¥.mnd-1-0r:h  i:kin the:ocidisposal arena:
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\,,.J.b'lﬁ:,Z'-". 'HI'H[";’
i ot RSP0

C.hief).Imvit nelJ,tatl tmgion

Copy:fomished \It/nttischment;

M..fi(mica Yog

Eystem$. Pt'.Cltt104.-)rnch (6WQ4M).
Environchentai Ircitection. Agency-
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Dalfos,tx 75202..;2733

EPA has been closely coordinating all revisions with both

the Galveston District and New Orleans District.
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Office of Water
Office of Wetlal1ds,- Oceans, and-Watersheds

R Oceans and Coastal Ptotecti,on,,Dtvisi:on

--11'1;-"'.(':::
AUG 27 2001
MEMORAN»VM

SUBJECT: Review.of Region.6 Draft Regional Implementation Agreement for the Testing
and'eporting Requirements for Ocean,Disposal of Dredgoo Material

FROM: Suzanne Schwartz
Director
Oceans and Coastal Pro

'on Divjsion, HQ

TO: Sam Becker
ActingDirector
Water Quality Protection Division (6WQ)

Thank you for the opportunity to review Ihe draft version of the revised Region 6 Regional
Implementation Agreement, dated April 2001, which complements the naionu.l guidance manual,
known as the Green Book (Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Ocean Disposal -
TestingManual).

We are very pleased with the efforts tlult Region 6 has put forth in establishing a consensus-based
process and cJose working relationship with both-the New Orleans and Galveston Districts
throughthedevelopmentofthe RIA. Wehave provided several specificedits foryour
consideration (seeattachment). Inadditiontothespecificedits, thereisamore general issue
raised inthe RIA that conc.-em.$ usand may require discussion between our staffs. Thisissue
pertains to Inland Testing Manual (ITM) references. We recommend further consideration as to
when the ITM can be referenced because ilisnot the appropriate testing manual for evaluating
the suitability of dredged material proposed for ocean disposal. We do recognize thai sections of
the ITM may be a helpful reference where techniques and approaches of both Ihd M and the
Greenbook overlap, and the I'TM can provide more updated, technical information. Ifowever
references to the ITM for other reasons are riot appropriate because the two dredged matenal
management regulatory programs have several significant differences. Forexample, the "reason
tobelieve" conceptapplies onlytothe CWA Section404 programand the ITM. Itdoes not
apply to ocean dumping; Therefore we recommend deleting it from the RIA.

Ifyouhave anyquestions. please foel freeto contact meo.rDav.id Lopez (202) 260-9179, who
will be the acting Chief forlhe Marine Pollution Control Branch until the end of September.
Thank you again for including us. in the review.

U.O. V T U d c T a €
+ 1200Pcnn.sylyania Ave., NW.(4S04F) + Washington. DC 20460 +
+(202) 2601952 + http://www.epa. gov/owow/occarn;J+

The RIA has been revised to clarify that only certain technical
sections of the ITM (e.g. sampling approach, quality assurance
considerations, and statistical analyses) are more technically
advanced and should be used. In the discussion of Tier I
evaluations all references to the ITM and "reason to believe"”
have been removed.
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Reglonal Implellienlat.ioltAgr,emnt
Region:6
HQ Col'llrrierits/Edit,s

+Note: Thefollowingcommentsal'e prepared in redlinelstrikeout.

p.ii, Glossary of Tnns
AcpteToxicity-The second sentence ofthisdefinition should read asfollows: "The

EiCUtetoxicity pf contap,ii tf:d sedimentis...under either-Jild or laborat.ory conditions,
foraspecified pmjcct -

Bioaccumularion -"The accumulation .of contaminants .in the tissue of organisms ...
contaminated water, sediment:, 9.tpore water rn diuloulrniih.1.iAL"

Data Oualitv Qbj9gtives -"Qualitative and quantitative statements of the overall
uncertainty thatadecision makeriswillingtoacceptinresults ordemsmnsdenves
from environmental datt"

The definition for Dredged Materia.1 Elutriate should come before Effects range. Jow (ER-L)
and Effects range-median m.iS!iJm1 (ER-M).

Effects mn&e-low ffiR-L| and Effects range-mcdbm rne<lium <ER-M)-...

p.iii,Inland Tesalﬁ Manual ITT1yD -"Evaluation of Dredged Material Proposed for Discharge in
Waters he U.S. -Testing Manual ... Section 404 of the GJaWa,ter Act C:inland

wate?i..  coas |. wa,s, ancl. sullOucll 4'nviron -t } f§ Qthertban'. thggsmn
- it tii

p. iv, Marine Protection Research and Sanctuarie Act <MPRSAI- "Enacted by Congress in
1972 ...; orthe London Dttn1Di1t2 Convention of 1972.."

Reference Sediment".""A sediment, substantially free of contaminants, that is Msimilar
usprnctical ..."

Solld Phase - The second sentence should read as follows: For the purposes of the RIA,
solid phase refers to the whole sediment as defined inthe Green Book Whfoh jnplydesihe

material.U.nl.t OQldsettlein onehopr."

p. v, Target Detection teyet Limit CTDJel) -**Note: Throughout t.he manual TDL is referred loas
the target detection level. Ploose make aglobalchange throughout the document ftargec

detection level to target detection limit.

) ) The sentence has been corrected.

2) The sentence has been corrected.

3) The description of Data Quality Objectives has
been revised.

4) All references to Effects range-low and Effects
range-medium screening values have been removed
fromthe RIA.

5) Thisrecommendation has been incorporated.

6) The sentence has been corrected.

7) The sentence has been corrected.

8) Thisrecommendation has been incorporated.

9) Thisrecommendation has been incorporated
throughout the document.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

p.vi, List-9f : AcronylllS, TDL-Target Detection tevet i

p. I,Section I.2. Purpooc, please add the following asthe lasnentence of the first paragraph:
is,document is intended to serve as guidance to-implement the MPRSA and its
implementing regulations at 40 CFR 220.22-9

p. 2, Section 2, Applicability, we recommend the sentence in Ihis section to read as foJlows:
"Thisd-Oeument appliestoallactivities involving the transportation of dredged material

for the purpos-of d,p<>singit in ocean waters tIDd,is applicable to dredging activities
authorized Qf{l rwliflg by the. USACE and mivigational'projects constructed and
maintained by the USACE," .

p. 2, Section 3 Administrative Process, we recommend the 2nc1 sentence to read asfollows:
"In accordance wth Section 103-of MPRSA the USACE is the permitting aulhority for
dredged material subject to EPA review and concUITence."

p. 6, Section 4.2, Tier | E)(isting Information, the last sentence of the par Iph$n?l.1.ldre s
follows:" nobioassy data existsfor aproposed dredging projectWhfofi::dpefJlIott
mu SJ3:Wiipnaty Q)jl@tt.it wBI be iccessat to coudact Tier illbioassay tests:wiif
&OI.$1!Y Please  dthefllowin senten ‘atthe en:9 ?fthe samep-aszraph: "D tA

P.-l0.0p. 1l i)1fiti:J)\otull iU}, ffCDfetCstdng-regyitse@S'discu§sed

ntfiis'mMual.te.. sPmtleysso!. anat¥Ucntmetfiods."

p.7,Figure 2, we recommend the following edit .to the title:
"Overview of Tiered Testing Approach”

p. 8,Section 4.3, Tier | Exclusionary Criteria. the second sentence should read as follows:
"Infonnallon-on the proposed dredgingssitealld 1cfelencesite, sedimentgrainsize..."

p.9,werecomgiend the followingasthefirstsentence ofthepage:
"l)'Fhe existing information is safficient to ina:ke a deeisiou on envhom neuttd
111L L.ntALilihaf irla.ill.ulwtl 120101'11A 0 'C. Thedredged material meets..."

p. 10.first paraph of that page, the 4! sentence makes reference to Table lin Section 8. It's
actually Table 2 insection 8.

p.14.thefirstfull paragraph, delete the last sentencewhich  ds as follows: senul w1

approach 2, biologieatl testing can pioeecxi without leamdysis of sediment chemist1',
howeoex, :samplesfOJ the biologietd test:iug fit2!t be take11 froln the same stationstis the

Please add tﬁe_fbllowiﬁ setencé'étthe nciof atsamep'raph: - WIII):<.;QJI9't:
i912Jj, Nuy 9tlr.t 9J.JJAJ DJJAC- 'Amv.;Unmi®tJaooths:aiatt .. 111
ordtto:itmutngfy!}:y £2nm'fn-e the bfoJ()gitt&I- and chemicgf Q.£tQ."

10) The sentence has been corrected.

11) This section has been clarified. A reference to the
regulations (40 CFR 220-229) was added.

12) This section has been revised and reflects the
changes recommended.

13) This recommendation has been incorporated.

14) This section has been revised and reflects the
changes recommended.

15) This recommendation has been incorporated.

16) The sentence has been corrected.

17) The recommendation has been incorporated.

18) The sentence has been corrected.

19) The entire section 5.3 Sampling Approach has
been revised.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

p.18,S$H3  j4'Material Evaluation. the secon&paragra.ph- second sentence, should
M '.-#-r9n%\": ‘ ‘ SR
SIf\ino  t&lte biological effectsbused data-existf?ri,-proposed dredgipg projectand
tI1Li:S  n.to !:>el.ie+e ti 1at eontAminnuts -mpt0$tllti, ;-il1the sedimen it,cfoesI'DQt:imeet
th exclusion 2rlteria then biological cffccts.:.based- bfoassays rritm: be conducted to
determine regulatéry compliance."

The lastsentence of thl!t pmagraphwhich con,tinues. onto.p;19 sopld read as follows:
"Formost projects;, the impact ofthe solid phase owthe benthic environment deserves the
most rigg'QUS valJu t. 72 use the dre(iged terinLthatis deposited on the sea floor
usually has:gfeterlpoténtiarto causel' -il11pactoa-sm.allerarea..."

Please add the following sentence as the last sentence of the first full paragraph on p.19 (the last
paragraph redged Material Evaluat ion)

p. 19, Section s,2, Chemical Analysis. subsection Contaminants of Concern) the first sentence
should read as follows:
“Table2lists contaminunts of concern ..."

p.21,werecommendthefirstfall pardgraph to'read asfollows:

"The dredgechuateiitrl shtH be anltl)i:ed foleompotinds identified as COG and
compom1dsI<t10J'1In I:smpectcd of I">eiugpie:scntatthe chedgrug.aite. If nosediment
chemistry dataexiatfora.dtedgjng project ttnd. tiifie fa no tea:son to believe that
eolbinhl'ltionof tileci dA-'tiial Luigilt.exist, arialysis for the complete listof COC

inTableiis cquil:ed IL(A12M. -

p. - 26,.Section 1,>Benthic Evaluation& and Secion - 10.1, TheOretkal Bioaccumulation
Potenlial(TBP) Tiexr Il;We rcommeod the following edits to these sections:

10.BENTHICEVALUATIONS

Benthic evaluations m-e required to determine compliance with the LPC of the
solid phase (4().. CFK227.27(b)) of the dredged material. These evaluations
include assessment of toxicity of the dredged material to appropriate sensitive
benthic marine organisms and an evaluation of the bioaccumulation potential of
the COQfo the proposed clredged material. An initial screen ofthe dredged
material may be pcrfonned for estimating- the potential of non-polar organics to
bioacc\[Tulate.-usil'lg a theoreticalbia:cumultion ponti.al.calculation.

tiYt [teB+jixt¥n#ru.i t>9 LIl JWifs>rmw:toedetermiue
If tlfesdoo uawn il@'i;isuifitpleféQ(;eijfrdlm2@t,

20) Thisrecommendation has been incorporated.

21) This sentence has been revised.

22) This paragraph has been revised.

23) Thisrecommendation has been incorporated.

24) Thisrecommendation has been incorporated.

25) The entire Section 10.1 has been removed. Reference
to TBP is included in the introductory paragraph of Section
10and statesthat TBP may not be used to make regulatory
decitionsinabsence of bioassay testsbutmay be used asa
screening tool to re-evaluate the need for ocean disposal in
anefforttoavoid Tier 11 bioassay costs.
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10.F: 9i;eticalBloaccumulatfon Potential(TBP}... Tier 1. Cun-ently, only the
pontia'r bionccumulauve impuctof non-polur organic'compounds in dredged
material on benthic organisms can be evaluated at'l:lerU. The procedure
calculatesthe TBP for a test organi$m by factoring the cQn.centration of the COC
in.thetestsedimentand reference sediment, the totaforgani carboninthe
sediment, and the lipid content in the organism; ChemiCal analysis of the dredged
materiuLand reference sediment is-required for the.:Tierll TBP procedure (Table
1). Section 10.20fthe Green Book provides adetailed description ofthe TBP
calculation.

The following points shall be considered when calculating the TBP:

If the T13P value calculated for the test sediment is greater than that
calculat.ecrfor the rderence sediment, bioaccuinultion of thatnon-polar
organicCOQ 0t 94,fqil r; Htfl1111!0ig9_lc:s.tid:g, ,tJIriDis
nfiS.fY: ~  # '"dRS@L  *Mv,ijm¥a Plist:tt, o
YWHinrW, if'Hitefxosts:. fhc IFBF eulctil trontEcestimtionof

et 10 rrot-suttce Orch et pestrtad
e 00 BATEeli0d,5 Q563 0% 0059 oalctatlon ofthe water eolttm11
add. . . Piasel.nustalsobeeordotd ft

fettaA IRt HAS B S0 LpBHCaRe BRI e omstd R mtldt be
' and 228.4(e}).fMoved

Hthe TBP 'al1:1e calculated for the test scqimelltis lessthan that cakulated
foltherck:leneesediment,then bioaeetumdation isnotpredicted fot that
partietslar non polarorganic COG. 1'his.lua:yelhnintttc. he 1din folthel
tc"rinp; of ti1Qc CQC.ut Tice. Ifl.11d ledueecosts.»  \}; ,B.. J JIf.
At LAl LJbt« fAt?stt$t wlIH,L Q.In. sl "iW1;91.\

( DEJt Nhktll'H Im biQ.aecumulatjQuteafvijiM>  eondgcteg:rfor
these COC. " Fyrtbw9re: iMfadditional COC; other than non.-polar
organiccompounds, suchaspolarorganicsandmet&. arcdetected irithe
sediments, theTier illbioaccumulation testmust W'.illibe cond,Qtd
tissuesanal forthOS(! compounds. The TBP'ealealntion StHi@!inM
11joGE9IEmmatigu potontj§l alone isnot sttffo:;ientfor dctennining the
s:ttitabilit) of the dtcdged matclial folocean disl,osal, ctahmtion oft.ITV
wtca coyixiiin:tpttetS ftlld toxieit) OTthe SOiid phatt: 1111 stalso be

?T%ll*‘%n&’elglh'rltrt]s% deltrllgrllsl ‘.‘Q%EWF?R@??@'? N Iggmts and seetioniof

22At"[fMQveq21QW.JJ tlbpmt D, C,D, E, 6and

Ineitbercase. TJre TBPealealationgv.ajuation'Of:1?1JIPYlationriotenti&lalone
is not sufficient for determining suitability of the dredged material for ocean
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

mus als.o:beconducted. |.addluon.itbqi:tl111J¥8e eWti Ifer'renlmng O\V

ap.pe----IA-Goo. IS Ity SOf 0., ;- ad €45, 00 CRRH I8 2 LR L. ook pe e §e Mphooe( ol )
- \jITi9 1I'd0:GBgn.227 Subparts"B,C.D,E,.Oand
AQIbIEmM<: ijfQr1ted;

p. 28, thefoomote forMulinia laterali (ori p.27) which is printed at the top of p. 28 should be
deleted:
+slatt metheett'teaileele feffi BPA:, RegieA 6 ef }3PA Hat'l'agesett Lttberatar); eoold
possibl)' siibstitme with. Quahog, Mei cnalia :ip.

p. 28, pleassubstitutethered-lined sentence asthe. first sentence of the secondbullet:
stu.ivaUuthedtcdge(f matciittl treatment:sisgreater.(]jauthe refetcnee sediment

i el T e

p. 28, Section 10.2.3, Data Analysis, delete the third bullet: "if tite diffelenee between sen ei¢al
in the d tedged matcrittUrcatments ttud the refelcnce sediment txeatments is gleated than

p. 30, the third paragraph, first sentence should Jead as follows: "Tissue concentrations of test
organisms be measured prior ..."

p. 31, the third bulletshould read asfollows; "If the contnminants concentrations in tissues
exposed to sediment from the dredging site do not statistically exceed the contaminant
concentrations intissues exposed tothe reference sedment, the bioaccumulation L PC for
the solid phase ismet.se

p.31,Itisnot clearhowacompliance decision can be madewithout using factors 5 through 8
along withfactors 1through 4. For hisreason, we recmend listing alleigh.tfaceors
without group distintions, However. factor#9could remain separate as was presented
in this manual.

p. 34; first buHet under section 12 .Emergency Procedures: We recommend specifying a time
withinwhichtheDistrictmust notify PAofanemergencysnuatlonEe.g.,W| in24

hours) rather than "“as soon as possible."

p.40,under section Exclusionary Criteria, Tier I, the first sentence should read asfollows:
"Infonnation on the proposed dredging site and xcfelcnee site, including sedimentgrain
size .."

26) The recommended revisions to the other applicable
provisions of the regulations has been incorporated
throughout the document.

27) The footnote was deleted. The Mulinia procedure
was incorporated as a reference document in the text.

28) This section has been revised.

29) This section remains unchanged.

30) Therecommendation has been incorporated.

31) Therecommendation has been incorporated.

32) The recommendation has been incorporated.

33) A time frame was specified for notification of

emergencies,

34) This sentence was corrected.
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Response to Comments
Peer Review of Regional Implementation Agreement
August 13, 2002

Reviewer #1 Comments

The document is satisfactory overall, however, there are two things the EPA/USACE might want
to consider:

1. Section 7. Dredged Material Evaluation (in the last paragraph) notes that 40 CFR 227.27(b)
requires that both acute and chronic toxicity effects of dredged material be measured and further
comments that a chronic toxicity method based on Leptocheirus has been developed and is
currently available. Although neither the Green Book nor the ITM currently address chronic
toxicity, it seems clear that the regulations require it and that sometime in the future the programs
will have to implement chronic toxicity evaluation. It would be really "forward-thinking" if the
agencies could foresee this eventuality and elevate Leptocheirus from it's current status as an
alternate species to a recommended species. This could be the driver needed to wean the
agencies away from Ampelisca abdita (BTW, did you know the latter part of the binomial is latin
for "the devil's bug?").

Response: The RIA was revised to state that either amphipod Ampelisca or Leptocheirus is
recommended for benthic toxicity evaluations.

2. The RIA should provide guidance for dealing directly with confounding factors, such as
ammonia and/or hydrogen sulfide, when there is toxicity and evidence of >1 TU of such
constituents in the sediments. Currently, the ITM suggests that whole sediment TIE procedures
could/should be employed to answer some of these questions and | generally concur; however,
when there is strong weight-of-evidence for ammonia toxicity to an ammonia-sensitive organism
but no toxicity to an ammonia-insensitive organism in a companion test (as in the recent Bayou
Segnette project for the New Orleans District), there is no need to perfom expensive TIE tests to
prove ammonia toxicity and, as you know, there is generally no contractual basis for doing so
either. It would be very useful, and time- and money-saving everyone, if the RIA could simply
state that there is no need for TIEs if the weight-of-evidence supports a claim for a single-
causative toxicant, such as ammonia or hydrogen sulfide, whose effects would be minimal or
non-existent following open water disposal of the subject dredged material.

Response: The RIA was revised to state that causes of test failures in the control sediments
should be identified (e.g. grain size sensitivity, pH and ammonia) and addressed appropriately.

Reviewer #2 Comments

1. In general | felt the manual was well written and useful for EPA and the Corps as a condensed
summary of the national manuals. | would turn to your manual to assist a novice in
understanding the complexities of the national manuals. Several places in the manual discuss
state WQ requirements and use of the ITM. It is difficult to separate 103,404, and 401



requirements. You never discuss distances to sites in this manual, but I am assuming that WQ
Certification is necessary for some or all of your sites. With the proposed national level effort to
combine the OTM and the ITM, I would strongly recommend that your manual also be a joint
manual for both 404 and 103 evaluations. If the states requirements could be incorporated and
agreed to, | feel you would have a true regional manual. That said | will offer up several
suggestions that | feel would make your efforts more regional and make the document more user
friendly to permit applicants and the states.

Response: Our manual is intended as guidance on implementing the ocean dumping testing
procedures recommended in the national guidance and not on the process of regulating dredged
material disposal.

2. Ingeneral it is unclear to me any advantage of this manual over using the national manuals. A
regional manual should develop COC lists for specific projects , sub-regions and/or the entire
region. Sampling and analysis requirements should be established in the manual so applicants
know what to expect and budget for. The only regionalization I saw in this manual was the
establishment of reference areas, which you are to be commended for, but this should have been
followed by a discussion of the region's dredging projects and recommendations on which sites
should be used for them under what conditions. 1 also recommend that state WQ Certification
requirements be included in the discussion. | believe a regional manual should act as the guide to
the process to applicants, state personnel , and new federal agency employees. Our NW
Regional Manual has served us well be making the States of Washington and Oregon signatory to
the document.

Response: As currently presented the COC list is intended to serve as a starting place for
identifying project specific contaminants. Due to the nature of the coastline in our Region, we
are hesitant to create site specific lists based solely on information from one project currently
utilizing the ODMDS in the event that other applicants besides the USACE use the sites in the
future. In addition, we have regionalized our species lists for bioassays. Our manual is intended
as guidance on implementing the testing procedures recommended in the national guidance and
not on the process of regulating dredged material disposal.

3. Page iv: The only place LPC is defined as to what it is and how to use it is in this Glossary.
Because this value is interwoven throughout the document | would suggest that there be a more
general discussion of what it is and how it is used. Perhaps you could provide a list of the values
in the appropriate place in the report.

Response: A section has been added to the document addressing LPC and defining LPC for the
three phases.

4. Page 1: This page discusses both national manuals and reasons for needing both. If there are
reasons for not making this manual for both 404 and 103 they should be discussed here. sec 1.3:
subject to review should be discussed. Is this a public review with public notice.

Response: This document is not intended to serve as a joint CWA/MPRSA document. References



to the ITM are limited to technical guidance that is more up-to-date than that provided in the
Green Book (e.g. statistical analyses, QA/QC). The review discussed is intended to be by the
public, the document has been revised to reflect this.

5. Page 2, sec 2: It should be discussed here why it is only for 103, it is unclear to me why it can
not be used for 404 evaluations and what the role of the states are, if WQ cert. is needed within
the three mile overlap of the two laws.

Response: Our manual is intended as guidance on implementing the ocean dumping testing
procedures recommended in the national guidance and not on the process of regulating dredged
material disposal.

6. Page 2 and 3 sec 3: This report should also be an applicants guide to the process. It should be
something with enough detail that they can understand what is required of them. The 103 process
is more than a sediment evaluation. The process should be discussed and perhaps a case study

be included as an appendix.

sec 3.1: Our region has had difficulty agreeing on what constitutes a completed permit
application this term should be defined in your report. sec 3.2: In our region as a matter of
comity we obtain state WQ certification for 103 actions. It is confusing to me why the states role
is not discussed here.

Response: Our manual is intended as guidance on implementing the ocean dumping testing
procedures recommended in the national guidance and not on the process of regulating dredged
material disposal.

7. Page 5: Because of the general nature of the requirements in the manual and the discretion
EPA has in determining adequacy of information, it doesn't appear to me that 3 months in
sufficient time to conduct additional test that might be required by EPA. If EPA requires
additional chemical analysis or bioassays or Bioaccumulation tests 3 months is not enough time
to get additional samples collected and results back.

Response: Both EPA and the COE have agreed that the three month time frame is adequate.

8. Page 6: The states of Louisiana and Texas were ask to provide comments and their letters are
appended to the report. Their role and purpose of requesting comments from them is not
discussed in the report. this page would be a good place to discuss the states role.

Response: The States were included in a technical review of the testing requirements along with
the other resource agencies that have some responsibility for dredged material management.
Again, our manual is intended as guidance on implementing the ocean dumping testing
procedures recommended in the national guidance and not on the process of regulating dredged
material disposal.

9. Figures 1 and 2 are the first place LPC is used, other than in the Glossary. The term should
be discussed and its importance to the process pointed out before it is abbreviated on these



figures.

Response: A section has been added to the document addressing LPC and defining LPC for the
three phases.

10. Page 8 sec 4.3: Predominantly sand has to be defined it is critical to the assessment process.
Later in the report it is discussed it will be determined on a case by case bases. This will not be
acceptable to applicants. a regional definition is necessary as the bases for all decisions that
follow.

Response: We believe, as with determination of COC, that predominantly sand determinations
should be made on a case-by-case basis.

11. Pages 8,9, and 10: LPC is used extensively as a decision tool in this discussion. Because of
this I strongly recommend that a discussion of how, what, and why and the importance of LPCs
be discussed.

Response: A section has been added to the document addressing LPC and defining LPC for the
three phases.

Page 9: sec 4.5: Protocols should be defined in this manual not case by case in each projects
sampling plan. The plan should reflect protocols agreed to by all the parties subject to this
manual which are full reviewed and public noticed. Also COCs can be and should be agreed to
up front for each general project area. The national list should be adjusted for chemicals known
not to be in the area or additional chemicals not on the national list. It seems to me that the
states should also play a role in making up regional/subregional COC lists.

Response: We agree. The section has been clarified to state that sediments should be collected
and analyzed according to the approved sampling and analysis plans. As currently presented the
COC list is intended to serve as a starting place for identifying project specific contaminants and
states that this list should be adjusted for the specific project. Due to the nature of the coastline

in our Region, we are hesitant to create site specific lists based solely on information from one
project currently utilizing the ODMDS in the event that other applicants besides the USACE use
the sites in the future.

12. Page 12. Requirements for a SAP can be developed for this manual. Applicants in the NW
know how many individual and composite samples will be needed based on the dredging
volumes and where the samples should be collected within the dredging prism. Recommend that
the manual be more specific into the numbers types and locations of the samples required, and
not make it a case by case decision.

Response: This approach is not appropriate for our Region due to the large nature of the
projects.

13. Page 19: The logic of adding chemicals to the National COC list should also be used to



remove chemicals from the list. If the dredging location is in a pristine natural bay chances of
manufacturing chemicals be present a remote. They could be removed from the list. The
analysis of all National COCs is expensive and time consuming and chemical should be
eliminated when ever possible, to reduce the monetary burden to the applicant.

Response: As currently presented the COC list is intended to serve as a starting place for
identifying project specific contaminants and states that this list should be adjusted for the
specific project. Due to the nature of the coastline in our Region, we are hesitant to create site
specific lists based solely on information from one project currently utilizing the ODMDS in the
event that other applicants besides the USACE use the sites in the future.

14. Page 20: sec 9: Here is another example of discussion of state WQ Standards, but no
discussion here or elsewhere as to why this is necessary or the role of the states. Page 22 also
specifically discussed Texas and Louisiana standards but not why they are being used.

Response: The reference to the State Standards is necessary to show compliance with the
regulatory requirement of meeting water quality criteria (the LPC for the liquid phase). A
section has been added to the document addressing LPC and defining LPC for the three phases.

15. Page 29: The manuals discussion of the tiered testing procedures is good and appears to
fully comply with the national manuals. The statement at the bottom of page 29 is however
troubling. "in some cases, however it may be desirable to analyze tissues for compounds not
detected in the sediments” this statement if true must be supported.

Response: In our Region we have occasionally encountered project specific contaminants that
are a concern to the public but which may not have been detected in the sediments and thus are
included on the COC list for tissue analyses.

16. Appendix A If this is indeed a 103 evaluation process or part of one. it should reference that
fact. It appears that the two Corps districts should also be discussed and their role in the process.
As written this appendix puts EPA in sole control.

Response: The Appendix has been clarified to reflect that the 103 evaluative process is a joint
process between the USACE and EPA

Reviewer #3 Comments

1. The Agreement is well-organized and covers the issues very well; | found it generally easy to
interpret, which is always helpful in a guidance document!

Response: We appreciate the comment.

2. Some areas that could be clarified:



a. Sec. 4.6 (2); it is unclear whether dredged material must meet all three criteria to be
eligible for ocean disposal;

Response: This section has been clarified to state that the dredged material is not compliant if it
does not meet any one or more of the three phases.

b. Sec. 9.3.2; other species used successfully in past dredged material evaluations
included sea urchins and oysters, but neither is included in the list of species that are cited
as eligible for water column bioassays;

Response: These species are included on the national lists but are not included on our
regionalized listing and are not recommended.

c. Sec. 10.1.2; has Neanthes arenaceodenta been eliminated as a whole sediment bioassay
test species?

Response: This organism has not been removed from the national list, however, it is not included
on our regionalized list and is not recommended.

d. Sec. 10.2.2; this section should state clearly whether bioaccumulation test tissue
replicates can be composited for chemical analysis;

Response: The section has been clarified to state that only organisms in a given replicate
chamber my be composited for chemical analysis, therefore sufficient biomass must be obtained
from each replicate.

3. Except as noted in 2.a above, the RIA is clear with respect to decision-making and
interpretation of analytical results.

Response: We thank you for your comment.

4. Bioaccumulation potential estimates based on limited tissue data are inherently unreliable, but
represent the most practicable approach to addressing this issue. It may be appropriate to
stipulate that control sediment-exposed tissues and pre-exposure tissues be analyzed chemically,
to provide a clearer picture of bioaccumulation in test sediment exposures. The RIA addresses
bioaccumulation well, although some additional treatment of bioaccumulation factors and
ecological risk may be called for. If replicates are able to be composited for tissue chemistry,
what statistical analysis can/would be performed to compare reference and test sediments?

Response: The RIA currently recommends that tissues be analyzed prior to exposure to obtain
necessary information regarding background tissue concentrations. We do not recommend
compositing replicates. Only organisms in a given replicate chamber my be composited for
chemical analysis, therefore sufficient biomass must be obtained from each replicate. Statistical
recommendations are currently provided in the RIA.



5. Overall, the lab analyses recommended are appropriate and based on good technical
methodologies, except that some species should be added to lists of acceptable test species (eg.,
sea urchin species, for fertilization test method). Dredged material characterization guidelines
are easy to follow; however, it should be stated clearly whether alternative test methods can be
employed, if sufficient justification is provided.

Response: The RIA currently allows for alternative test methods if sufficiently justified and
approved by the USACE and EPA prior to use.

Reviewer #4 Comments

Page v: Should you say something about the reference Rule when you talk about reference
sediment?

Response: The reference rule is only applicable to dredged materials removed from inland
waterways and regulated under the Clean Water Act, Section 404 and not to ocean dumping of
dredged materials. Reference areas for the existing ODMDS have been selected and are
provided in the RIA.

Page 15: Do you have a minimum requirement for survival in the reference sediment? What
about test sediments that are not suitable for the test organisms because of salinity, or grain size,
or pH or some other factor that is not COC-related?

Response: There is currently no minimum survival requirement for the reference sediments. The
RIA was revised to state that causes of test failures in the control sediments should be identified
(e.g. grain size sensitivity, pH and ammonia) and addressed appropriately.

Page 19: Wouldn=t you need to do testing even if there was only one COC?

Response: Yes. The RIA has been clarified to state that testing would be required due to the
presence of one or more contaminants.

Page 21: Does Table 2 relate to Water or Seds or both?

Response: Table 2 relates to both water and sediments.

Page 22, diamond 1: What if there is only one COC that is exceeded?

Response: The RIA has been clarified to state that synergistic effects may be expected if one or
more contaminant is detected. In some cases contaminants may be undetected but still present
and causing synergistic effects.

Page 22, Diamond 2: | would say Apossible@ rather than Asuspected@.

Response: The recommended change has been incorporated throughout the document.



Page22, Diamond 3, point1: Iwouldsay Apossible@ ratherthan Asuspected @.
Response: The recommended change has been incorporated throughout the document.
Page 22, Diamond 3, point 2: Should we get a flow chart?

Response: We do not intend to incorporate a flow chart at this time.

Page 23, 9.3.1: Should you refer back to the 1:4 dilution?

Response: The recommended change has been incorporated.

Page 24, Table: Can you use the mysids twice? Would you use different stages for different
categories?

Response: The Green Book and the RIA allow for using different stages of the Mysids for
different categories.

Page 24: Would a flow chart be helpful here?
Response: We do not intend to incorporate a flow chart at this time.

Page 24, Diamond 4: What does A100% dredged material @ mean? Does it mean Afull-strength
elutriate@?

Response: The section has been clarified to say the A100% dredged material elutriate@. This
change has been made throughout.

Page 25, Square 4: Is it possible to do a cheap flunk here? Might you cahnge the dilution to get
it?

Response: The current guidance recommends a serial dilution in order to extrapolate the LCsy.
The RIA also recommends this approach.

Page 26, 10.0:@The initial screen...may be used to aid in re-evaluating...@ How would this work?
AreyoureferringtoaAcheapflunk?@

Response: The intent of utilizing the TBP calculation is aid in deciding whether to spend
additional money to conduct further testing or to forgo ocean disposal for a different disposal
method. It is not intended to be used to make regulatory decisions.

Page26,10.1.1: Doyouneedtodefine Areference sediment@ and Acontrol sediment@?

Response: The RIA currently defines and addresses reference and control sediments.
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Page 27, Paragraph 2: AAt least two species should be selected....to cover three..@ Is this legal?

Response: Yes, the existing regulations allow for utilizing two species to cover the three feeding
strategies.

Page 27, 10.1.3: Will the test fail if the control survival is below 90%, but all of the test
sediments are above 90%? Are there any requirements as to minimum survival at the reference
site?

Response: If control survival is below 90% it is recommended that the test be rejected and
repeated. There is currently no minimum survival requirement for the reference sediments. The
RIA was revised to state that causes of test failures in the control sediments should be identified
(e.g. grain size sensitivity, pH and ammonia) and addressed appropriately.

Page 29: Why would you recommend Mercenaria? Is it not a biological rock?

Response: Species recommended for bioaccumulation analyses should be hardy species that
allow for accumulation of contaminants and not mortality when exposed to the dredged
materials.

Page 31: Could you just list the FDA limits in the RIA? | think that there is a lot of cross-
referencing in the document, and you might want to make it easier for the applicants where you
can, and save them a look up, maybe by putting stuff into an appendix.

Response: We prefer to reference items such as criteria and limits rather than include them in
the RIA since these items are the most likely to change.

Page 32: Are these factors modified from the original 11 factors in the Green Book? You might
mention it if they were.

Response: These nine factors are not modified from how they appear in the Green Book.
Page 32, 9.: Is there a Areference reference@ that values can be compared to?
Response: Currently, background tissue concentrations of in situ organisms have not been

obtained for this region and would need to be determined on a case-by-case basis, as is
recommended in the Tier IV evaluations.
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