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Figure 1.   Location of Geddes Brook, Ninemile Creek, and Onondaga Lake
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Source: FS Figure 1-1 (Parsons, 2005)
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Based on Hydrologic Modeling Results

Source: Modified from FS Figure 1-15 (Parsons, 2005) 
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Figure 4.
Geddes Brook/Ninemile Creek Reaches and Former Channel LocationsSource: Modified from RI Figure 2-3 (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c) and FS Figure 1-3 (Parsons, 2005)
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Figure 5.  Location of Honeywell and Other Referenced Sites 
       Near Geddes Brook/Ninemile Creek

Source: RI Figure 4-1 (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c)
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SYW-10

Figure 6a
Mercury Concentrations in Channel and Floodplain Samples in Reach AB (0 to 1 ft)Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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SYW-10

Mercury Concentrations in Channel and Floodplain Samples in Reach AB (1 to 2 ft)
Figure 6b

Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 6c
Mercury Concentrations in Channel and Floodplain Samples in Reach AB (2 to 3 ft)Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)

OU2 mercury concentrations (mg/Kg)
< 0.15 ppm

0.15 - 0.5 ppm

0.5 - 1.3 ppm

1.3 - 2.0 ppm

2.0 - 3.0 ppm

3.0 - 5.0 ppm

5.0 - 7.0 ppm

7.0 - 10.0 ppm

> 10.0 ppm

FLOODPLAIN

OU2 mercury concentrations (mg/Kg)
< 0.15 mg/kg

0.15 - 0.5 mg/kg

0.5 - 1.3 mg/kg

1.3 - 2.0 mg/kg

2.0 - 3.0 mg/kg

3.0 - 5.0 mg/kg

5.0 - 7.0 mg/kg

7.0 - 10.0 mg/kg

> 10.0 mg/kg

CHANNEL

Delineated Wetland 
(Based On Both Federal 
and NY State Methodologies)

0 100 200 300 40050

Feet



Source:  RI Figure 6-6a (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c)

Figure 7. Comparison of Total Mercury Loads in Surface Water of 
Geddes Brook and Ninemile Creek in 1990 



Source:  RI Figure 6-6b (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c)

Figure 8. Comparison of Total Mercury Loads in Surface Water of 
Geddes Brook and Ninemile Creek in 1998 



Figure 9.  Location of Onondaga Lake NPL Subsites
Source: Onondaga Lake ROD Figure 5 (NYSDEC/USEPA, 2005) 
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Figure 10
OU2 Site CharacteristicsSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 11
Alternative 2 Remedial ApproachSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 12
Alternative 3 (Selected Remedy) Remedial ApproachSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)

Note: Removal depths noted above are preliminary and would be finalized during remedial design.
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Figure 13
Alternative 4 Remedial ApproachSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 14
Alternative 2 Removal Areas, ChannelSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 15
Alternative 2 Removal Areas, FloodplainSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Transect 19+00

Figure 16
Alternative 3 (Selected Remedy) Removal Areas, ChannelSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 17
Alternative 3 (Selected Remedy) Removal Areas, FloodplainSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 18
Alternative 4 Removal Areas, ChannelSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Figure 19
Alternative 4 Removal Areas, FloodplainSource: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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