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Figure 1. Location of Geddes Brook, Ninemile Creek, and Onondaga Lake
Source: FS Figure 1-1 (Parsons, 2005)
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Geddes Brook/Ninemile Creek and Vicinity




Operable
Unit 2

Lower
Ninemile
Creek

— Major Roadways

[ Stream Channel

== \YSDEC Reach Boundaries
Once-in-10-year Flood
Once-in-25-year Flood
Once-in-50-year Flood

I Once-in-100-year Flood

Il Once-in-500-year Flood
10ft Topographic Contours

NOT TO SCALE

Upper

Ninemile
Creek\\

%

Source: Modified from FS Figure 1-15 (Parsons, 2005)

Cross-hatching
indicates common
area between
Ninemile Creek

and Wastebeds 1-8 Wastebeds 1-8

Wastebeds 9-10 o

Operable
Unit 1

o\

Geddes
Brook

[L1

|
Figure 3. Floodplain Extent for VVarious Flood Frequencies
Based on Hydrologic Modeling Results
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Source: Modified from RI Figure 2-3 (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c) and FS Figure 1-3 (Parsons, 2005)
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Figure 4.
Geddes Brook/Ninemile Creek Reaches and Former Channel Locations
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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)




Figure 6a
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Mercury Concentrations in Channel and Floodplain Samples in Reach AB (0 to 1 ft)
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Figure 6b
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Mercury Concentrations in Channel and Floodplain Samples in Reach AB (1 to 2 ft)
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Figure 6¢
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Mercury Concentrations in Channel and Floodplain Samples in Reach AB (2 to 3 ft)




Figure 7. Comparison of Total Mercury Loads in Surface Water of
Source: RI Figure 6-6a (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c) Geddes Brook and Ninemile Creek in 1990



Figure 8. Comparison of Total Mercury Loads in Surface Water of

Source: RI Figure 6-6b (TAMS/Earth Tech, 2003c) Geddes Brook and Ninemile Creek in 1998
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Figure 9. Location of Onondaga Lake NPL Subsites
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Figure 11
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Alternative 2 Remedial Approach
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Figure 12
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Alternative 3 (SeleCted Remedy) Remedial Approach
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Figure 13
Alternative 4 Remedial Approach

Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)
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Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)

Figure 14
Alternative 2 Removal Areas, Channel
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Figure 15
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Alternative 2 Removal Areas, Floodplain
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Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)

Figure 16
Alternative 3 (Selected Remedy) Removal Areas, Channel
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Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)

Figure 17
Alternative 3 (Selected Remedy) Removal Areas, Floodplain
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Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009)

Figure 18
Alternative 4 Removal Areas, Channel




Figure 19
Source: Modified from OU2 Supplemental FS (Parsons, 2009) Alternative 4 Removal Areas, Floodplain
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