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Abstract: Long term monitoring of PCBsin fish from the Hudson River has occurred since 1977
and the temporal trends from specific locations (river reaches) have been widely reported. In
response to arecognized need to more fully evaluate PCB concentrations arising from more
localized source conditions, a greatly expanded sampling project was undertaken in 1999. The
datawere expressed on both wet weight and ‘lipid’ based concentrations, but most discussion
focuses on the lipid adjusted values. Similar to earlier work, the spatial gradient away from the
predominant PCB source area near Hudson Falls was evident. A strong association of localized
PCB sources related to major PCB deposits and discharges was found as well as the evidence of
other source conditions related to much smaller, but locally significant, inputs. The results
emphasi ze the need to better evaluate and scrutinize the potential impacts of smaller, localized
pockets of contamination. The source conditions included known sources such as the
Queensbury site above Glens Falls, the original discharge points from the GE capacitor plant sites
in Hudson Falls and Ft. Edward, the contributions from the Thompson Island Pool below Ft.
Edward, and the general area above the Federal Dam at Troy (the ‘Upper River’). PCB
concentrationsin fish in the Upper River showed considerable heterogeneity. This area
presumably reflects the conditions related to the PCB-laden sediments in this 40 mile reach of the
river. Below the Troy Dam (the ‘Lower River’), the PCB contaminated waste site at Hastings-
on-Hudson was also readily discernible in the data. Other areasin the river which should be
evaluated further include the mouth of Catskill Creek, the Shad Island area, the area of the
Remnant Deposit sites along the shoreline near Ft. Edward, and the areaimmediately above
Bakers Falls Dam at Hudson Falls.

The large numbers of samples, locations and species analyzed, permitted the use of a
novel approach to evaluating data. The term * species smash’ describes a mathematical expression
of al the PCB results averaged, usualy on an individual basis, for all the samples collected for all
the species (usually more than four), at any given location. The combined results provide an
assessment for that location. The * species smash’ which can cross class and order linesis viewed
as a powerful tool in evaluating bioaccumulable contaminant conditions for impacted sitesin
aquatic environments. In thefinal analysis, the resulting values for the ‘smash’ that were derived
from the increased sample numbers, and number of species, collected in 1999 from 65 locations,
allowed the fuller expression of spatial gradients with distance from a predominant source. Y et
this approach showed sensitivity for differentiating localized influences. The datafrom 1999
indicate that all sources are localized. For any one source the influence may be large, for example
the influence with the sediments of the Upper Hudson River. But at locations where another
source exists, e.g., Hastings-on-Hudson, that more localized influence is aso discerniblein the
biota. It isalso possible to distinguish between sediment deposits within a given reach of the
river, e.g., the area near SA13 versus the east channel around Rogers Island, or the channel
behind Griffin Island, all of which are located in the Thompson Island Pool.

Other aspects of PCB contamination that were examined included a comparison of liver
and muscle concentrations in several species including freshwater fish, striped bass, Atlantic



tomcod and blue crab. On awet weight basis, there was a tendency for liver tissue to have higher
concentrations compared to the muscle (edible) portions, but there were exceptions. However,
expression of results on alipid basis showed that the edible portion was comparable to, if not
higher than, the concentrationsin the liver. Examination of another limited portion of the 1999
data set for seasonal changes in contamination was not conclusive and indicated the need for
additional studies.

Thereis also an apparent need to obtain lower detection limits, since some sites with
concentrations at or less than the current detection limits produced results that are most likely
inflated. PCB concentrations in some areas of the Hudson River may well be consistently |ess than
0.5 ppm on alipid basis or at or below 0.05 ppm on awet weight basis.



INTRODUCTION

In the 25 years following the recognition of the severity of the PCB problem in the
Hudson River documented in 1974 by Nadeau and Davis (1976), there has never been an
extensive evaluation focused on describing and comparing PCB conditionsin the biotain different
locations in the river. Spagnoli and Skinner (1977) presented a statewide perspective on PCB
contamination, including a summary of the Hudson River datathat were available at that time.
Their data coupled with other investigations on water and sediment led Horn et al. (1979) to
describe the Hudson River as the most highly PCB contaminated river in the USA. With the
advent of the Hudson River Advisory Committee arising from the 1976 PCB Settlement
Agreement between the State of New Y ork and the General Electric Company (GE), funding was
made available to support the Long Term Hudson River PCB Analysis Project (the Project). The
GE discharges of PCBsto the Hudson River resulted in high levels of contamination in the fish
(Sofaer 1976). The subsequent Project focused on documenting the temporal trendsin PCB
concentrations in selected species of fish from selected locations along the length of the river from
above Glens Fallsto New Y ork City.

The Project has described, through time, the course of contamination over a 200 mile
stretch of afree-flowing freshwater stream which also featured, in the lower stretches below river
mile 150, fresh to brackish tidal flows. The trends in the contamination are described in several
publications (e.g., Sloan et al. 1983, 1984,1988,1995; Armstrong and Sloan 1988, Sloan and
Armstrong 1988, Brown et al. 1985, Horn and Sloan 1985, Sloan and Horn 1986, Sloan and
Hattala 1991, Sloan and Field 1996; Sloan 1993, 1994, 1999a, 1999c; USEPA 2002). In
evaluating long term trends in PCB for several areasin the Hudson River, it became apparent that
even highly mobile migratory fish species could exhibit contaminant concentration conditions
related to localized sources. Sloan et a. (1995) discussed the ability to distinguish between
locations based on the PCB concentrations even for an anadromous, migratory species like the
striped bass.

In 1999, a special supplemental project to the Long Term Hudson River PCB Analysis
Project was implemented by the New Y ork State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC), Division of Fish, Wildlife and Marine Resources (DFWMR) with the support of the
Division of Environmental Remediation (DER). The principal objective was*“To evaluate the
gpatial relationships of contaminant concentrations in fish and to relate the results to source
conditions, in so far as possible.”

Additional objectives included examining the results to determine the advisability of more
extensive sampling in subsequent years, or collecting from other potential source locations. As
the collections progressed, interest developed in evaluating differences in organ concentrations,
principaly liver compared to the edible or standard fillet portions, and documenting seasonal



changes in concentrations at selected locations. Since other parties, including the General Electric
Company and the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), expressed interest in
the results, there were opportunities for inter-laboratory comparisons of the PCB results on split
samples. Asisdone with all data collected by DFWMR on contaminants in biota, the information
was utilized by the New Y ork State Department of Health (NY SDOH) in updating advisories on
fish consumption which are made public through publication and dissemination of advisory
information through various outlets such as the booklet, “Chemicalsin Sportfish and Game: 2001-
2002" (NY SDOH 2001).



METHODS AND PROCEDURES

Any organism collected, mentioned, or discussed in this paper and included in the 1999
sampling effort islisted in Table 1, which provides accepted common and scientific names down
to genus and species, where possible.

In the Long Term Hudson River PCB Analysis Project (the Project), there are 10 genera
localities targeted for collection. But because there are three separate project elements (yearling
pumpkinseed, adult resident species and striped bass), the annual collections actually originate
from 15 specific locations. These sites include: Above the Feeder Dam near Glens Falls for adult
fish and yearling pumpkinseed, Thompson Island Pool (behind Griffin Island for adult fish, and
east side of river near Griffin Island for yearling pumpkinseed), Stillwater Pool at Coveville (adult
fish), above Stillwater Dam for yearling pumpkinseed, below the Federal Dam at Troy for adult
fish including striped bass, south turning basin at the Port of Albany for yearling pumpkinseed,
Catskill areafor adult fish and striped bass, Poughkeepsie areafor adult fish and striped bass,
above Marist College in Poughkeepsie for yearling pumpkinseed, Newburgh area for adult fish,
south end of Denning Point for yearling pumpkinseed, Stony Point area for striped bass, Piermont
areafor adult fish and striped bass, and near the George Washington Bridge for striped bass.

The original location list for the 1999 supplemental collections focused on 27 sites, but the
list was augmented as the work progressed. These sites were in addition to the locations
normally sampled in the Project. Thefinal list of all the collection sitesin 1999 is provided in
Table 2. The locations are plotted in Figure 1. The Federal Dam at Troy (RM 153) isa
geographic feature which separates the Hudson River into two ‘Upper’ and ‘Lower’ sections. The
Upper Hudson River, which includes the confluence with the Mohawk River at Cohoes at about
RM 154, islargely afree flowing riverine system. However, the 40-mile reach from Troy to
Ft.Edward (about Rm 193) is further characterized by a series of seven navigational dams and
locks which produces relatively quiescent conditions behind the impoundments. The Lower River
below the Federal Dam to New Y ork City isa 150 mile tidal estuary with a salinity gradient
ranging from fresh to nearly saline.

The targeted number of samples was 45 fish from each location for the supplemental
collections. At each location up to nine species represented by five fish per species across an
array of legal/edible sizes were sought. The final numbers and species collected, along with PCB
results, are provided in several summary tables.

Some locations involved assessing older PCB deposits associated with the operations of
the GE Hudson Falls and Ft. Edward Plant sites. In these areas, known as the Remnant Deposits,
materials were left behind after the removal in 1973 of a deteriorating log crib dam in the Village
of Ft. Edward. Since these locations are severely restricted in size, collections focused on
invertebrates, along with juvenile fish and minnow species. Some of the other collection



locations, such as those associated with the Hastings-on-Hudson waste site, also necessitated
collecting invertebrates and smaller species/sizes of fish, due to habitat limitations.

In cooperation with NOAA, some samples were collected to evaluate seasonal changesin
PCB levels on a congeneric basis, and to compare PCB concentrations in standard fillets versus
levelsinthe liver. The seasona evaluation focused on limited collections of largemouth bass,
white perch and yellow perch from three locations - Newburgh (RM 60), Catskill (RM 113) and
Coveville (RM 176). Samplesfor the liver analyses were taken from Catskill (RM 113), below
the Federal Dam at Troy (RM153), Coveville (RM 176) and Griffin Island (RM 189) for selected
species - brown bullhead, largemouth bass, striped bass, yellow perch and white perch. Not all
the species were collected at each location but the target sample size was five fish for any
particular species/location combination. Spring samples were collected in late May and early June
and the fall samples were taken in late September and early October. Liver samples were taken
from spring collected fish. A special collection of Atlantic tomcod occurred in January and
February 2000 which also involved liver tissue analyses.

Methods of collection varied but most efforts utilized an 18 foot el ectrofishing boat
(Smith-Root model SR18E) equipped with a variable output 900 volt gas-powered DC generator.
The aluminum vessel was powered with a Mercury 140 horsepower jet engine and had a
sufficiently shallow draft to allow working in water depths at 0.5 meter or less, when necessary.
Operating amperage was maintained between 7 and 12 amps depending upon the conductivity of
the water. Invertebrates were taken by handpicking, small seines, dip nets, shovels and buckets.
Small fish and areas inaccessible to the shocking boat were sampled with seines, gill nets,
backpack electroshocking and angling techniques.

Fish and invertebrate samples were handled according to standard DFWMR procedures
(Sloan 2000) which entail recording on standard forms for each specimen, the date of collection, a
unigue identification number or code, the location including GIS coordinates, species (genus and
species, if possible), length in millimeters, weight in grams, sex (if possible), and method of
collection. Chain of Custody forms were maintained and samples kept cool and then frozen on
the same day of collection.

Samples were later processed by experienced personnel at Northeast Analytical
Laboratory (NEA) in Schenectady, New Y ork or the New Y ork State Department of
Environmental Conservation (DEC) laboratory, Hale Creek Field Station (HCFS), in Gloversville,
New York. Frozen prepared tissues, as either standard fillets, specific organs/tissues, or whole
bodies, were then shipped overnight viaair freight to the DFWMR contract |aboratory,
Mississippi State Chemical Laboratory (MSCL), Mississippi State, Mississippi, for PCB and lipid
content analyses. Some portions of the collections were analyzed at the HCFS laboratory.
Selected fish were also analyzed as split samples for PCB congeners at NEA, funded by the
Genera Electric Company, or at Severn Trent Laboratories (STL) in Colchester, Vermont, at the
request of, and funded by, NOAA.



Analysesfor PCBsas ‘Aroclors involved at least a seven hour Soxhlet extraction with
hexane to remove the lipid material, which was then prepared for gas chromatograph (GC)
determinations, according to MSCL or HCFS standard operating procedures (SOPs), to quantify
the estimates of the PCBsin the samples. The extractable portion of the original mass of fish
tissue, expressed as a percent, is used to represent the fat content of the organism and is referred
to as‘lipid content.” Non-detect values were usually treated as ¥ the detection limit for agiven
‘Aroclor.’” Detection limits were, for each ‘ Aroclor’, 0.01 ppm at MSCL and 0.02 ppm at HCFS.
Providing dataas ‘Aroclors allowed the partitioning of the resultsinto lower chlorinated
components and a higher chlorinated fraction, thereby permitting rough approximations of PCB
composition into two classes, higher versus lower chlorinated PCB forms. Both laboratories
modified the ‘ Aroclor’ quantitations to minimize the potential influence of double counting
overlapping peaks between closely related mixtures, either through modified calibration steps or
the algorithms used in estimating concentrations.

Congeneric analyses were conducted similarly, but the procedures relied on individual
peak identification and quantitation from separations on capillary columns with an electron
capture detector (ECD) equipped GC.

Datawere collected and stored on Dell PCs per the data dictionary (metadata) devel oped
by the Bureau of Habitat, DFWMR, Albany, New York ina Visual FoxPro® version 6.0
database format. Linked files were queried for summarizing the data and conducting statistical
analyses using Excel® and Statgraphics Plus® software.



RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

The Collections

From April 16 through November 19, 1999, atotal of 8641 organisms (5110 invertebrate
and 3531 fish) were collected, which resulted in 2544 analyses for PCBs. Invertebrate PCB
analyses totaled 218 and fish 2326. Because the opportunity arose early in 2000, sampling for
fish at Sanford Lake in the headwaters of the mainstem Hudson also took place and provided data
on PCBs in biota associated with an area which is not considered directly contaminated by PCBs.
Those results and all others generated for 1999 are included in the totals above and are compiled
in Table 3 in summary form primarily for fish. Some of the invertebrates collected at locations
other than the Remnant Deposits are also included. The table lists average PCB concentrations on
both awet weight and alipid basis for each species collected at a particular location along with
summary body measurement information for the collection. Table 4 provides summary
information for the invertebrates collected as part of the evaluation for the Remnant Deposit area
near Hudson Falls and Ft. Edward. Figure 1, appearing as six (6) different views, shows the
collection locations from Lake Sanford, river mile (RM) 301 in the headwaters of the Hudson
River to the George Washington Bridge in New Y ork City at RM 12. Table 2 lists the specific
locations with a brief description along with the river mile assigned to that position for the
purposes of data analysis and interpretation. The river miles as given are intended only as
approximations to allow differentiating between points. The names of the organisms collected in
this project arelisted in Table 1 by acronym (species code) as they appear in the Bureau of
Habitat master database along with the accepted common name and/or a description if acommon
name was not known, and the scientific name or atechnical designation such as afamily or genus.

A specia collection of Atlantic tomcod was arranged through the New Y ork Power
Authority for the winter of 2000. Those results are summarized in Table 5.

Laboratory Comparisons - “Aroclors versus Congeneric Analyses

For several years, the Northeast Analytical Laboratory (NEA) of Schenectady, New Y ork,
funded by GE, has conducted analyses on some of the same samples analyzed by the DEC
contract laboratory. The analytical approach used by the laboratories differed in that NEA
quantified the results on a congeneric basis, whereas the DEC contract |aboratory, Mississippi
State Chemical Laboratory (MSCL), estimated the quantities of PCB on an *Aroclor’ basis. The
latter method is the historical option for analysis, and is still in use since the US Food and Drug
Administration tolerance level is based on the ‘ Aroclor’ procedure. The vast mgority of the data
developed over the last 30 yearsisin the ‘Aroclor’ form.

Table 6 and Figures 2 and 3 provide comparisons between the two analytical methods.
Two species, largemouth bass and brown bullhead, from two locations, Thompson Island Pool



and Stillwater, were analyzed in 1999 by the NEA and M SCL laboratories using ground
homogenized subsamples of the same fish. The results showed no significant differences on
average for total PCB, either on awet weight basis or lipid basis, even though the methodol ogies
were quite different. A third species, yellow perch, showed similar results but it is not graphed
separately, although the data are summarized in Table 6.

Severn Trent Laboratory (STL) aso produced results on 103 split sampleson a
congeneric basis. Since these analyses represent smaller sample sizes from more |ocations than
the NEA comparisons, the relationship between MSCL and STL appear in Figure 4 as scatterplots
and regressions for al the results available. A summary for all of the STL dataare provided in
Table 7. The number of fish in the table is different from the number of split samples noted above
because the mass of tissue used in the original analysis conducted by STL left no sample available
to MSCL for analysis. The graphical comparisons are based only on actual ‘split’ samples. Inthe
development of the regressions for Figure 4, if adifferent association, i.e., logarithmic or
exponential compared to alinear expression, improved the fit, it was chosen over the linear
eguation for presentation in the graphs. The relationship for total PCB between the two labsis
better on awet weight basis (Figure 4-A) than it ison alipid basis (Figure 4-B). Figure 4-C shows
the association between the laboratories in estimating lipid content, and reflects arelatively
greater degree of variability than is apparent in the wet weight PCB association (Figure 4-A).
Hence, the R%is lower for the lipid based PCB association and the expressed concentrations on a
lipid basis tend to be higher since STL appears to have removed less lipid material than did
MSCL. For either lipid based or wet weight values, as concentrations increase, there is tendency
for greater variability even though the correlations between the laboratories remain high. In any
case, thereis obviously no direct 1:1 relationship between the laboratory results since none of the
linear models produced higher R?s than the exponential fits.

Since STL had the first opportunity to analyze the samples, some of the potential for
introducing artifacts into the process as it may relate to changes in storage, preparation and
shipping conditions were minimized. Although it isnot certain, efficiency of extraction for PCB
or lipid material may also be more variable, or less consistent, at higher levels as seen to some
degree in Figure 4-C and STL may have used a separate step in determining lipid content that
utilized a different solvent, methylene chloride, rather than a 50:50 mixture of acetone/hexane
which was the solvent mix for the Soxhlet extraction procedure. This may have contributed to
relatively lower lipid contents for STL. Figure 5 presents a comparison of the overall averages on
both wet weight and lipid bases between the two laboratories, STL and MSCL. Even though the
average differences are not large, there is a shift in the difference between lipid based and wet
weight concentrations. MSCL is slightly higher on awet weight basis but STL is higher on alipid
basis again indicating that STL may have removed lesser amounts of lipid.

However, al three laboratories, MSCL, STL and NEA, generally produced comparable
results for total PCB. The congeneric analytical results from STL and NEA, and the associated
complexities they present, are beyond the scope of this paper. It isimportant to this
interpretation, however, since these more complex analyses indicate that there can be genera



agreement between different methodol ogies in the determination of total PCB.

I nfluence of Age/Size/Sex/Lipid Content on PCB Concentration

Several factors are commonly felt to influence contaminant concentrations in biota. For
several species from some locations for which the samples sizes were relatively high, the
correlations between length, weight, age(where available), and lipid content to total PCB are
presented in Table 8. Of the 32 species-location combinations for which the sample sizes
available would allow the derivation of a correlation matrix with some confidence, 17 cases were
significant (P<0.05 or P<0.01) for the relationship between total PCB and percent lipid. The
correlations were al positive. Eleven (11) of the remaining species/location combinations were
positive or had higher coefficients, although not significant, for PCB and lipid compared to the
other species/location combinations. There were eight (8) cases where the correlation of PCB
with length was significant but two of these were significantly negative. Similarly, in nine (9)
cases, PCBs were correlated with weight, but two of these were significantly negative. Six of the
positive significant correlations of PCB with length and/or weight involved the same casesin
which there were significant correlations with lipid. Available age data were insufficient to prove
useful as avariable in evaluating the relationship between age and PCB content (Table 8).
However, given the tendency for lipid content to exhibit a better relationship with PCB
concentration than length or weight, age may not be a useful descriptor for accumulation either.

Age/Size versus PCB - Nevertheless, some fish were aged such as the Atlantic tomcod from the
Lower River collected in January and February 2000, the pumpkinseed collected as part of the
yearling pumpkinseed project, and samples of several species from the Sherman Island Pool
involving the Niagara Mohawk Queensbury PCB Project. The Atlantic tomcod (Figure 6 and
Table 5) do not exhibit age differencesin the level of PCB contamination but this speciesis
discussed further in the section on liver-standard fill et relationships (page 21). The excess
pumpkinseed taken at and above Marist College at Poughkeepsie provided arange of agesto
evaluate the relationship between age and PCB content. There was a significant correlation in the
collection at Marist College but not at the site upstream from the college, although the trend in
the data was positive (Table 8).

The results from the Niagara Mohawk Queensbury site (NiMo1l) are of the greatest
interest in interpreting age/size contaminant relationships. The siteis a small hazardous waste site
located in the impoundment formed by the Sherman Island hydroel ectric power dam. It isafocus
for remediation of PCBsin an underwater exposed sediment portion of about eight acresin size.
In order to evaluate impacts to biota, five sampling locations were established to characterize and
evaluate the extent of contamination as shown by fish (pages 10 and 11 of Table 3, Figure 1-C).
Long term monitoring of the fish shows that the removal of much of the PCB source conditions
by 1996 resulted in dramatic reductions in the concentrations observed in the biota within the next
year (Parsons 2001) which enabled the removal of fish consumption advisories for the Sherman
Island Pool (NY SDOH 1998).
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To evaluate the influence of age on subsequent accumulation of PCBs at the site, refer to
the yellow perch data detailed on pages 10 and 11 of Table 3. The smallest specimens collected at
the Queensbury site after the sediment remediation were analyzed for PCBs, but were not aged.
These fish had the higher concentrations, on average, (at 9.81 ppm wet weight and 501.7 ppm
lipid basis) compared to the larger fish, which were aged. The larger four and six year old fish
contained 0.13 and <0.05 ppm, respectively on awet weight basis. On alipid basis, the two ages
had 17.7 and 5.5 ppm, respectively. Since the smaller fish have less total energy requirements and
the available resources in the vicinity of the site can meet their ecological needs, thereis no
advantage to forage over wider areas and staying localized has survival advantages in that
predation is lessened. The larger fish, on the other hand, are forced to forage more widely. As a
result, their exposure to the source condition is reduced. By obtaining their energy from other less
contaminated locations the concentrations they exhibit are decreased. The contamination they
received earlier in lifeis diluted through growth derived from prey taken in uncontaminated areas.
This general phenomenon has also been noted for striped bass in the Hudson River but on alarger
geographic scale (Sloan et al. 1995).

Although the other aged species (rock bass and smallmouth bass), also show asimilar
reduction of concentration with age, the sample sizesto fully describe the relationship were not
available. At other locationsin the Sherman Island Pool, particularly across the river but adjacent
to the contamination (NiMo 2, on page 11of Table 3), the concentrations for the most part are
near the detection limits and so the age relationship is somewhat moot. This age gradient is one
manifestation of what may be considered as inherent patchiness in the system which is the focus of
much of the remaining discussion in this paper. This patchiness is interpretable using the
information provided by the fish and invertebrate samples and is explored in a geographical
context in the section on * Source Conditions.’

Sex differences ver sus PCB - Eleven species-location combinations produced enough samples to
reasonably attempt a comparison of PCB concentrations by sex. Only two of these were
significant at P<0.05: yellow perch females from Coveville (Stillwater Pool) at 274 ppm on alipid
basis compared to males at 155 ppm; and spring collected striped bass in the lower Hudson River
below Poughkeepsie had males with 34.3 ppm versus 21.2 ppm on alipid basis for females. Fall
collected striped bass from the Lower River did not show sex differences P>0.05). The species
and locations which did not exhibit sex differences were brown bullhead above the Feeder Dam;
brown bullhead at the pumphouse above Bakers Falls; brown bullhead, yellow perch and
largemouth bass from Griffin Island in the Thompson Island Pool; yellow perch from Stillwater;
smallmouth bass from below the Federal Dam at Troy; and white perch from above Marist
College at Poughkeepsie. In general, these results show that it is not necessary to differentiate
between the sexes in describing the spatial conditions based on the PCB concentrations in the
biota.
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Lipid relationship - In general, the association between PCB concentrations and lipid content

has received much attention in the Hudson River (Armstrong and Sloan 1988, Sloan and
Armstrong 1988, Sloan et a. 1983, Sloan et al. 1984, Brown et al. 1985, Sloan et a. 1995, Jones
and Sloan 1989). In other systems and situations it is not always significant but does provide a
generaly positive association (Stow et al. 1997) and is useful in describing spatial patterns of PCB
in fish. Since lipid determinations are simply the percent of hexane soluble materials generated
during extraction of tissue samples, the characterization of theresidue as ‘lipid’ is, perhaps, a
loose interpretation of fat content. Another term, ‘total organic extractables,” has been suggested
to replace the use of ‘lipid.” However, for simplicity in this paper, the word ‘lipid’ is retained.
Since composition of lipid constituents and lipid content varies widely between and within species
(Henderson and Tocher 1987), the association between PCB and lipid is not always isometric.
Hebert and Keenleyside (1995) explored alternative means to better explain the variability of the
contaminant-lipid relationship through the use of covariance to control for other variables that
may also influence the association. Stow et a. (1997) indicated the influence of spawning
condition on the relationship between PCB and lipid. Generally, during the spawning period in
five species of salmonids there was good positive agreement but during non-spawning periods
there was not good agreement. That there are discrepanciesin whether lipid content can explain

al or most of the variability in PCB content is not surprising since Henderson and Tocher (1987)
describe many of the changesin lipid content and composition as a function of season, sex, age,
spawning and other physiological states.

Since the association between PCB and lipid is not always a straightforward method to
interpret PCB data for fish, and low correlations are often found, it is apparent that not everything
is known about bioaccumulation. Since what is usually described as ‘lipid content’ is the residue
removed from the tissue in the course of extraction, any derived relationship is perhaps simply
correlative. Henderson and Tocher (1987), however, indicate that lipids evaluated for their
biochemical and physiological attributes are usually extracted from tissues through the use of
organic solvents such as hexane.

Regardless, the lipid adjusted data provide a reasonable approach to evaluating spatial
relationships and allow interpretation between locations, which otherwise might not be possible.
There are fish in the Hudson River which exhibit differencesin fat content from one location to
another, thereby necessitating a lipid based approach to evaluate concentrations at those sites
(Armstrong and Sloan 1988). Expression of PCB concentrations on alipid basisis more than a
simple convenience to equalize the differences between species, taxa, time and space. Lipid based
values are an important tool for data interpretation.

Although wet weight concentrations are undeniably important, most of the rest of this
report will focus on lipid based values. Our conclusions will rely primarily upon the interpretation
of lipid adjusted concentrations. In this context, the term lipid-normalization is not used since
expression of PCB concentrations on alipid basis may not improve normality at all. We have not
examined the lipid based data in detail regarding normality, but have used the observation that
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lipid content is correlated to some extent with PCB and our interest here is to describe in general
terms the observed spatial patterns. Therefore, the more appropriate terms ‘lipid based’ or ‘lipid
adjusted’ PCB concentrations are used. A comprehensive statistical evaluation of lipid PCB
relationships is not the focus of this paper but asatopic it is admittedly of interest and needs
further pursuit.

Concentrations over the Spatial Gradient

For any given species, contaminant concentrations generally decline with distance
downstream or away from a source condition (e.g., Armstrong and Sloan 1988, Sloan and
Armstrong 1988, Sloan et a. 1983, 1984, Sloan and Field 1996, Sloan and Jock 1990). The
existence of the spatial gradient has been a principal feature of the PCB contamination in fish of
the Hudson River (Sloan 1999a, 1999c; USEPA 2002, Field et al. 1996, Sloan and Field 1996)
and provides the framework for the following discussion.

Single Species Examples - The usual procedure to examine the gradient is to focus on individual
species. For example, smallmouth bass and carp collected in1999 (Figures 7 and 8) show the
influence of both the overall spatial gradient and local source conditions along theriver.

In Figure 7 for the smallmouth bass, the fish at NiMo 1 still reflect the influence of the
contamination at the Queensbury site even though the concentrations are much less than at other
source areas. Further downstream thereisa highly elevated average concentration at the GE
pumphouse, which corresponds with the original historical discharge point for PCBsto the
Hudson River from the GE Hudson Falls Plant. At the time of sampling, this particular location
had undergone significant remediation in 1997 and 1998. It may be hypothesized that the fish
were still exhibiting residual impacts and follow up sampling to track the efficacy of the
remediation isin order. The concentrations in the bass through the east shore remnant sites and in
the vicinity of the GE Ft. Edward plant 004 outfall appear greatly influenced by these sites,
particularly around remnant 3 compared to remnants 2 and 4 on the west shore. Downstream of
the remnant sites, concentrations increase substantially, starting in the upstream portions of
Thompson Island Pool in the East Channel of Rogers Island and near the dredge spoil area known
as Special Area 13 (SA13). From there downstream to Troy, PCB concentrations in the bass
remain elevated with a particularly high concentration noted at the sediment depositional area
known as Hot Spot 28. From Troy (RM 153) down to Constitution Island at river mile 54,
concentrations in the bass are reduced but still substantial and noticeable.

Carp (Figure 8) were not available at the same locations as the smallmouth bass but they
also exhibit the influence of PCB source conditions related to the sediments of the Thompson
Island Pool and the Upper Hudson River down to Troy. From Troy downstream to Piermont
Marsh, the PCB levels are lower, but still readily discernible. In the Upper Hudson River thereis
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considerable variation in PCB concentrations between locations; most notable is the Stillwater site
where the average was dramatically influenced by one individual fish with over 2300 ppm PCB on
alipid basis. Thisillustrates the vagaries of having to rely on small sample sizes and single species
in attempting to describe and understand contamination in a natural system, particularly in a
stream as large and complex as the Hudson River.

Differences between Species - That differencesin PCB concentrations between species exist in
the Hudson River has been explored in various papers (e.g., USEPA 2000a, 2000b, Sloan et al.
1984, Sloan 1993, Sloan and Field 1996). Likewise, at a given location, such differences are
readily apparent in Table 3 and it is of interest to explore this further in relation to trophic level.
Commonly, brown bullhead are relegated by the public into the category of ‘ bottom feeder’ and
hence they are felt to be exposed to contaminants more so than other species. Thisgivesriseto a
particularly persistent, troublesome ‘rufous harengus.” Brown bullhead, as do other members of
the catfish family, actually exhibit more of an omnivorous, even opportunistic, feeding habit
(Werner 1980, Smith 1985). Carp aso are omnivorous and although they tend to feed on the
bottom, they will often move up into the water column to feed. They do utilize more plant
material than other species. Y ellow perch are also generaistsin their feeding but are oriented
more toward insects, and will take fish of the proper size when available. They forage through
different aguatic habitats including benthic and mid-column strata. Smith (1985) and Werner
(1980) indicate the strongly carnivorous habit of the largemouth bass which take not only fish but
almost any animal of suitable size that presents itself.

Generdly, it isfelt that the species tend to be more alike in average concentration at a
given location than they are dissimilar. Figures 9-A, more contaminated locations, and 9-B, less
contaminated areas, depict the fact that for their average PCB concentration, a particular species
will shift position relative to the other species at agiven location. Thereis generally alack of
consistency between locations in terms of position whether concentrations are expressed on a wet
weight basis or alipid basis. Carp may tend to be high in concentration on a wet weight basis and
low on alipid basis but it is not necessarily always the case. For example, brown bullhead in the
less contaminated aress (i.e., in the downstream, tidal reach of the river), Figure 9-B, shift
position relative to other species for average PCB concentration between Troy and Constitution
Island. At Troy their PCB concentrations are comparable to largemouth bass and yellow perch
(actually, intermediate to the two) but much lower than the carp on awet weight basis. On alipid
basis they have the lowest average concentration. At Constitution Island, however, the brown
bullhead produce the highest average concentrations compared to the other species on both wet
weight and lipid adjusted bases. The species tend to shift their relative positions from location to
location. Thisrelationship is aso seen in the section on the remnant deposits (page 21),
invertebrate PCB concentrations can compare closely to those observed in the fish. Even though
there are species differences, the overriding concern related to uptake and how it affects this
discussion is the presence or absence of source(s). It is apparent from other studies, that if the
source is removed, the specter of contaminated fish is also removed, regardless of species (e.g.,
Sloan 19993, Parsons 2002, Skinner 1993).
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Mid-point Summary

So far, we have shown in evaluating PCB concentrations in biota:

. Length/age relationships are inconsistent or sporadic, except in the younger
age/size classes;

. Species differences are generally inconsistent on either wet weight or lipid adjusted
bases;

. Sex differences are generally not apparent;

. Taxonomic and trophic status are not major factors,

. Seasonal influences (section on page 25) are not an overriding determinant in

examining spatial patterns;

. Although not specifically addressed, factors such as reproductive stage,
physiological state, and habitat requirements are also not expected to unduly
influence PCB concentrations since they are related to the conditions listed above.

Basisfor the ' Species Smash’

In large ecosystems, a simple empirical approach is needed to reasonably assess the status
of chemical residues at any given location. Sampling limited numbers of fish of a particular
species, while concurrently attempting to address the inherent variability in the habitat, in the
species (e.g., Sex, age, behavior, condition, season, reproductive stage, and physiological state),
and other factors related to exposure, may require such large sample sizes that a depletion of fish
stocks could occur, or result in an inability to satisfy the sampling program. Recognizing that
there are indeed species differences in PCB concentrations, even on alipid basis, asimpler
approach to evaluate observed conditionsis desirable.

The concept of the * species smash’ has been developed in which all samples across several
species and, in some cases, taxonomic classes are combined for any given location. Although this
approach has been used in other instances on a smaller scale in an exploratory manner, the results
were encouraging and showed utility for a broader context. These include both published and
unpublished interpretations related to the Queensbury site (Parsons 2002), Nassau Lake and the
Valatie Kill (Sloan 1999b), Love Canal drainage (Skinner 1993), St. Lawrence River (Sloan and
Jock 1990), the Hudson River (Sloan 1999a, Field et al. 1996, Sloan and Field 1996, Sloan and
Kane 2001), and statewide for evaluating rel ationships between PCBs in fish and PCBs in mink
and otter (Foley et al. 1988).

In the following discussion, no ‘outlier’ has been removed and all organismstested are
used. The objective hereisto simplify the spatial patterns by using al the data available to
increase the robustness of the emerging relationships between locations, that produces an
inescapable insight and indelible picture from the data spectrum. The presentation of the ‘ species
smash’ for the 1999 Hudson River sampling begins with Figure 10 and is discussed below.
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Sour ce Conditions

Examination of the overall ANOVA - Figure 10 illustrates the variation of PCBsin biotawith
respect to source conditionsin the river in 1999. The analysis of variance (ANOVA), which was
significant at P < 0.00001, aso provides the means and confidence intervals associated with

pai rwise comparisons conducted as least significant difference (LSD) tests on [0g10 lipid based
total PCB concentrations. The plotted data are provided in Table 9-A and a presentation of the
multiple range tests appear in Table 9-B. The relatively wider confidence intervals for some
locations in comparison to others are due to samples being comprised of small numbers and/or a
single species.

The following discussion relates to the results of the ANOV A to known and suspected
PCB sources proceeding from upstream to downstream as shown from left to right in Figure 10.
Theriver mile (RM) designations are approximations and provided as interpretive aids.

RM 301 In the headwaters of the Hudson River, the PCB concentrations at Lake Sanford
(RM 301) are significantly lower than those of any other location in the mainstem Hudson River
sampled in 1999. This location defines the ‘ background’ condition at this time for PCBs in the
biota of the river. There are no known or documented PCBs available to biotain this part of the
system.

RM 212 - 209 The next five locations represent the sampling points associated with the
Niagara Mohawk Queensbury PCB site (RM 210) which islocated in the pool upstream of the
Sherman Island hydroelectric dam (Figure 1-B). River mile points 212 and 211.2 are the upstream
reference locations. RM 210.2 islocated directly across the river from the waste site about 800
feet away. Obvioudly this siteis causing an increase in PCB concentrations in the fish in the
immediate vicinity. Interestingly, the fish immediately adjacent to the site across the river largely
escape the influence. At RM 209.5, a sampling point just upstream of the dam and at the Town of
Queensbury water intake, contamination is discernible but much lower than at the Queensbury site
itself. The four reference locations for the Queensbury site (RM 210) may be considered as
‘baseline’ conditions for the rest of theriver. Thereis some PCB contamination present but it is
well above the ‘background’ levels further upstream.

In the Queensbury reference samples and those from Lake Sanford, many of the results are
reported at the analytical detection limits. In reality the concentrations may in fact be much lower.
Therefore, in order to obtain a more redlistic evaluation of PCB conditions, the detection limits at
the laboratories need to be reduced. If data are reported with high detection conditions, the results
from locations where contamination is low or non-existent are unduly inflated. Thisis particularly
a problem where lipid adjusted data are used and at sites where the efficacy of remediation is
under scrutiny.
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RM 204 - 196 RM 204.2 isahistorical sampling areafor long term trend species from the
Feeder Dam Pool upstream of the City of Glens Falls and is represented here by relatively large
numbers of fish, hence the tighter confidence interval. The small numbers of smallmouth bass
taken in the vicinity of the Ciba-Geigy hazardous waste site at RM 197.3 are the cause for wider
confidence intervals at thislocation. The sample for the Ciba-Geigy site provides areference
condition for the PCB source area associated with the * pumphouse’ and the Fenimore Bridge. The
Genera Electric Hudson Falls Plant had its major discharge point at the * pumphouse’ and
consequently thislocation (RM 196.1) exhibits considerable contamination. Since some
remediation was completed just prior to the collection of fishin 1999, it is necessary to resample
thisareafor long term trends and to evaluate the efficacy of the remediation. The two locations
directly across the river from the ‘ pumphouse,” RMs 196.3 and 196.2 , although having lower
PCB levels, may have some secondary contamination associated with the small island on the west
shore. During reconstruction of the Fenimore Bridge, the hydroel ectric plant on the west shore
and the Bakers Falls Dam in the late 1980s and early 1990s, some contaminated materials may
have been relocated. There was also a period of time that the now closed Hudson Falls Sewage
Treatment Plant located just upstream of the approach to the Fenimore Bridge accepted the waste
stream from the GE Hudson Falls capacitor plant. There is a possibility that the discharge to the
river resulted in contributing or introducing PCB contamination to the west side of theriver.
Evaluation of the extent of contamination above Bakers Falls Dam will require additional
sampling to better characterize, whether and where, there is a source condition off the west
shore. It isinteresting that even the 1974 data of Nadeau and Davis (1976) exhibited relatively
high concentrations in the biota from the east side of the island associated with the west shore,
which they referred to as a‘ control’ area. These concentrations were about an order of magnitude
less than the levels observed further downstream which in relative terms is comparabl e to what
was found in 1999.

RM 195.8 In the river reach from the point above the 004 outfall at RM 195.8 to the south
end of Remnant 5 at RM 194.1, the geography and findings become more confusing and will be
discussed at greater length in the section on remnant deposits (page 21).

RM 194 - 1894 At the east channel of Rogers Island (RM 193.2) in the Village of Fort
Edward, source conditions related to the sediments of the Thompson Island Pool influence
contaminant conditions in the fish. PCB concentrations are at their maximum here in the
Thompson Island Pool and then generally decline with distance downstream. Samples were taken
from near SA13 (RM 192.1) to examine whether PCBs may be emanating from this facility. SA13
isadredge spoil site on the bank of the river that resulted from sediment removal actionsin the
river from 1951 through 1979 (Malcolm Pirnie 1992). The findings indicate no clear evidence of a
continuing source since the concentrations were actually less than at Rogers Island and lower than
in the samples taken from the channel behind Griffin Island at RM 189.1. This latter channel has
served as the principal collection location for fish to describe temporal trendsin PCB
contamination for the Thompson Island Pool.

RM 1894  Asindicated earlier, some locations produce comparatively lower PCB results than
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othersif the sampling is restricted to asingle species or a small number of fish and at RM 189.4
samples were comprised of just yearling pumpkinseed from the east side of theriver.

RM 189.1 - 142 From RM 189.1, the channel on the west shore behind Griffin Island, and
continuing downstream, concentrations decline fairly steadily to below the Federal Dam at Troy
(RM 153.2) downstream of the confluence with the Mohawk River. The most significant
departure from the general decline through this reach occurs at RM 185.1 where the fish
concentrations rise significantly. This location features the contaminated sediment conditions
associated with hot spot 28 which is documented as arelatively large PCB sediment reservoir
(USEPA 2002). At RM 142, in the South Turning Basin at the Port of Albany, only juvenile
pumpkinseed were sampled and, hence, levels are relatively low.

RM 135-122.1 Shad Island (RM 135) in the mainstem of the Hudson River produced
concentrations in fish comparable to those just below the Federal Dam (RM 153.2). On the other
hand, levelsin the fish collected in the channel behind Lower Schodack I1sland near Schodack
Landing(RM 132.7) on the east shore of the river are significantly less than those from Shad
Island and from Stockport Middle Grounds (RM 122.1). The protection from the main river
appears beneficial for keeping the PCB concentrations somewhat |lower in the area of the hamlet
of Schodack Landing. That the concentrations are as high asthey are at Shad Island is some
cause for concern since the drainage through the Binnen Kill originates from therail yardsin
Selkirk, New York. In preparation for the 1999 sampling, the Division of Water at NY SDEC
initiated a specia study in 1998 focused on whether PCBs were potentially moving to the river
from the Selkirk rail yards through the Binnen Kill. PCBs were detected in the drainage in the
vicinity of the rail yard as measured through the use of passive sampling devices but there was no
evidence that PCBs were reaching the river (Chandler Rowell, personal communication, 3/22/02,
report in prep.). Perhaps, there is some need to further evaluate this potential source.

RM 113 Concentrations increase again in the vicinity of Catskill (RM 113) compared to
valuesin the fish observed at Stockport Middle Grounds (RM 122.1). This finding underscores
the potential for secondary sourcesin the vicinity of the mouth of Catskill Creek and follow up
sampling was conducted in 2001. Samples were awaiting analysis at the time of thiswriting.

RM 100 - 75 Concentrations decrease again in the Tivoli Bay (RM 100) and Esopus Meadows
(RM88.2) areas but increase again in the vicinity of the City of Poughkeepsie (RMs 77.5,
76.8,and 75.7). Thisareawas chosen for particular attention due to a potential source condition
at the Hudson River Psychiatric Center (HRPC). The HRPC islocated on a drainageway to the
river that enters the Hudson River in the vicinity of Marist College on the east bank in the City of
Poughkeepsie. A cleanup was undertaken in the late 1990s at the now closed hospital and the
purpose of the sampling in 1999 was to gather data on whether the site was an actual source.
Although there was aslight elevation in levels at (RM 76.8) and above Marist College (RM 77.5)
the results were not significantly different from the general location for Poughkeepsie (RM 75.7).
Unfortunately, there were no comparative samples taken before the remediation occurred. Since
the site was located some distance away from the river and it was a comparatively small problem,
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it ispossible that it never had a discernible influence on the river (LM S 1996, 1998).

RM 73.1 Therelatively low levelsin fish at RM 73.1 (Blue Point) involve a small sample
size of eight (8) striped bass.

RM 60- 27 Thetwo sampling pointsin the Newburgh Bay area were not different from each
other (RMs 59.5 and 60) and are not much different than the Constitution Island locations (RMs
54.3 and 52.3) or lonalsland (RM 47). RMs 40.1 and 34.2 involve striped bass only and these
locations were not different from the fish sampled near the Tappan Zee bridge (RM 27). The
Tappan Zee Bridge fish, however, contained much lower PCB concentrations than the multiple
species locations further upstream.

RM 24.8 - 13 Concentrations increase substantially at Piermont Marsh (RM 24.8). The levels,
however, were less than those from the Dobbs Ferry area (RMs 23.2 and 23.1). The Village of
Dobbs Ferry location (RM 23.1) did produce samples higher in concentration than the fish from
Hastings-on-Hudson (RM 22.1). These results raise the issue of whether there are unknown
source conditions in this area of the lower Tappan Zee.

Just downstream of Hastings-on-Hudson (RM 22.1) there is a hazardous waste site known
as Harbor at Hastings. The sampling location immediately adjacent to the hazardous waste siteis
represented by samples collected from a small beach area near MacEachron Park (RM 21.9).
Samples from an abandoned marina (RM 21.3) at the site produced organisms significantly higher
in contamination than samples from the locations on either side, MacEachron Park (RM 21.9) and
the North Slip (RM 21.2). Remember that the RMs as given are misleading since they do not
reflect actual distances between locations which may only be separated by afew dozen yards
rather than tenths or halves of miles. They are convenient numbers to designate specific locations.
Refer to the accompanying figures for reference of scae (e.g., Figure 1-D). The South Slip (RM
21.1) location at the southern end of the hazardous waste site also produced samples with higher
PCB levels than the samples from the North Slip. In this case, the organisms collected,
vertebrate and invertebrate, describe and delineate the contamination from the Harbor at Hastings
waste site.

The last location, depicted in figure 10, involves only spring collected striped bass north of
the George Washington Bridge at RM 13.

Spatial Aspects Using Average Species Values - Figures 11-A and 11-B show wet weight and
lipid based average values, respectively for each individual species. These figuresillustrate the
variability associated with average values for individual species on both wet weight and lipid basis.
Note that the wet weight total PCB values for carp are substantially greater at some locations,

such as Coveville and in the vicinity of the locks downstream. When expressed on alipid basis the
averages are more similar to the other species.
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Plots of the * Species Smash’ Averages - When all the species are combined a clearer picture
emerges (Figures 12-A and 12-B). On awet weight basis (Figure 12-A), the average
concentration shifts markedly from one location to another. On alipid basis (Figure 12-B) the
average concentration also shifts markedly, but the pattern is different. In both situations strong
responses to source conditions are evident including through the Upper Hudson River in the
vicinity of the contaminated sediments. Some areas seem to produce a greater response than
others, for example the east channel of Rogers Island compared to the area around Special Area
13. The general source condition in the Upper River isa principal feature of the observed
gradient. Other more localized source conditions are also observed, in particular the Harbor at
Hastings site as seen by the average at the ‘ Abandoned Marina location and the Niagara Mohawk
Queensbury hazardous waste site (NiMo 1) located above Glens Falls. The more highly
chlorinated ‘ Aroclor 1254 +' portion of the PCB mix is an important feature of the total PCB
available at any location where contamination is elevated with the possible exception of some of
the most upstream sites above the Niagara Mohawk Queensbury location. Conditions associated
specifically with the yearling pumpkinseed and the remnant deposits are discussed in further detail
below.

Figures 13-A and 13-B are simplified versions of the two previous figuresin that the
locations which had limited numbers of species, such as yearling pumpkinseed and striped bass,
were removed from the depiction. The result is a generally smoothed gradient with obvious
source conditions which are apparent, particularly on alipid basis. Again, the accentuated peaks
indicate the principal source conditions. In particular, note that ‘ 1254+’ is elevated relative to
total PCB in the east channel of Rogers Island compared to the site of the origina PCB discharge
to the river from the ‘ pumphouse’ above Bakers Falls. In addition to the local sources already
mentioned, there are indications of potential added sources at Catskill, perhaps near Shad Island
(although this may be due to some of the influence from above the Federal Dam at Troy), in the
vicinity of Poughkeepsie, and in the area of Dobbs Ferry.

In Figure 13A-B, for the locations upstream of Bakers Falls (i.e., GE Pumphouse) only
fish from the east shore were retained. Samples from the west side of the river are not included,
since there were large discrepancies in some samples to the extent that the distribution of the data
was more bimodal in nature and tended to confound interpretations. The datafrom the west side
sampl es tended to distribute into two categories - high concentrations versus low concentrations.
To smplify the graph, the west side locations were eliminated.

Spatial Trend by Regression - In the Upper Hudson River, aregression of the average PCB wet
weight values excluding the remnant deposits and specialized collections (e.g., yearling
pumpkinseed) exhibited a strong relationship over distance. Between the source area as shown by
the ‘ pumphouse’ condition to the pool above the Federal Dam (i.e., Pleasantdale area) an R? of
0.47 for apower fit of the data was obtained. A power fit was selected since it maximized the R?
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for the trend line shown in Figure 14-A. On alipid basis, also using a power fit of the data, the R?
increased to 0.82 (Figure 14-B) and smoothed the trend line by reducing the effect of the highly
contaminated carp at Stillwater. The carp value generated a ‘ spike’ in the line for the wet weight
values seen in Figure 14-A. Although at much lower concentrations, the spatial gradient for
1254+’ aso exhibited an exponential decline away from the upstream areas. The trend lines for
total PCB and ‘ Aroclor 1254+’ tend to converge with distance downstream.

In the Lower Hudson River, similar patterns were observed as exemplified in Figures 15-A
and 15-B aslinear fits. In this section of the river, the starting point was below the Federal Dam in
Troy and continued downstream to just above the Hastings hazardous waste site. The R? drops
substantially on alipid basis from 0.82 in the Upper River to 0.23 in the lower river. A similar
condition was noted in the R?’ s for the 1254+ component, changing from 0.56 in the Upper
River to 0.05 in the lower stretch. In relative terms the conditions in the Lower River appear to
be more stable over the 150 mile course compared to the situation in the upper 50 miles. Asin the
Upper River the trend lines for total PCB and the * Aroclor 1254+’ component tend to converge
with distance downstream, i.e., the more highly chlorinated type of PCB becomes more
predominant in the total PCB mix. There is another feature in the data which emerges overall. The
lipid-PCB relationship in the Lower River where there are aso lower contaminant concentrations
isnot as strong, i.e., the R?on alipid basis drops from 0.82 (Figure 14-B) in the Upper River to
0.23 (Figure 15-B) in the Lower River. On awet weight basis, the R*s are similar, 0.69 and 0.75
for the upper versus lower portions of the river, respectively (Figures 14-A and 15-A).

Armstrong and Sloan (1988) noted that the lipid-PCB relationship in yearling
pumpkinseed reflected a reduced correlation over the spatial gradient of PCB contamination, i.e.,
correlations between PCB and lipid were reduced as the concentrations in the fish decreased as a
function of distance from a major source. Perhaps, some of the lower correlations noted in Table
8 and reflected above are due in part to lower exposures in less contaminated areas.

Remnant Deposits - Observations between Sites and within Sites - Since the areal extent of

the sampling locations (Figure 1-D) associated with each of the Remnant Deposit siteswas
limited (11 sampling sites within about 1.5 miles), both smaller fish and aquatic invertebrates were
targeted for collection. The results of the fish portion are included in Table 3 and the invertebrate
analyses are presented in Table 4.

Coupled with the need to evaluate conditions within and between the remnant deposit sites
themselves, there was the obvious influence of the 004 outfall from the Ft. Edward Plant Site and
itsimpact on biotain the area. Although the effect of the outfall and the influence of the various
deposits on the biota in the reach of the river between Bakers Falls and Ft. Edward is readily
discerniblein the larger graphs for the entire river (Figures 10 and 12), Figures 16-A and 16-B
provide more detail for these smaller, more discrete locations. Figure 16-A illustrates the heavy
influence of the 004 outfall area on the wet weight PCB concentrations in both fish and
invertebrates in the vicinity of remnant 3 with concentrations declining with distance from the
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outfall itself. Additionally, it shows the pattern of higher concentrations at the downstream end of
each remnant deposit. The more highly chlorinated mix of PCB as represented by ‘ Aroclor
1254+’ isalso in evidence but total PCB is most heavily influenced by the lighter chlorinated
compounds.

On alipid basis (Figure 16-B), concentrations are lowest in the areaimmediately above
004, which is presumably representative of the PCBs emanating from the Bakers Falls area which
includes the GE Hudson Falls plant site. The results are minimal compared to the high
concentrations available to the biota at the 004 outfall and immediately below the outfall (i.e., the
north end of Remnant 3). Overall, the concentrations in the invertebrates do not appear much
different from the fish in terms of uptake. The fish at or just below the outfall are higher in
concentration than the invertebrates but the two zootypes become comparable in the middle and
downstream segments of the remnant 3 deposit. In the vicinity of the outfall, the fish may be
exhibiting the influence of the waterborne aspect of the source condition. The invertebrates, on
the other hand, may manifest more of the sediment contribution. Concentrations in both fish and
invertebrates are comparable at the other locations on both the east and west banks.

The large differences in concentrations observed in the biota between the two banks
underscore the influence of the 004 outfall on the east bank of the river and imply that the two
sides of the river are not apparently mixing throughout this reach either in terms of biota mobility
or water/sediment interactions. It is possible that the west bank was never as heavily impacted by
the historical discharges, or that the pattern of contamination shifted through time, post 1973 dam
removal. Whatever the reason, the 004 outfall is exhibiting the majority of the impact in this reach
of theriver, at least at the present time.

Also notable, in Figures 16-A and 16-B, isthe tendency of the concentrations to increase
between the upstream versus the downstream ends of each of the deposits. This aspect is
deserving of further investigation. Is Remnant 5 having its own localized influence on the river? It
is possible that the elevated levelsin the south end of Remnant 5 are influenced by conditionsin
the northern (upstream) area above the east channel of Rogers Island. Sampling at the actual
southern end of Remnant 5 was problematic due to high flow velocity and deeper water which
prevented effective sampling at the downstream end of the site (Figure 1-D).
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M apping Geogr aphic Changesin PCB

Color coded maps of concentrations throughout the river provide avisual aid to show the
influence of sources on the subsequent accumulation of PCBsin biota. Figure 17-A shows the
concentrations throughout the river in 1999 starting with the most upriver site at Lake Sanford in
the headwaters of the Hudson River. Since many of the sampling points were close together,
many of the points plot on top of one another. Figure 17-B provides better detail for those sites
associated with the Niagara Mohawk Queensbury evaluation downstream to the Bakers Falls
Dam. Similarly, Figure 17-C better details the Remnant sites near the Village of Ft. Edward, New
Y ork and Figure 17-D focuses on the Harbor at Hastings site near Y onkers, New Y ork.

Liver - Standard Fillet (Edible Portion) Relationships

Select Fish Species - Severa species were collected for purposes of evaluating PCB
concentrations in the standard fillet (edible portion) compared to a presumed highly fatty organ
(liver) which might preferentially sequester PCBs for that animal, thereby rendering the
contamination less available to other organs. For this evaluation, samples of largemouth bass,
smallmouth bass, striped bass, yellow perch, white perch, brown bullhead and yellow bullhead
(one fish) were collected from four locations. The PCB results for the liver and the fillet analyses
are summarized in Table 10. The yellow bullhead from Coveville was collected inadvertently but
was included in the analyses. The PCB levels are not appreciably different from those in the
brown bullhead taken from the same location.

Figure 18 depicts the average ratio of total PCBs in the livers to the PCBs in the fillets of
largemouth bass and brown bullhead from the Thompson Island Pool (Griffin Island, RM 189).
For both species, the average ratios are all less than one (1), that is, liver concentrations are less
than the concentrations in the standard fillets for both the largemouth bass and the brown bullhead
sampled from the Thompson Island Pool.

In the Stillwater Pool (Coveville, RM 176), the situation alters to some extent. The ratios
for largemouth bass are greater than one (1) on awet weight basis (Figure 19). On alipid basis,
however, the ratios again drop below one (1). For brown bullhead the liver:fillet ratios were
consistently less than one (1) for both wet weight and lipid based PCB values. Figures 18 and 19
are presented separately since the relationship is simpler and easier to visualize and the condition
evaluated for the Upper River is perhaps unique to some extent.

Figure 20 becomes more complex since it depicts the liver:filet ratios for all the species
and the locationsinvolved in the liver:fillet analysis. On awet weight basis, brown bullhead ratios
are less than one (1) regardless of location and as was noted for the Upper River in Figures 17
and 18. Likewise, the wet weight ratios are less than one (1) for white perch at Albany (RM 153)
and Catskill (RM 112). The other species are above one and near two (2) at the Albany and
Catskill locations. At Coveville, yellow perch and largemouth bass exceed three (3). In the
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Thompson Island Pool, yellow perch approach eight (8), but largemouth bass are slightly less than
one (1). Both the Thompson Island Pool and the Coveville locations indicate conditions
inconsistent with those observed in the species mix at Albany (Federa Dam location) and Catskill.

On alipid basis, al species produce average liver:fillet PCB ratios of less than one (1)
regardless of location with the exception of the yellow perch at Griffin Island. Again, thefishin
the Thompson Island Pool and Stillwater locations are perhaps reacting differently than those
lower in the Hudson River.

Atlantic tomcod - This species was targeted for the 1999 sampling effort but due to its seasonal
availability and life cycle it was collected in January and February of 2000. Because of its unique
status and life history it is presented as a specia subject and the PCB results are summarized in
Table 5 for both standard fillet and liver tissues. Sinceit is ashort-lived species, with an average
age of lessthan ayear, obtaining older individuals for analysisis difficult. Hence, only three two-
year-old fish out of 22 analyzed, appear in the table. Of particular interest are the wet weight
concentrations in the body compared to the liver concentrations (Figure 6-A); there are no readily
apparent age differences.

On awet weight basis there is nearly an order of magnitude difference between the two
organ types with the liver concentrations being greater. On alipid basis, however, the differences
between the organs virtually disappear (Figure 6-B). In both figures note that the preponderance
of the PCB mix is represented by the more highly chlorinated, “ Aroclor 1254+’ fraction. Of
special interest, when the amounts, as total mass in micrograms (ug) of PCB, in the liver were
compared to the amount in the edible portion the results were nearly identical (Table 5). The liver
apparently sequesters no more PCB than the rest of the body, represented here as the standard
fillet or edible portion. Unfortunately, the weights of the standard fillets for the select fish species
presented above were not taken and so a similar evaluation for those samples was not possible.

Blue crab - This species of swimming crab has been of specia interest for anumber of years since
it is highly sought recreationally and commercialy, and the hepatopancreas or liver tissue has a
propensity to accumulate high concentrations of PCBs relative to the rest of the body, particularly
the leg muscles. Table 11 summarizes the PCB results for the 1999 collections and Figure 21-A
indicate, similar to the tomcod, the high concentrations on a wet weight basisin the
hepatopancreas (liver) compared to the muscle tissue. Figure 21-B, on the other hand, shows on a
lipid basis the tendency for the two tissue types to equalize, although the hepatopancreasis still
substantially greater in PCB concentration than the muscle. The muscle analyses themselves are
more problematic due to the much lower lipid content and hence there are attendant analytical
detection limit problems at these low levels and the actual differences between the two types of
tissues may be confounded to some extent. Note the tendency for a greater proportion of the
more highly chlorinated 1254+ to appear in the hepatopancreas compared to the leg muscles.

Of specia interest are the crabs taken in association with the Harbor at Hastings (RMs 21-
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22) hazardous waste site. Here, the larger, presumably more mobile and migratory adult crabs are
lower in concentration than the smaller juvenile crabs which were analyzed on awhole body basis.
These smaller crabsindicate to a greater degree the influence of the hazardous waste site since
they are presumably utilizing and foraging over a more restricted range compared to the larger
adults. Hence, the smaller crabs have much higher levels near the site at the abandoned marina
(RM 21.3) compared to the crabs from the area between the marina and the MacEachron
Waterfront Park (RM 21.9). The actual distance between the abandoned marina site and the
location near the park is about 400 feet. The small crabs from the abandoned marina area are also
higher in PCB concentration than the small crabs from the lesser contaminated portions of the
site, North Slip and South Slip. PCB concentrations in the whole crabs from the other locationsin
the river are less than those from the Hastings hazardous waste site locations. Table 1 and Figure
20-B show that the abandoned marina crabs have about 70 percent of total PCB appearing as the
more highly chlorinated mixture, * Aroclor1254+."” Thisrelationship istrue for the crabs from most
locations, except those above Newburgh (leg muscle) and at the Federal Dam. Also, it appears
that the hepatopancreas in most crab samples tends to sequester more of the higher chlorinated
materials compared to the leg muscles.

An experimental plan is needed to better define the tissue/exposure relationships for PCBs
in this species. Blue crab also accumulate high concentrations of metalsin the hepatopancreas
(Sloan and Karcher 1984) which has resulted in consumption advisories. Further evaluation of
heavy metals would update the database for this species and establish temporal trends for metals.
Cadmium is of especia concern.

I nfluence of Season

In the cooperative study with NOAA, the hypothesis was that the fish should be
accumulating more PCB as the season progressed due to actively feeding on contaminated food
sources. Samples were analyzed on a congeneric basisby STL. The *Aroclor’ analyses on split
samples were conducted by MSCL and are summarized in Table 13. Asshown in Figure 22-A,
the hypothesis of seasonal increase in PCB concentrations did not occur consistently on a wet
weight basis. At Newburgh, concentrations in white perch did increase through the seasons but at
Catskill they did not. Largemouth bass and yellow perch had lower concentrations in the fall at
Catskill. In Coveville, largemouth bass increased through the fall but yellow perch PCB levels
were less in the fall compared to the spring.

Generaly, on alipid basis PCB concentrations appear to decrease from spring to fall,
except at Coveville (Figure 22-B). Here, they increased in levels over the seasons, particularly for
yellow perch. Concurrently, the proportion of ‘ Aroclor 1254+’ to total PCB generally declined.
The exception was the white perch at Newburgh (RM60) where the composition was constant at
about 56 percent ‘ 1254+'. In the Lower Hudson River, ‘ Aroclor 1254+ predominates the type of
PCB available for accumulation and a change in the relative composition is not expected. In the
Upper River, closer to source conditions, there is generally a greater amount of the lower
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chlorinated materials available for trophic level transfer. A changein availability of the lower
chlorinated PCBs might be postul ated due to the increased biological productivity in the summer
and early fall periods which may enhance the exposure of these more water soluble materialsto
the lower trophic levels. Higher water temperatures coupled with the increased solubility of

lower chlorinated PCBs may lead to increased concentrations in the water and increased exposure
to biota and resulting overall to increased concentrations in the fish relative to the higher
chlorinated forms of PCBs. The relative enhancement of the lesser chlorinated PCBs is noticeable
only for largemouth bass in Figure 22-B for the Coveville (RM 176) site. There may be some
seasonal changes in the congeneric composition but that more complex analysis of the data
remains to be done.

In addition, seasonal samples of striped bass were collected from below the Federal Dam
(RM 153) (Table 14). In the spring when the striped bass enter the river on the spawning run,
many of the fish congregate near the Federal Dam at Troy in the tailrace of the dam and at a
hydroel ectric powerhouse. Hence, the target sample of 10 fish isusually readily available. Later,
asthe temperatures rise in the river and flows decline, the fish move to deeper water further
downstream or back to the ocean. Consequently, samples were not readily available during July
and August. Some fish did reappear in September and were sampled. In October, the full
complement of the targeted numbers was collected. On awet weight basis the concentrations did
increase over the sampled months but on alipid basis they decreased. Overall, the changesin
PCB composition as reflected in the percent * 1254+’ in Table 14 are comparable between
Seasons.

Striped Bass Summary

Spring collections of striped bass are a hallmark of the Long Term Sampling Project and
are smply presented here for 1999 in summary (Table 15). This species and some of the other
trend species will be the subject of another paper focusing on temporal changes once the 2001
results are available. Notice the lower concentrations at Esopus where major spawning activity
tends to occur, but realize the sample size is greatly reduced compared to other areas. Otherwise,
the downstream PCB gradient for this spring collected speciesis also in evidence.

Fall collections are summarized in Table 16 and feature a downstream gradient on both
wet weight and lipid basis. Fall PCB concentrations are not different from those observed in the
spring (Table 15) for striped bass in the section below river mile 40. The Troy fish were
discussed above in the section on seasona changes (page 25).
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Special Collection from the Ciba-Geigy Site (Ponded Backwater Area)

A small special collection, the results of which are neither included in the large summary
table nor plotted on the graphs, focused on the evaluation of a cleanup at another waste site
(Table 12). Samples were taken from a ponded backwater area formed from an earlier stream
course of the Hudson River which had become restricted behind an island and only carried
moving water during exceptionally high flows. This ponded area also trapped and sequestered
relatively high concentrations of heavy metals from the operations of the Ciba-Geigy plant.
Subsequently, the sediments were targeted for remediation. The biotic samples were collected in
1999 prior to remediation in order to determine baseline conditions for the pond. Seven (7)
smallmouth bass were collected in the river near thislocation and were summarized as part of the
whole river gradient (page 10 of table 3). The PCB results for the fish from the backwater pond
were comparable to the concentrations in the fish in the river adjacent to this location.

Other contaminants besides PCBs were evaluated, particularly heavy metals, since the
waste site involved the disposal of metal paint pigments. Cadmium was relatively high in the liver
tissue compared to the rest of the body. Mercury and lead were more evenly distributed. An
earthworm composite sample collected along the shore of the ponded area contained high levels
of cadmium, lead and mercury. Since the earthworms were not purged of gut contentsthereis
the possibility that the results might reflect bias due to soil contamination.

Unfortunately, there was insufficient tissue to conduct organochlorine analyses on the
livers and the earthworm sample, but the PCBs in the remainders of the carcasses of the fish still
provided a reasonable baseline condition for comparison to the more contaminated conditions
about a mile downstream. Except for some measurable DDE, the other organochlorines were
close to or less than detection limits. In 2001, remediation was completed for the Ciba-Geigy site
and therefore, follow up collections are planned for 2002.
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In Closing

The 1999 data on the fish and other biota from the Hudson River provide an example of
what happens globally, in this case riverwide, when the system is assaulted locally. Over time, the
inherent patchiness in the system develops to the extent that multiple source conditions result. The
separate sources are directly observable through sampling and analysis of local biota. Each source
potentially deserves remedia attention.

Astime passes, and 25 years have elapsed since the initiation of the Hudson River Project,
the more highly chlorinated portion of the PCB mix has persisted; it remains a major component
of total PCB in the fish throughout the system. Hypothetically, it will come to dominate the
temporal and spatial trend of PCB concentrations in future years and the trend will shift to amore
persistent, recalcitrant pattern. Concentrations will continue to decline but the rates of decline,
which are aready slow, will slow further.

Documented remediation coupled with adequate monitoring, shows that source removal
(original discharge points and subsequent cleanup) provides net environmental benefits.
Furthermore, there can be additional benefits through removing residual (contaminated sediment)
Sources.

After all the arguments, all the printed documents, through all thistime, it appears that
much is over thought and made overly complex. Intheend, thereisstill asimple solution. Itis
the source(s). It appearsthat Mr. Occam may have a good solution with his ‘razor.’
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CONCLUSIONS

PCB concentrations in fish decrease with distance away from a source.

Exposure conditions are not homogeneous within confined stretches of the river and
subsequent accumul ations of PCBs in biota reflect that heterogeneity.

Fish and other biota do reflect localized source conditions.

In 1999, PCB concentrations in fish varied over six (6) orders of magnitude from
‘background’ to ‘source’ conditions.

With distance downstream from the major overriding source influence in the Upper River,
the relative proportion of more highly chlorinated PCB increases.

Although concentrations shift between seasons, these changes are not consistent among
different locations and species.

If the numbers of species and the sample sizes are sufficient, it is useful to combine
species, particularly on alipid basis, into a‘ species smash’ to express changesin PCB
concentrations as a function of source condition(s).

Thereis a need to reduce the analytical detection limits, because expression of an assumed
value for samples which are below the detection limits tends to inflate estimates of total
PCB, particularly on alipid basis.

Even though the methodology may differ from one laboratory to another, interlaboratory
comparisons on split samples of fish produced similar total PCB concentrations.

PCB concentrations in the edible portion or standard fillet, particularly for lipid-adjusted
values, are comparable, if not higher, than those in the liver.

Differences in PCB concentrations between ‘trophic levels are usually neither great, nor
consistent. ‘ Bottom feeding’ as alife habit enhancing bioaccumulation isa‘red herring.’
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Table 1. List of species collected in the 1999 Hudson River PCB project.

Code Common name or description Scientific nomenclature
ALW Alewife Alosa pseudoharengus
AMEL American eel Anguilla rostrata

ANED Atlantic needlefish Strongylura marina

AS American shad Alosa sapidissima
ATTC Atlantic tomcod Microgadus tomcod
ATSVS Atlantic silverside Menidia menidia
BAYAN Bay anchovy Anchoa mitchilli

BB Brown bullhead Ameiurus nebulosus
BCRAB Blue crab Callinectes sapidus
BGILL Bluegill Lepomis macrochirus
BLC Black crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus
BLUE Bluefish Pomatomus saltatrix
CARP Carp Cyprinus carpio

CDFLY Case-making caddis fly species larvae Trichoptera spp.

CHC Channel catfish Ictalurus punctatus
CHP Chain pickerel Esox niger

CRAY Crayfish Spp. Decapoda / Astacidae
DMSFL Damselfly larvae Suborder Zygoptera
DRUM Freshwater drum Aplodinotus grunniens
EMRSH  Emerald shiner Notropis atherinoides
EWORM  Earthworm Order Lumbriculida
FALLF Fallfish Semotilus corporalis
Glz Gizzard shad Dorosoma cepedianum
GLDF Goldfish Carassius auratus
GOSH Golden shiner Notemigonus crysoleucas
GRCAD  Web-spinning Caddis fly species larvae Hydropsychidae spp.
GSHMP  Grass shrimp Palaemontes pugio
HELLG Hellgramite Spp. Corydalidae spp.
HOGCH  Hogchoker Trinectes maculatus
HSNL Helisoma spp. - snail Planorbidae spp.

LMB Largemouth bass Micropterus salmoides
MEN Menhaden Brevooritia tyrannus
MIN Banded killifish Fundulus diaphanus
MUM Mummichog Fundulus heteroclitus
NOP Northern pike Esox lucius

ODON Dragonfly larvae Odonata spp.

PKSD Pumpkinseed Lepomis gibbosus
PSNL Physa spp. - snail Physidae spp.

RB Rock bass Ambloplites rupestris
RBRS Redbreast sunfish Lepomis auritus

RHWS Lymnaeid spp. - snail Lymnaeid spp.

SMB Smallmouth bass Micropterus dolomieui
STB Striped bass Morone saxitilus

SUFL Summer flounder Paralichthys dentatus
SUN Sunfish spp Lepomis spp.

TDART Tesselated darter Etheostoma olmstedi
TML Tiger muskellunge Esox masquinongy X E. lucius
UCLAM Unionid spp. - clam Unionid spp.

wWC White catfish Ameiurus catus

WEAK Weakfish Cynoscion regalis
WEYE Walleye Stizostedion vitreum
WP White perch Morone americana

WS White sucker Catostomus commersoni

YB

Yellow bullhead

Ameiurus natalis




Table 2. Expanded text for location names appearing in tables and figures and the approximate
distance from the mouth of the Hudson River measured in miles from Battery Park in New Y ork
City. Unique tenth of mile designations are not precise and are primarily used to distinguish
clustered locations from each other.

LOCATION River mile
Sanford Lake (2000 collection for comparison). 301
NiMo Queensbury Site 5 - NiMo site furthest upstream of contamination. 212
NiMo Queensbury Site 4 - Upstream of contamination. 211.2
NiMo Queebsbury Site 2 - Directly across the River from contamination. 210.1
NiMo Queensbury Site 1 - Location of contamination. 210
NiMo Queensbury Site 3 - Downstream from contamination. 209.5
Above the Glens Falls Feeder Dam - Reference site. 204.2
Ciba-Geigy site in Kingsbury - Reference site. 197.3
Feinmore Bridge - West of little island. 196.3
Feinmore Bridge - East of little island. 196.2
GE Pump House - Just above the Bakers Falls Dam. 196.1
Above the 004 outfall from GE's Ft. Edward Plant. 195.8
At the 004 outfall from GE's Ft. Edward Plant. 195.7
Remnant 3 N - North end on East bank. ) 195.6
Remnant 2 N - North end on West bank 196
Remnant 2 S - South end on West bank. 195.5
Remnant 3 M - Middle of the deposit on East bank. 1954
Remnant 3 S - South end on East bank. > Fort Edward 195.3
Remnant 4 N - North end on West bank. 195
Remnant 5 N - North end on East Bank. 194.3
Remnant 4 S - South end on West bank. 194.4
Remnant 5 S - South end on East bank. _/ 194.1
Fort Edward - Rodgers Island - Eastern channel. 193.2
Thompson Island Pool (TIP) - At Special Area 13, near a former sediment disposal area. 192.1
TIP - Griffin Island - Eastern side of River. - PKSD only. 189.4
TIP - Griffin Island - Western backwater area behind the Island. 189.1
Fort Miller Pool - Above lock C6 near Galusha Island. 186
Northumberland Pool - Below lock C6 at Hot Spot 28. 185.1
Coveville - In the Stillwater Pool. 176
Stillwater - East side of the River. - PKSD only. 167.7
Stillwater - West side of the River near the Admiral's Marina. 167.7
Mechanicville - Above lock C4. 165.6
Below Mechanicville - Above Lock C2. 162.1
Above Waterford - Between locks C1 and C2 160.8
Waterford - Below Lock C1. 158.5
Waterford - At the outfall from GE Silicones. 157.9
Pleasantdale - Below the GE Silicones outfall. 157
Troy - below the Federal Dam. 153.2
Albany - South Turning Basin - PKSD only. 142
Shad Island 137
Schodack Landing 132.7
Stockport Middle Grounds 122.1

Catskill 113




Table 2. (continued)

Location River mile
Tivoli Bay 100
Esopus Meadows 88.2
Poughkeepsie - above Marist College. 77.5
Poughkeepsia - at Marist College. 76.8
Poughkeepsie - General sampling location. 75.7
Blue Point - STB only. 73.1
Newburgh Bay - General sampling location. 60
Newburgh Bay - Denning Point - PKSD only. 59.5
Constitution Island - West Foundry Cove. 54.3
Constitution Island - South Cove. 52.3
lona Island a7
Stony Point - STB only. 40.1
Croton Bay - STB only. 34.2
Tappan Zee Bridge 27
Piermont Marsh 24.8
Above Dobbs Ferry 23.2
Dobbs Ferry 23.1
Hastings-on-Hudson 22.1
Harbor at Hastings - between the Marina and the Park. 21.9
Harbor at Hastings - Abandoned Marina. 21.3
Harbor at Hastings - North Slip 21.2
Harbor at Hastings - South Slip 21.1
Above the George Washington Bridge - STB only. 13




Table 3. Summary of PCB concentrations in aquatic organisms collected from the Hudson River in 1999.

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

above George Washington Bridge (13) Spring Striped bass**

Hastings - South slip (21)

Hastings - North slip (21)

Hastings - Abandoned marina (21)

Hastings - b/t marina and park (21)

Hastings-on-Hudson (22)

Dobbs Ferry (23)

above Dobbs Ferry (23)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

Alewife
Grass shrimp
Mummichog
Striped bass
White perch

Alewife
American eel
Channel catfish
Grass shrimp
Striped bass
Weakfish
White perch

Atlantic silversides
Channel catfish
Grass shrimp
Hogchoker
Mummichog
Striped bass
Summer flounder
Weakfish

White perch

Atlantic silversides
Banded killifish
Mummichog
Striped bass

American shad
Bluefish
Bluegill
Striped bass
White perch

Alewife
American shad
Bay anchovy
Menhaden
Striped bass
White perch

American shad
Bluefish
Striped bass
White perch

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.
** Striped bass collected during spring spawning activities or in the fall were legal size (>457mm total length). Smaller sizes taken during the summer as part ot the supplemental sampling effort at specific locations.

40 (40)

1
12 (2)
1
10 (10)
6 (6)

4(4)
2(2)
1
15 (2)
3(3)
1
5 (5)

43 (7)
1
102 (6)
1
2(2)
27 (7)
1
1
24 (8)

42 (5)
8(2)
2(2
3(2

57 (6)
2(2)
1
8(3)
7(4)

3(1)
14 (3)
125 (2)
30 (5)

74

1

17 (3)
2(2)
10 (6)
12 (4)

4.20 (0.67 - 9.05)

1.08
1.30 (1.11 - 1.44)
2.19
1.26 (0.67 - 2.17)
3.23 (2.84 - 3.75)

1.92 (1.37 - 2.40)
18.25 (16.20 - 20.30)
2.93
1.42 (1.21 - 1.65)
1.21(0.78 - 1.84)
0.52
5.39 (2.90 - 6.67)

1.04 (0.89 - 1.24)
418

1.00 (0.81 - 1.46)
5.30

2.86 (2.78 - 2.93)

1.17 (0.88 - 1.57)
0.86
0.49

3.18 (1.89 - 7.92)

1.31 (1.05 - 1.60)
3.16 (2.60 - 3.73)
2.96 (2.47 - 3.45)
1.04 (0.90 - 1.11)

1.32 (1.03 - 1.78)
0.80 (0.69 - 0.90)
1.04
1.27 (1.05 - 1.48)
6.59 (3.89 - 10.60)

1.66

1.07 (1.05 - 1.08)

0.85 (0.83 - 0.88)

0.99 (0.55 - 1.60)

1.13 (0.98 - 1.53)
7.40

1.16 (1.06 - 1.32)
1.32 (1.31- 1.33)
1.16 (0.87 - 1.99)
7.06 (6.30 - 7.66)

654 (500 - 990)

110
81
117 (79 - 238)
89 (82 - 96)

121 (116 - 127)
652 (529 - 774)
383
154 (108 - 220)
150
205 (190 - 215)

80 (57 - 123)
234
147

76 (75 - 78)

97 (67 - 157)
269
162

112 (77 - 250)

73 (59 - 102)
62 (57 - 69)
124 (122 - 127)
78 (69 - 89)

82 (68 - 94)
145 (138 - 152)
117
124 (107 - 151)
195 (182 - 229)

73
79 (67 - 100)
0(0-0)
117 (106 - 130)
114 (85 - 161)
191

75 (62 - 97)
153 (151 - 155)
108 (68 - 146)
177 (157 - 193)

3169 (1520 - 10546)

11
4(3-5)
6
23 (5 - 128)
10 (7 - 12)

15 (13 - 17)
691 (318 - 1064)
864
5(5 - 6)

47 (12 - 108)
28
155 (108 - 185)

3(1-9)
406
4(3-7)
70
5(5 - 6)

9 (3 - 36)
190
40
42 (6 - 260)

2(1-6)
2(2-4)
21 (18 - 24)
3(2-4)

3(2-5)
25 (21 - 28)
28
19 (13 - 31)
118 (82 - 220)

3
3(2-6)
34 (31 - 36)
14 (11 - 20)
17 (7 - 46)
9

2(2-5)
32(32-33)
16 (4 - 35)

82 (56 - 106)

0.69 (0.17 - 1.48)

1.21
0.44 (0.36 - 0.55)
0.71
1.34 (0.48 - 2.50)
1.52 (1.37 - 1.80)

0.89 (0.79 - 0.97)
2.88 (2.08 - 3.68)
2.03
0.34 (0.28 - 0.42)
0.91 (0.51 - 1.12)
0.18
2.08 (1.21 - 3.29)

0.94 (0.73 - 1.40)
1.67

0.43 (0.12 - 1.04)
2.20

7.69 (7.13 - 8.25)

4.44(0.61 - 7.83)
0.62
0.38

4.24 (2.04 - 6.07)

0.72 (0.48 - 0.97)
1.36 (0.92 - 1.79)
0.66 (0.65 - 0.68)
0.65 (0.34 - 0.81)

0.87 (0.62 - 1.35)
0.57 (0.53 - 0.61)
0.18
0.94 (0.82 - 0.99)
2.96 (2.20 - 3.71)

1.42

0.87 (0.58 - 1.29)

0.60 (0.58 - 0.61)

0.50 (0.31 - 0.87)

0.80 (0.71 - 1.04)
3.56

0.85 (0.62 - 1.14)
0.84 (0.75 - 0.92)
0.91 (0.70 - 1.08)
2.87 (2.50 - 3.35)

19.51 (4.54 - 53.81)

112.04
35.15 (25.00 - 49.37)
32.42
108.68 (58.64 - 208.33)
4751 (37.07 - 55.63)

48.32 (40.42 - 64.96)
16.48 (10.25 - 22.72)
69.28
24.10 (22.81 - 25.58)
79.32 (60.33 - 112.00)
35.00
38.62 (33.04 - 49.32)

92.37 (58.55 - 146.95)
39.95
45.59 (11.48 - 106.02)
41.51
270.05 (243.34 - 296.76)
385.48 (69.32 - 738.68)
72.33
77.96
164.19 (39.16 - 273.42)

55.58 (39.10 - 88.10)
41.69 (35.38 - 47.99)
22.98 (19.68 - 26.28)
61.35 (38.11 - 72.97)

66.28 (54.60 - 116.38)
72.23 (68.22 - 76.23)
17.60
75.29 (66.89 - 88.90)
51.09 (20.76 - 79.69)

85.36

81.83 (53.98 - 122.86)

69.85 (65.91 - 73.49)

53.85 (31.88 - 82.86)

71.21 (64.64 - 80.71)
48.07

71.91 (58.11 - 86.36)
63.52 (57.56 - 69.47)
80.97 (53.77 - 96.08)
40.57 (38.51 - 45.00)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

Piermont Marsh (24)

Tappan Zee Bridge (27)

Croton Bay (34)
Stony point (40)

lona Island (47)

Constitution Island (54)
West Foundry Cove

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

American eel
American shad
Bluefish

Carp

Gizzard shad
Menhaden
Striped bass
Summer flounder
White catfish
White perch

American eel
Channel catfish
White perch

Spring Striped bass**
Fall Striped bass**

Fall Striped bass**

Spring Striped bass**

American eel
Bluegill

Carp

Gizzard shad
Menhaden
Pumpkinseed
White perch

American eel
Brown bullhead
Carp

Gizzard shad
Largemouth bass
Menhaden
Pumpkinseed
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
White catfish
White perch
Yellow perch

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.
** Striped bass collected during spring spawning activities or in the fall were legal size (>457mm total length). Smaller sizes taken during the summer as part ot the supplemental sampling effort at specific locations.

6 (6)
22 (5)
4(4)
33
5(5)
45 (5)
18 (6)
1
4(4)
6(6)

5(5)
1
22 (22)
41 (41)
28 (28)

38 (38)
40 (40)

6 (6)
1
4(4)
5(5)
31(4)
4(4)
5(5)

7(7)
3(3)
7(7)
6 (6)
2(2)
30 (3)
5(%)
5(%)
1
1
5 (5)
5 (5)

9.50 (3.75 - 15.50)
0.82 (0.74 - 0.93)
0.56 (0.40 - 0.85)
7.54 (6.47 - 8.19)

19.38 (12.80 - 28.40)

0.61 (0.57 - 0.69)
1.12 (0.88 - 1.28)
0.95
3.34 (1.56 - 6.99)
4.29 (3.76 - 4.88)

9.20 (2.96 - 15.30)
7.47

2.58 (1.08 - 5.28)

4.76 (1.01 - 10.90)

4.39 (0.44 - 13.90)

3.72 (0.52 - 13.80)
4.77 (1.64 - 8.99)
3.89 (1.35 - 11.80)

1.23
4.79 (1.44 - 7.55)

22.34 (16.00 - 34.10)

0.64 (0.47 - 0.67)
1.59 (0.87 - 2.50)
3.74 (2.62 - 4.31)

8.48 (0.84 - 20.10)
1.80 (1.39 - 2.26)
2.39 (0.94 - 4.98)

14.57 (5.44 - 21.80)
1.92 (0.97 - 2.88)
0.50 (0.48 - 0.54)
1.59 (0.71 - 2.20)
1.98 (0.51 - 3.20)

3.22

4.40
2.66 (1.80 - 3.37)
0.96 (0.80 - 1.27)

555 (364 - 722)
96 (87 - 113)
158 (140 - 185)
690 (607 - 757)
462 (439 - 477)
96 (83 - 125)
137 (95 - 241)
333
368 (331 - 392)
263 (223 - 291)

604 (505 - 714)
263

194 (151 - 301)

694 (556 - 915)

648 (432 - 885)

636 (455 - 777)
665 (515 - 955)

503 (319 - 660)
103
504 (199 - 684)
443 (416 - 473)
86 (79 - 115)
141 (134 - 151)
236 (226 - 250)

498 (259 - 721)
281 (256 - 299)
282 (118 - 479)
316 (167 - 471)
452 (422 - 481)
87 (73 - 112)
146 (143 - 151)
129 (105 - 150)
253
421
231 (204 - 257)
242 (217 - 296)

424 (112 - 782)
5 (4 - 10)

36 (24 - 58)
5683 (3680 - 7350)
1328 (1132 - 1600)

7(5-16)
28 (10 - 141)
424
730 (476 - 928)
308 (194 - 414)

488 (240 - 700)
300
122 (70 - 420)
3880 (1920 - 9320)
3072 (1100 - 6780)

3008 (1160 - 5500)
3437 (1450 - 8730)

299 (58 - 688)
16
2568 (138 - 4764)
1098 (826 - 1266)
5(4-13)
54 (48 - 64)
200 (172 - 228)

359 (24 - 898)
289 (210 - 358)
613 (22 - 1512)
596 (50 - 1242)
1507 (1266 - 1748)
6(4-12)
59 (56 - 66)
44 (22 - 70)
216
1122
178 (118 - 246)
172 (124 - 312)

1.67 (0.96 - 2.31)
0.54 (0.43 - 0.71)
0.39 (0.36 - 0.42)
4.66 (3.65 - 5.86)
6.47 (3.82 - 8.18)
0.13 (0.10 - 0.28)
0.67 (0.43 - 0.88)
0.40
1.60 (1.14 - 2.07)
1.27 (0.91 - 1.68)

2.00 (1.04 - 3.08)
2.07

1.94 (0.78 - 8.56)

1.17 (0.29 - 13.29)

0.66 (0.19 - 2.21)

1.19 (0.12 - 4.41)
1.28 (0.32 - 4.04)

1.17 (0.56 - 2.09)
0.04

3.27 (0.58 - 5.94)

8.70 (5.25 - 15.40)

0.17 (0.11 - 0.28)

1.08 (0.73 - 1.73)

1.34 (1.18 - 1.62)

2.96 (0.64 - 7.19)
2.05 (1.65 - 2.69)
0.85 (0.28 - 2.01)
5.29 (2.39 - 8.87)
1.54 (0.85 - 2.23)
0.10 (0.09 - 0.10)
1.12 (0.74 - 1.53)
0.88 (0.27 - 1.47)
1.83
6.34
1.76 (1.32 - 2.24)
0.52 (0.39 - 0.67)

19.82 (12.27 - 29.44)
65.92 (58.11 - 76.34)
78.08 (45.65 - 103.75)
62.20 (45.80 - 71.55)
33.44 (28.52 - 38.58)
21.53 (15.32 - 40.72)
59.35 (48.98 - 68.44)
42.42
67.01 (25.04 - 132.69)
29.57 (22.81 - 34.43)

25.48 (15.95 - 35.14)
27.71
72.94 (28.38 - 219.49)
29.30 (4.62 - 347.91)
19.04 (4.87 - 45.54)

34.82 (9.86 - 95.76)
31.38 (7.94 - 166.94)

39.86 (17.71 - 55.42)
3.66

73.52 (34.36 - 162.29)

43.68 (26.33 - 96.25)

26.59 (17.34 - 56.38)

70.67 (60.67 - 91.95)

36.48 (31.86 - 45.04)

44.75 (20.47 - 75.71)
118.93 (73.01 - 152.84)
34.43 (30.21 - 40.36)
37.86 (27.89 - 52.48)
82.53 (77.43 - 87.63)
19.61 (19.17 - 20.42)
75.31 (50.00 - 103.94)
46.24 (31.69 - 70.67)
56.83
144.04
67.67 (50.19 - 86.98)
54.03 (40.16 - 68.37)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

Newburgh Bay- Denning Point (59)

Newburgh Bay - General vicinity (60)

Poughkeepsie (75)

Pumpkinseed
Pumpkinseed (1)
White perch

American eel
Brown bullhead
Bluefish

Channel catfish
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
White catfish
White perch
Yellow perch

American eel
Brown bullhead
Channel catfish
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
White perch
Yellow perch

Spring Striped bass**

Poughkeepsie - at Marist College (76)

Poughkeepsie - above Marist College (77)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

Bluegill

Carp
Largemouth bass
Banded killifish
Pumpkinseed (0)
Pumpkinseed (1)
Pumpkinseed (2)
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
White perch
Yellow perch

Brown bullhead
Carp

Goldfish
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Pumpkinseed (0)
Pumpkinseed (1)
Pumpkinseed (2)
Smallmouth bass
White perch
Yellow perch

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.
** Striped bass collected during spring spawning activities or in the fall were legal size (>457mm total length). Smaller sizes taken during the summer as part ot the supplemental sampling effort at specific locations.

39 (39)
5 (5)
12 (12)

18 (18)
18 (18)
10 (10)
1
3(3)
1
5 (5)
3(3)
20 (20)
4(4)

8(8)

6 (6)

2(2)

1

5 (5)

5 (5)

2(2)
20 (20)
10 (10)
38 (38)

1
3(3)
16 (12)
3(1)
26 (12)
4(4)
4(4)
1
2(1)
25 (11)
1

4(4)
8(8)
5(5)
7(7)
2(2)
11 (7)
3(3)
4(4)
1
31 (13)
2(2)

2.71(0.82 - 4.56)
3.46 (3.02 - 4.26)
2.95 (2.29 - 4.55)

6.96 (0.50 - 14.90)

5.35 (1.50 - 8.32)

1.51 (0.73 - 2.68)
6.80

1.45 (1.12 - 1.69)
0.41

1.31 (0.36 - 2.70)

4.47 (2.53 - 6.44)

0.98 (0.23 - 2.95)

2.47 (0.75 - 4.72)

6.02 (0.92 - 11.00)
4.92 (3.42 - 6.78)
13.10 (10.80 - 15.40)
0.81
0.84 (0.39 - 1.30)
1.52 (0.66 - 3.44)
0.94 (0.37 - 1.50)
1.23 (0.34 - 3.47)
0.89 (0.25 - 1.85)
4.07 (0.52 - 6.99)

2.07
7.76 (4.97 - 11.80)
1.17 (0.84 - 2.36)
1.66
3.46 (2.69 - 4.49)
2.66 (2.07 - 3.46)
2.66 (2.14 - 3.22)
1.57
1.59
4.02 (2.00 - 5.61)
2.00

3.01 (1.07 - 5.18)
4.58 (1.49 - 11.80)
3.19 (1.59 - 4.74)
1.08 (0.74 - 1.86)
2.92 (2.29 - 3.54)
3.47 (2.92 - 5.01)
3.62 (2.83 - 4.59)
2.98 (2.01 - 4.08)
0.67
3.34 (1.91 - 4.95)
3.44 (2.07 - 4.80)

125 (66 - 166)
122 (119 - 125)
192 (145 - 279)

504 (222 - 772)

256 (230 - 284)

180 (156 - 211)
305

114 (100 - 130)
182

154 (123 - 178)

410 (385 - 451)

191 (163 - 256)

168 (123 - 215)

521 (311 - 635)
258 (232 - 310)
452 (434 - 469)
389
148 (122 - 173)
169 (164 - 176)
321 (278 - 364)
184 (168 - 236)
210 (135 - 341)
693 (536 - 1054)

120
623 (598 - 657)
140 (109 - 177)
90
68 (57 - 83)
117 (112 - 124)
145 (124 - 158)
145
104
130 (65 - 207)
90

263 (244 - 280)
311 (146 - 710)
170 (137 - 276)
155 (139 - 182)
161 (159 - 163)
76 (66 - 85)
120 (114 - 124)
132 (113 - 141)
133
105 (68 - 225)
100 (99 - 101)

41 (5 - 88)
34 (32 - 38)
118 (40 - 372)

339 (20 - 1046)
260 (180 - 314)
42 (30 - 52)
380
30 (20 - 42)
102
78 (34 - 126)
1014 (830 - 1326)
88 (58 - 204)
64 (22 - 110)

292 (54 - 482)
250 (176 - 432)
956 (722 - 1190)
872
66 (36 - 116)

92 (74 - 108)
441 (254 - 628)
83 (60 - 204)
135 (28 - 386)
4008 (1700 - 12956)

28
3448 (2794 - 4074)
37 (15 - 74)

7
8(3-19)

27 (22 - 34)

41 (7 - 66)

46
13
37 (4 - 120)

7

233 (162 - 278)
1128 (46 - 5030)
142 (46 - 504)
49 (34 - 76)
79 (78 - 80)

8 (5-11)

30 (24 - 34)
40 (20 - 48)
24
24 (4 - 174)
10 (9 - 11)

0.82 (0.34 - 1.54)
1.12 (0.75 - 1.44)
1.91 (0.87 - 3.86)

3.05 (0.24 - 8.68)

1.91 (0.93 - 2.91)

1.19 (0.56 - 1.74)
2.91

0.87 (0.68 - 1.12)
0.33

0.78 (0.18 - 1.50)

5.90 (3.38 - 7.53)

0.71(0.17 - 1.58)

0.70 (0.24 - 1.15)

2.72 (0.32 - 4.72)
1.68 (0.84 - 2.30)
472 (4.25-5.18)
1.00
0.50 (0.10 - 0.73)
0.70 (0.56 - 0.87)
1.30 (0.68 - 1.93)
0.83 (0.20 - 2.02)
0.38 (0.23-0.72)
1.19 (0.24 - 7.38)

0.21
4.62 (3.10 - 7.07)
1.06 (0.68 - 1.72)
0.89
0.94 (0.55 - 1.54)
1.69 (1.02 - 2.15)
2.12 (1.53 - 2.82)
0.88
1.26
2.84 (1.52 - 4.51)
1.62

1.63 (0.99 - 2.36)
1.91 (0.77 - 5.02)
0.87 (0.57 - 1.40)
1.44 (1.03 - 1.92)
1.04 (0.94 - 1.13)
1.26 (0.62 - 1.59)
1.67 (1.51 - 1.87)
1.64 (1.41 - 1.98)
0.81
2.01 (0.85 - 3.83)
1.72 (1.13 - 2.30)

33.84 (12.54 - 75.24)
32.79 (24.83 - 46.91)
67.12 (33.63 - 138.85)

61.06 (7.52 - 202.12)

38.04 (24.96 - 67.04)

86.24 (50.23 - 156.16)
42.79

60.33 (47.34 - 73.20)
80.73

59.32 (41.08 - 75.61)

134.67 (116.92 - 153.50)
93.49 (17.66 - 330.56)
29.29 (24.36 - 32.94)

52.13 (20.57 - 84.00)
35.96 (12.39 - 43.33)
36.49 (33.64 - 39.35)
123.46
55.43 (24.62 - 77.66)
58.78 (23.23 - 85.61)
156.23 (128.67 - 183.78)
74.31 (37.05 - 140.91)
61.98 (22.86 - 123.75)
34.91 (5.32 - 163.64)

10.14
59.63 (56.62 - 62.37)
94.81 (63.48 - 204.76)
53.86
27.44 (18.55 - 51.63)
63.23 (49.47 - 77.19)
79.41 (68.94 - 98.26)
56.05
79.24
70.42 (47.50 - 86.51)
81.00

65.34 (27.03 - 92.52)
38.67 (24.03 - 62.67)
29.90 (13.65 - 48.28)

138.36 (98.10 - 189.36)
37.96 (26.58 - 49.34)
36.83 (20.74 - 51.96)
47.57 (40.74 - 57.95)
58.19 (42.14 - 71.84)

120.60

60.18 (44.56 - 100.48)
51.25 (47.92 - 54.59)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

Esopus Meadows (88)

Tivoli Bay (100)

Catskill (113)

Stockport Middle Grounds (122)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

American eel
Brown bullhead
Black crappie
Carp

Gizzard shad
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Striped bass
Summer flounder
White perch
Yellow perch

American eel
Atlantic needlefish
Brown bullhead
Carp

Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
Striped bass
White perch
Yellow perch

American eel
American shad
Brown bullhead
Freshwater drum
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Smallmouth bass
White catfish
Walleye
White perch
Yellow perch
Spring Striped bass**

American eel
Brown bullhead
Carp
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
White perch
Yellow perch

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.
** Striped bass collected during spring spawning activities or in the fall were legal size (>457mm total length). Smaller sizes taken during the summer as part ot the supplemental sampling effort at specific locations.

3(3)
1
2(2)
3(3)
5(5)
8(8)
5(5)
4(4)
1
5 (5)
7(7)

5 (5)
1
5 (5)
3(3)
6 (6)
5 (5)
1
5(5)
5(5)
1
5 (5)
5 (5)

3(3)
1
11 (11)
1
24 (24)
1
5 (5)
2(2)
1
30 (30)
33 (30)
9(9)

5(5)
5(5)
303
5(5)
2(2)
5(5)
5(5)
5(5)
5(5)

9.34 (6.71 - 11.40)
5.17

4.58 (4.20 - 4.97)

7.38 (6.86 - 7.96)

22.76 (11.70 - 28.90)

3.33(1.73- 5.78)

1.66 (1.07 - 2.22)

3.52 (2.51 - 4.64)
0.40

2.19 (0.75 - 3.45)

0.98 (0.66 - 1.42)

8.61 (1.91 - 14.20)
1.37

3.91 (0.98 - 5.98)

7.38 (4.94 - 10.20)

252 (1.14 - 5.14)

2.20 (1.31 - 3.83)
1.21

2.47 (1.39 - 4.14)

1.08 (0.68 - 1.70)
0.45

1.41 (0.75 - 2.00)

1.11 (1.05 - 1.20)

4.82 (3.71 - 5.79)
12.20

2.25 (1.40 - 3.40)
1.54

2.05 (0.30 - 3.51)
2.46

2.35 (0.84 - 4.79)

3.66 (3.13 - 4.19)
0.97

1.82 (0.58 - 3.80)

1.27 (0.29 - 3.12)

2.29 (0.46 - 5.88)

11.24 (5.75 - 15.60)
3.15(1.13 - 5.92)
9.03 (4.28 - 12.40)
2.06 (1.23 - 2.53)
1.06 (0.84 - 1.29)
1.48 (0.99 - 2.10)
0.98 (0.32 - 1.31)
3.87 (2.79 - 4.52)
1.54 (1.26 - 1.73)

686 (670 - 699)
240

235 (232 - 238)

631 (565 - 714)

437 (399 - 466)

391 (341 - 445)

158 (150 - 166)

692 (535 - 784)
362

218 (196 - 243)

226 (173 - 326)

577 (393 - 679)
230

269 (234 - 281)

547 (535 - 560)

376 (322 - 430)

153 (124 - 164)
201

148 (130 - 169)

292 (266 - 343)
429

246 (226 - 270)

199 (184 - 217)

345 (241 - 463)
419

284 (252 - 321)
403

388 (302 - 480)
171

374 (321 - 456)

466 (421 - 512)
364

193 (149 - 293)

189 (91 - 304)

650 (468 - 933)

572 (433 - 680)
268 (250 - 288)
573 (525 - 603)
171 (164 - 187)
201 (196 - 206)
182 (171 - 193)
307 (247 - 342)
154 (138 - 165)
201 (184 - 236)

628 (573 - 700)
180
241 (220 - 262)
3463 (2640 - 4660)
1023 (664 - 1266)
994 (662 - 1508)
83 (68 - 96)
3670 (1640 - 5320)
452
146 (104 - 192)
169 (62 - 418)

454 (108 - 788)
12
281 (176 - 342)
2347 (2110 - 2820)
810 (474 - 1252)
78 (40 - 96)
164
64 (44 - 92)
287 (200 - 474)
714
220 (158 - 264)
110 (62 - 218)

89 (22 - 170)
842
299 (122 - 578)
798
996 (472 - 1880)
130
799 (360 - 1432)
1815 (1104 - 2526)
402
105 (38 - 394)
91 (8 - 288)
3318 (940 - 9072)

406 (156 - 644)
264 (208 - 340)
2839 (2130 - 3366)
113 (94 - 144)
154 (144 - 164)
121 (90 - 160)
341 (172 - 470)
51 (36 - 68)

93 (70 - 154)

5.38 (4.27 - 6.38)
1.91

0.87 (0.83 - 0.91)

3.18 (1.85 - 4.66)

6.47 (3.69 - 10.93)

1.60 (0.63 - 2.75)

0.51 (0.32 - 0.80)

0.68 (0.44 - 0.92)
0.25

1.55 (0.51 - 2.89)

0.37 (0.23 - 0.59)

2.76 (1.07 - 4.86)
0.70

1.79 (1.17 - 2.60)

2.22 (1.97 - 2.45)

1.87 (0.69 - 3.35)

0.54 (0.35 - 0.87)
0.76

0.73 (0.22 - 1.28)

1.09 (0.66 - 1.63)
0.83

0.75 (0.44 - 1.16)

0.58 (0.38 - 0.83)

1.00 (0.30 - 1.50)
0.80

0.93 (0.35 - 1.40)
1.95

2.17 (0.52 - 7.34)
1.18

3.69 (1.4 - 8.49)

5.56 (5.34 - 5.79)
0.94

1.85 (0.42 - 4.72)

0.79 (0.18 - 2.02)

2.18 (0.24 - 5.90)

3.54 (1.80 - 6.07)
1.33 (0.79 - 2.05)
4.84 (2.75 - 6.02)
0.94 (0.63 - 1.25)
1.25 (0.99 - 1.52)
0.78 (0.25 - 1.32)
0.89 (0.57 - 1.46)
2.84 (2.01 - 3.48)
1.29 (0.66 - 2.75)

62.68 (37.46 - 95.08)
36.94

19.18 (16.70 - 21.67)

42.97 (26.97 - 63.75)

29.20 (14.89 - 41.72)

52.33 (24.22 - 96.06)

29.88 (24.35 - 36.04)

19.01 (15.85 - 22.54)
63.25

72.12 (37.68 - 113.78)

38.04 (28.96 - 44.80)

45.74 (21.83 - 87.75)
51.10
57.82 (37.29 - 119.39)
31.92 (24.02 - 39.88)
82.96 (33.19 - 168.42)
24.92 (18.72 - 32.17)
62.81
27.74 (15.97 - 35.71)
105.33 (70.59 - 154.32)
184.44
53.79 (40.74 - 66.67)
51.20 (36.04 - 69.75)

19.37 (7.95 - 25.91)

6.52
41.73 (20.83 - 64.29)

126.62

113.25 (34.58 - 461.64)
47.97

156.28 (68.57 - 194.05)

154.40 (138.19 - 170.61)
97.42

116.17 (27.43 - 297.35)

103.45 (11.99 - 429.79)

144.99 (16.33 - 361.05)

35.14 (11.84 - 56.73)
49.32 (34.22 - 72.57)
56.00 (48.55 - 64.25)
50.41 (26.94 - 92.68)

117.84 (117.83 - 117.86)
60.13 (12.10 - 133.33)

102.90 (72.67 - 177.81)
73.61 (62.31 - 88.19)
81.12 (52.62 - 160.82)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

Schodack Landing (132)

Shad Island (135)

Albany - South turning basin (142)

Troy - below Federal Dam (153)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

American eel
Brown bullhead
Bluegill

Carp

Channel catfish
Goldfish
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Redbreast sunfish
White catfish
White perch
Yellow perch

American eel
Brown bullhead
Black crappie
Bluegill

Carp

Goldfish
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
White catfish
White perch
Yellow perch

Pumpkinseed (0)
Pumpkinseed (1)

American eel
American shad
Brown bullhead
Carp
Largemouth bass
Northern pike
Pumpkinseed
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
White catfish
Walleye

White perch
Yellow perch

May Striped bass**
Sept. Striped bass**
Oct. Striped bass**

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.
** Striped bass collected during spring spawning activities or in the fall were legal size (>457mm total length). Smaller sizes taken during the summer as part ot the supplemental sampling effort at specific locations.

5(5)
5(5)
5(5)
3(3)
3(3)
2(2)
5(5)
5(5)
1
5 (5)
5 (5)
2(2)

5 (5)
5 (5)
1
1
3(3)
2(2)
1
5(5)
3(3)
5(5)
5(5)
2(2
5(5)
5(5)

11 (11)
1

10 (10)
5(5)
8(8)
5(5)
2(2)
5(%)
5(5)
5(%)

18 (18)
8(8)
4(4)
9(9)

1

10 (10)
5 (5)

15 (15)

15.32 (11.30 - 20.20)
6.46 (4.12 - 10.90)
2.60 (2.41 - 3.08)

19.03 (15.30 - 24.00)
5.67 (2.09 - 8.77)

11.93 (5.96 - 17.90)
2.02 (1.64 - 2.34)
1.98 (0.83 - 2.67)

1.43
4.47 (3.44 - 6.42)
5.29 (4.00 - 6.44)
1.21 (1.06 - 1.36)

10.22 (3.98 - 16.70)
4.50 (2.24 - 6.56)
0.20
1.55
9.25 (5.24 - 11.30)
5.07 (3.05 - 7.09)
1.72
1.36 (1.26 - 1.55)
1.34 (1.11 - 1.67)
1.85 (0.98 - 2.70)
1.11 (0.30 - 2.08)
4.45 (213 - 6.77)
2.63 (1.88 - 3.18)
1.04 (0.80 - 1.17)

3.62 (2.32 - 4.41)
1.61

10.51 (3.43 - 19.20)
5.58 (1.18 - 10.60)
3.86 (1.27 - 6.06)
10.67 (3.66 - 17.20)
0.80 (0.30 - 1.31)
1.34 (0.67 - 2.38)
0.94 (0.40 - 1.94)
1.14 (0.61 - 2.08)
1.35 (0.23 - 3.33)
5.38 (1.58 - 7.85)
2.35 (1.52 - 3.24)
2.37 (0.92 - 4.40)

1.78
3.47 (0.53 - 9.84)
5.91 (3.17 - 8.96)
7.50 (2.55 - 14.70)

538 (364 - 754)
249 (221 - 283)
161 (141 - 188)
693 (667 - 738)
309 (253 - 339)
318 (299 - 338)
249 (211 - 277)
168 (153 - 182)
179
364 (337 - 438)
182 (168 - 194)
224 (188 - 259)

564 (472 - 664)
250 (217 - 266)
184
160
541 (449 - 640)
280 (270 - 291)
153
150 (147 - 156)
165 (162 - 170)
173 (162 - 180)
343 (249 - 464)
398 (365 - 432)
199 (175 - 233)
212 (189 - 261)

80 (75 - 84)
116

428 (230 - 691)
489 (425 - 559)
297 (249 - 367)
687 (661 - 708)
386 (365 - 407)
577 (523 - 630)
157 (138 - 165)
194 (190 - 197)
397 (285 - 486)
424 (296 - 495)
491 (413 - 682)
209 (156 - 270)
138
609 (535 - 713)
583 (478 - 728)
641 (556 - 742)

439 (108 - 970)
237 (128 - 372)
97 (60 - 148)
6073 (5260 - 7340)
246 (142 - 312)
845 (834 - 856)
227 (138 - 320)
107 (86 - 140)
112
703 (496 - 1266)
92 (78 - 110)
106 (74 - 138)

386 (202 - 640)
216 (136 - 274)
70
94
2407 (1312 - 3550)
497 (388 - 606)
56
70 (64 - 78)
89 (82 - 98)
100 (82 - 122)
505 (174 - 1004)
898 (646 - 1150)
121 (84 - 186)
112 (86 - 176)

9 (8- 10)
28

234 (80 - 844)
1122 (668 - 1720)
363 (134 - 778)
5266 (4786 - 6010)
817 (630 - 1004)
1216 (880 - 1674)
95 (56 - 120)
163 (148 - 186)
778 (226 - 1384)
1181 (376 - 2044)
1352 (644 - 3170)
144 (56 - 282)
28
2544 (1670 - 3630)
2354 (1218 - 4528)
3423 (2150 - 5380)

475 (2.34 - 7.15)
2.02 (1.43 - 2.96)
0.89 (0.60 - 1.09)
7.58 (5.41 - 9.10)
2.43 (0.99 - 4.19)
2.50 (2.03 - 2.96)
1.14 (0.87 - 1.33)
0.65 (0.33 - 0.77)
1.13
3.96 (1.90 - 10.25)
2.00 (1.47 - 2.66)
0.44 (0.35 - 0.53)

4.87 (3.61 - 5.85)
1.87 (1.11 - 2.26)
0.38
1.06
4.41 (2.09 - 5.77)
2.29 (2.25 - 2.33)
1.64
0.82 (0.70 - 0.96)
1.29 (1.20 - 1.44)
2.08 (0.59 - 3.31)
1.92 (0.70 - 3.52)
3.80 (3.59 - 4.01)
3.00 (2.34 - 3.62)
0.77 (0.62 - 1.00)

1.39 (0.03 - 2.39)
1.09

3.00 (1.41 - 4.53)
0.43 (0.16 - 0.89)
1.92 (0.20 - 5.08)

10.76 (7.26 - 16.52)
1.52 (1.45 - 1.59)
2.53 (0.54 - 5.11)
0.66 (0.29 - 1.08)
1.15 (0.72 - 1.94)

4.77 (0.50 - 10.52)
458 (2.43 - 7.88)
2.42 (1.87 - 2.91)
3.11 (0.57 - 4.79)

3.67
2.45 (1.59 - 4.44)
4.79 (1.99 - 9.27)
5.26 (1.66 - 14.28)

33.12 (16.36 - 63.27)
32.07 (26.53 - 36.89)
34.06 (24.86 - 42.13)
39.86 (35.36 - 46.29)
43.19 (34.42 - 47.78)
25.30 (16.54 - 34.06)
57.52 (37.18 - 70.73)
34.64 (28.60 - 40.24)
79.02
101.59 (33.33 - 297.96)
37.51 (31.26 - 43.61)
35.88 (33.02 - 38.75)

57.06 (35.03 - 90.70)
44.91 (33.54 - 60.20)
189.50
68.39
46.27 (39.88 - 51.06)
54.06 (31.74 - 76.39)
95.35
60.23 (54.19 - 71.50)
98.20 (86.23 - 110.81)
108.04 (59.90 - 143.15)
195.86 (70.71 - 352.00)
120.65 (53.03 - 188.26)
118.94 (73.58 - 153.19)
73.70 (57.05 - 92.59)

37.38 (1.38 - 59.51)
67.83

35.09 (12.27 - 74.55)
8.88 (5.99 - 13.98)
4455 (11.57 - 90.86)
135.03 (42.21 - 247.68)
320.34 (110.69 - 530.00)
176.31 (81.19 - 225.18)
83.18 (34.64 - 111.80)
106.90 (91.75 - 148.69)
400.16 (50.26 - 762.90)
94.04 (47.55 - 172.78)
114.49 (57.72 - 161.18)
138.01 (61.96 - 220.65)
206.18
150.68 (23.78 - 367.78)
79.51 (50.83 - 132.24)
76.74 (33.80 - 159.61)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

Pleasantdale (157)
below GE Silicones outfall

Waterford - at GE Silicones outfall (157)

Waterford - below lock C1 (158)

above Waterford (160)
between locks C1 & C2

below Mechanicville - above lock C2 (162)

Mechanicville - above lock C3 (165)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

American eel
Black crappie
Carp

Gizzard shad
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass

American eel
Carp

Freshwater drum
Northern pike
Pumpkinseed
Smallmouth bass

Carp

Channel catfish
Freshwater drum
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
Walleye

American eel
Brown bullhead
Bluegill

Carp

Gizzard shad
Northern pike
Rock bass
Smallmouth bass

American eel
Brown bullhead
Bluegill

Carp

Northern pike
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Smallmouth bass
Yellow bullhead
Yellow perch

American eel
Brown bullhead
Bluegill

Carp
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
Walleye

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.

2(2)
1
3(3)
5 (5)
3(3)
1
1
5 (5)

2(2)
3(3)
1
1
2(2)
5 (5)

3(3)
1
1
1

5(5)
1

5 (5)
1
5(5)
3(3)
5(5)
4(4)
5(5)
5(5)

5(3)
2(2)
44
3(3)
4(4)
5 (3)
5 (3)
8(8)
2(2)
2(2)

4(4)
3(3)
1
3(3)
5 (5)
3(3)
1
6 (6)
6 (6)

16.95 (16.20 - 17.70)
3.10
6.92 (5.82 - 7.69)
11.34 (5.90 - 18.00)
1.48 (0.92 - 2.02)
1.06
0.29
1.56 (0.24 - 2.85)

3.36 (2.98 - 3.73)
8.69 (0.98 - 15.50)
473
0.79
2.80 (0.54 - 5.06)
1.82 (1.48 - 2.85)

476 (2.11 - 7.14)
12.70
9.35
0.52

1.18 (0.68 - 1.81)
0.78

12.98 (4.06 - 18.70)
0.23
2.06 (0.42 - 5.06)
4.02 (2.83 - 4.74)
13.54 (0.79 - 19.50)
3.80 (1.45 - 10.20)
3.06 (2.10 - 3.98)
2.17 (1.58 - 2.85)

18.20 (10.50 - 25.10)
2.81 (1.50 - 4.12)
1.83 (1.2 - 2.50)

16.70 (10.40 - 21.20)
1.08 (0.82 - 1.21)
1.76 (0.34 - 3.62)
1.45 (0.70 - 2.02)
1.39 (0.58 - 2.06)
3.29 (2.22 - 4.36)
1.08 (0.52 - 1.64)

18.10 (13.60 - 24.40)
1.14 (0.65 - 1.98)
2.77
9.32 (4.07 - 15.80)
2.71 (1.82 - 3.79)
3.34 (2.71 - 3.80)
3.39
2.18 (1.53 - 2.96)
3.14 (2.16 - 4.43)

466 (436 - 495)
316
608 (549 - 655)
401 (373 - 430)
154 (147 - 159)
155
212
333 (248 - 361)

282 (237 - 328)
666 (642 - 703)
533
438
180 (159 - 200)
247 (195 - 344)

653 (622 - 694)
379
488
209

299 (238 - 318)
328

614 (555 - 674)
353
185 (164 - 204)
633 (600 - 660)
380 (354 - 391)
762 (626 - 851)
126 (106 - 173)
364 (307 - 430)

691 (599 - 804)
320 (314 - 327)
170 (141 - 200)
703 (679 - 725)
596 (497 - 634)
183 (160 - 220)
176 (142 - 203)
330 (289 - 370)
198 (195 - 201)
256 (231 - 280)

780 (692 - 880)
301 (214 - 360)
172
607 (570 - 629)
123 (82 - 173)
105 (93 - 122)
177
362 (246 - 433)
509 (446 - 563)

186 (136 - 236)

554
3660 (2930 - 4680)
700 (498 - 876)
86 (72 - 94)

78
202

416 (206 - 600)

40 (22 - 58)
4167 (3340 - 5310)
1900
532
133 (80 - 186)
250 (102 - 612)

4033 (3320 - 4730)
494
1590
218
344 (174 - 432)
314

448 (350 - 572)
574

170 (120 - 216)
3790 (3270 - 4140)

676 (586 - 818)
2870 (1360 - 3890)

56 (30 - 132)
872 (456 - 1714)

704 (452 - 1030)
455 (440 - 470)
110 (54 - 194)
5557 (4890 - 6300)
1278 (780 - 1520)
171 (102 - 280)
127 (70 - 172)
498 (328 - 674)
112 (98 - 126)
223 (162 - 284)

984 (650 - 1690)
453 (128 - 680)
138
3373 (3110 - 3530)
57 (10 - 136)

26 (16 - 40)
138
733 (202 - 1092)
1345 (902 - 1728)

7.93 (7.28 - 8.58)
4.06
9.90 (7.02 - 13.46)
5.28 (4.10 - 6.95)
1.43 (0.78 - 1.81)
1.02
1.16
2.67 (1.37 - 4.81)

3.06 (2.86 - 3.25)
19.87 (2.31 - 43.85)
5.75
2.81
472 (1.12 - 8.31)
2.01 (1.46 - 3.85)

11.91 (3.76 - 24.41)
458
4.40
0.27
1.88 (1.37 - 2.79)
1.16

4.72 (2.11 - 6.58)
0.63
2.42 (1.54 - 3.50)
13.78 (7.41 - 24.48)
4.40 (1.31 - 7.51)
4.65 (2.75 - 7.45)
3.20 (2.23 - 4.10)
4.66 (2.68 - 7.03)

6.99 (3.53 - 11.25)
4.42 (2.83 - 6.02)
2.83 (0.66 - 5.58)

34.71 (9.90 - 69.09)
6.37 (3.12 - 10.66)
2.16 (0.30 - 3.95)
2.05 (0.46 - 4.10)
3.66 (2.07 - 8.28)
3.54 (1.94 - 5.13)
1.42 (0.74 - 2.10)

9.06 (6.06 - 12.23)
1.61 (1.13 - 2.35)
4.48
5.02 (3.82 - 6.87)
2.99 (1.06 - 5.07)
3.98 (3.43 - 4.55)
2.64
3.70 (2.63 - 6.35)
10.83 (4.18 - 28.59)

46.71 (44.94 - 48.48)
130.97
143.43 (96.83 - 175.03)
50.64 (30.94 - 69.49)
95.76 (84.89 - 112.80)
96.13
400.00
257.94 (59.65 - 570.00)

91.55 (87.13 - 95.97)
219.61 (140.21 - 282.90)
121.56
355.70
185.82 (164.23 - 207.41)
106.73 (94.64 - 135.09)

223.36 (150.00 - 341.88)
36.06
47.06
52.31

173.92 (103.39 - 230.34)
148.72

39.36 (31.16 - 51.97)
272.17
178.60 (69.17 - 400.00)
345.15 (156.33 - 545.21)
57.91 (24.85 - 165.82)
190.09 (73.04 - 352.53)
109.86 (81.48 - 178.26)
208.74 (127.62 - 274.60)

39.94 (15.22 - 60.98)
235.01 (68.69 - 401.33)
161.60 (54.43 - 369.54)
195.75 (95.19 - 373.46)
584.80 (271.30 - 943.36)
143.13 (74.14 - 361.00)
129.02 (65.86 - 202.97)
297.81 (101.47 - 687.93)
102.52 (87.39 - 117.66)
135.37 (128.05 - 142.69)

51.09 (36.27 - 64.37)
191.53 (68.18 - 361.54)
161.73
68.83 (27.72 - 93.86)
104.43 (58.13 - 133.77)
119.64 (112.50 - 126.68)
77.88
172.78 (101.14 - 278.51)
328.07 (193.52 - 809.92)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)
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Lipid PCB (ppm)

Stillwater - above lock C4 (167)

Coveville (176)

Northumberland Pool (185)
below lock C6 at hot spot 28

Fort Miller Pool - above lock C6 (186)

Thompson Island Pool - Griffin Island (189)

American eel
Brown bullhead
Bluegill

Carp
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Pumpkinseed (0)
Pumpkinseed (1)
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
Yellow perch

Brown bullhead
Carp
Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
Yellow bullhead
Yellow perch

American eel
Brown bullhead
Black crappie
Bluegill

Chain pickerel
Largemouth bass
Northern pike
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
Walleye

Yellow perch

Brown bullhead
Channel catfish
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass
Redbreast sunfish
Smallmouth bass
Walleye

Yellow perch

Brown bullhead
Carp

Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed

Eastern side of River Pumpkinseed (1)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

Yellow perch

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.

5(9)
5(5)
5(5)
4(4)
2(2)
5(5)
9(9)
5(5)
5(5)
5(5)
10 (10)
2(2)

18 (18)
2(2)
29 (29)
5(5)
2(2)
30 (30)

5(5)
5 (3)
3(3)
5(3)
3(3)
4(4)
1
4(4)
5(3)
2(2)
5(3)
33
5(3)

2(2)
33
1
44
10 (10)
4(4)
2(2)
13 (13)

20 (20)
6 (6)
21 (21)
6 (6)
12 (12)
20 (20)

24.37 (5.25 - 39.60)
2.34 (1.32 - 3.39)
2.22 (1.69 - 3.48)

18.62 (11.40 - 26.60)
0.36 (0.27 - 0.46)
2.11 (0.72 - 4.85)
3.27 (2.84 - 3.93)
3.99 (3.66 - 4.18)
0.49 (0.23 - 0.75)
1.86 (1.22 - 2.92)
0.79 (0.22 - 1.40)
1.16 (1.08 - 1.25)

3.14 (1.03 - 6.19)
16.60 (9.91 - 23.30)
1.09 (0.23 - 2.90)
1.59 (1.26 - 1.75)
2.90 (2.81 - 2.98)
0.82 (0.29 - 1.60)

20.94 (14.60 - 29.50)
3.94 (1.58 - 5.62)
3.46 (1.88 - 4.93)
1.59 (0.66 - 2.47)
0.48 (0.32 - 0.63)
1.60 (1.49 - 1.68)

0.60
1.71 (0.98 - 2.60)
1.66 (0.64 - 2.09)
2.76 (2.76 - 2.77)
1.64 (0.66 - 2.72)
1.27 (0.44 - 2.07)
1.46 (1.06 - 2.06)

3.44 (2.48 - 4.39)
15.17 (13.20 - 16.70)
2.47
1.86 (1.49 - 2.41)
2.93 (1.68 - 5.60)
1.52 (0.61 - 2.02)
0.70 (0.30 - 1.11)
1.76 (0.57 - 2.70)

2.98 (0.95 - 5.95)
11.89 (8.36 - 19.80)
1.68 (0.38 - 3.97)
1.62 (0.88 - 2.14)
2.56 (2.07 - 3.08)
1.14 (0.63 - 2.79)

694 (540 - 812)
355 (281 - 384)
184 (161 - 211)
774 (641 - 826)
369 (306 - 432)
173 (112 - 217)
87 (77 - 114)
106 (82 - 115)
244 (209 - 313)
157 (139 - 182)
325 (193 - 408)
194 (139 - 249)

323 (290 - 368)
740 (670 - 810)
350 (222 - 472)
195 (184 - 207)
290 (280 - 300)
209 (129 - 308)

744 (645 - 808)
317 (272 - 355)
283 (254 - 309)
209 (164 - 233)
475 (446 - 507)
351 (273 - 416)
574
196 (181 - 215)
223 (216 - 228)
162 (143 - 181)
377 (343 - 406)
477 (391 - 527)
243 (196 - 314)

299 (283 - 315)
514 (501 - 535)
171
226 (213 - 237)
203 (178 - 226)
302 (267 - 338)
402 (381 - 423)
280 (212 - 309)

284 (208 - 363)
610 (431 - 873)
381 (199 - 463)
176 (170 - 184)
102 (90 - 116)
232 (154 - 300)

800 (288 - 1204)
727 (354 - 864)
165 (108 - 238)
8257 (5448 - 9648)
815 (440 - 1190)
159 (30 - 264)
13 (9 - 24)
25 (11 - 31)
264 (232 - 286)
85 (54 - 134)
474 (94 - 786)
106 (30 - 182)

554 (302 - 826)
6082 (4114 - 8051)
730 (144 - 1772)
186 (156 - 236)
426 (332 - 520)
123 (26 - 340)

886 (500 - 1328)
464 (316 - 602)
400 (264 - 544)
225 (90 - 288)
639 (484 - 802)
711 (348 - 1080)

1078
200 (154 - 252)
239 (214 - 266)
95 (64 - 126)
694 (468 - 918)
894 (522 - 1216)
198 (88 - 388)

395 (320 - 470)
1214 (986 - 1466)
124
238 (208 - 266)
191 (126 - 254)
340 (236 - 458)
522 (520 - 524)
348 (254 - 422)

348 (112 - 650)
4789 (1438 - 14175)
954 (120 - 1670)
151 (126 - 170)
19 (12 - 28)

188 (46 - 314)

11.08 (3.73 - 23.64)
6.17 (4.07 - 8.70)
4.47 (2.95 - 6.55)

172.13 (10.67 - 444.79)
2.83 (2.44 - 3.22)
3.22 (1.68 - 5.33)
3.15 (2.60 - 3.94)
3.88 (3.33 - 4.86)
1.81 (0.27 - 3.03)
3.01 (1.66 - 4.56)
2.61 (0.25 - 5.07)
2.01 (1.98 - 2.04)

5.70 (1.16 - 11.85)
39.28 (32.93 - 45.64)
4.78 (0.70 - 17.32)
3.04 (1.68 - 5.63)
4.62 (4.50 - 4.73)
1.21 (0.40 - 3.23)

15.60 (9.52 - 18.52)
9.45 (4.28 - 13.99)
9.98 (4.39 - 17.87)
3.73 (1.11- 9.37)
1.77 (1.53 - 2.05)
9.86 (3.87 - 25.19)

5.32

7.24 (0.40 - 19.89)
7.15 (4.36 - 9.76)
6.16 (5.59 - 6.72)

11.27 (5.06 - 19.31)

15.62 (10.86 - 24.35)
5.75 (1.65 - 9.54)

4.05 (2.25 - 5.85)
15.78 (13.81 - 18.00)
2.67
3.74 (2.89 - 4.96)
6.95 (2.20 - 13.94)
5.74 (3.54 - 7.82)
5.26 (3.69 - 6.83)
4,59 (2.25 - 10.52)

11.23 (4.65 - 28.96)
21.22 (4.81 - 49.64)

20.75 (5.29 - 152.51)
5.95 (5.02 - 6.82)
3.21 (2.15 - 4.55)
3.69 (1.66 - 10.56)

48.61 (26.40 - 71.05)
282.36 (173.94 - 336.68)
203.29 (164.79 - 283.80)
835.86 (93.56 - 2304.59)
861.51 (530.43 - 1192.59)

181.91 (89.48 - 242.27)

96.19 (89.52 - 103.14)

97.74 (80.58 - 124.30)
349.89 (115.65 - 555.56)
160.21 (135.74 - 189.83)
374.97 (36.52 - 854.54)
173.30 (158.08 - 188.52)

179.58 (91.87 - 280.29)
264.09 (195.88 - 332.29)
445.93 (161.86 - 895.35)
190.23 (96.17 - 321.71)
159.67 (151.01 - 168.33)
177.79 (40.51 - 511.76)

78.57 (50.10 - 126.85)
244.39 (202.49 - 280.36)
270.37 (215.13 - 362.48)
219.53 (95.34 - 379.35)
382.51 (325.40 - 478.12)
602.15 (244.94 - 1499.40)

886.67
485.56 (40.71 - 1473.33)
481.38 (208.61 - 771.88)
222.57 (202.54 - 242.60)
697.64 (607.09 - 773.28)

1515.87 (903.10 - 2468.18)
387.86 (155.28 - 619.48)

111.99 (90.73 - 133.26)
105.27 (82.70 - 117.73)
108.10
201.53 (173.05 - 228.86)
251.62 (76.92 - 459.84)
415.98 (253.96 - 580.33)
922.66 (615.32 - 1230.00)
304.79 (119.89 - 726.32)

403.75 (142.86 - 841.86)
159.32 (57.54 - 319.84)
1124.71 (322.32 - 4485.59)
389.85 (295.29 - 602.27)
128.11 (75.33 - 185.71)
324.14 (161.36 - 914.68)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then
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Location (Approximate river mile) Species (age) Sample # (Analyses)* Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB (ppm) Lipid PCB (ppm)

Thompson Island Pool (192) American eel 1 25.80 888 1430 17.61 68.26

at special area 13 Brown bullhead 5 (5) 2.44 (1.89 - 2.71) 328 (272 - 377) 612 (304 - 830) 5.50 (3.37 - 7.32) 223.05 (178.31 - 277.27)
Chain pickerel 1 0.27 319 178 1.18 437.04
Largemouth bass 1 0.61 338 560 3.42 560.66
Pumpkinseed 3(3) 1.90 (1.69 - 2.10) 199 (192 - 212) 207 (188 - 240) 4.55 (3.41 - 5.50) 237.72 (201.78 - 261.90)
Smallmouth bass 1 1.03 194 90 3.78 366.99
Tiger muskellunge 1 0.59 381 326 1.49 252.54
Yellow perch 5 (5) 0.97 (0.50 - 1.38) 207 (180 - 256) 116 (72 - 212) 2.54 (1.29 - 4.41) 264.18 (176.71 - 364.20)

Fort Edward (193) American eel 4 (4) 27.60 (21.80 - 33.40) 823 (723 - 930) 1209 (820 - 1546) 113.50 (51.61 - 156.89) 437.32 (154.52 - 717.66)

Rogers Island - East channel Brown bullhead 3(3) 2.28 (1.94 - 2.51) 294 (235 - 371) 470 (220 - 846) 7.52 (5.28 - 11.88) 323.89 (226.36 - 473.31)
Black crappie 1 3.39 317 536 27.02 797.05
Bluegill 2(2) 2.84 (2.17 - 3.51) 207 (199 - 215) 216 (196 - 236) 5.44 (4.37 - 6.51) 212.25 (124.50 - 300.00)
Carp 1 8.89 466 1834 8.42 94.71
Chain pickerel 2(2) 0.37 (0.34 - 0.40) 434 (398 - 469) 477 (340 - 614) 2.83(1.91- 3.75) 749.63 (561.76 - 937.50)
Freshwater drum 1 14.20 594 3170 19.61 138.10
Largemouth bass 2(2) 0.29 (0.19 - 0.39) 302 (274 - 329) 395 (292 - 498) 3.57 (3.25 - 3.89) 1353.98 (997.44 - 1710.53)
Northern pike 1 1.16 591 1284 5.83 502.59
Pumpkinseed 5 (5) 1.92 (1.17-2.43) 190 (167 - 209) 189 (104 - 274) 8.45 (7.13 - 9.35) 481.49 (302.12 - 776.92)
Redbreast sunfish 5 (5) 2.01 (1.36 - 2.61) 183 (173 - 196) 134 (110 - 168) 20.40 (8.91 - 50.42) 942.50 (576.86 - 1931.80)
Smallmouth bass 3(3) 2.23 (1.03 - 3.78) 347 (300 - 409) 573 (340 - 906) 26.88 (16.54 - 38.73) 1324.25 (1024.60 - 1605.82)
Walleye 5 (5) 1.93(1.47 - 2.63) 467 (410 - 617) 1090 (616 - 2504) 28.42 (10.84 - 41.91) 1440.23 (660.98 - 2034.47)
White sucker 5 (5) 7.49 (4.69 - 10.30) 486 (410 - 532) 1572 (982 - 1970) 130.19 (21.63 - 287.99) 1624.61 (461.19 - 2796.02)
Yellow perch 5 (5) 1.64 (0.68 - 2.72) 288 (251 - 338) 284 (172 - 376) 10.02 (4.64 - 24.20) 583.98 (261.34 - 889.71)

Fort Edward - Remnant 5 South (194) Emerald shiner 50 (5) 7.57 (6.28 -9.02) 64 (54 - 78) 2(2-3) 4.57 (3.82 - 6.21) 60.17 (51.53 - 68.85)

East bank Fallfish 41 (11) 1.48 (1.01 - 2.53) 80 (57 - 140) 6 (2-23) 2.78 (1.46 - 5.69) 191.16 (144.55 - 451.48)
Pumpkinseed 1 4.47 121 38 3.43 76.73
Rock bass 10 (4) 4.28 (2.27 - 4.78) 79 (63 - 135) 12 (5 - 45) 2.03 (1.76 - 2.73) 51.05 (41.00 - 118.94)
Redbreast sunfish 4(3) 5.12 (4.50 - 6.07) 96 (89 - 107) 15 (11 - 22) 4.05 (2.30 - 6.51) 80.62 (37.91 - 120.56)
Smallmouth bass 2(2) 3.03 (2.11 - 3.95) 103 (87 - 119) 15 (8 - 22) 3.36 (3.32 - 3.39) 121.58 (85.82 - 157.35)
White sucker 1 1.93 102 11 141 73.11

Fort Edward - Remnant 5 North (194) Smallmouth bass 15 (5) 4.02 (3.17 - 4.70) 94 (76 - 104) 11 (8 - 16) 2.33(1.77-2.78) 57.74 (55.41 - 61.20)

East bank

Fort Edward -Remnant 4 South (194) Brown bullhead 3(1) 1.34 86 8 0.22 16.79

West bank Bluegill 16 (3) 4.30 (3.98 - 4.66) 58 (42 - 71) 4(2-7) 0.86 (0.77 - 0.94) 19.97 (19.37 - 21.07)
Fallfish 19 (3) 3.25(2.81-3.51) 76 (66 - 86) 4(3-6) 0.89 (0.73 - 0.99) 27.39 (26.12 - 28.18)
Largemouth bass 5(3) 3.20 (2.52 - 3.82) 89 (85 -92) 9 (8- 10) 1.49 (0.94 - 1.88) 49.97 (28.28 - 74.72)
Rock bass 4(2) 3.80 (3.44 - 4.16) 62 (59 - 66) 5(4-5) 0.77 (0.58 - 0.95) 19.91 (17.01 - 22.81)
Redbreast sunfish 16 (3) 5.61 (5.27 - 5.99) 58 (43 - 67) 3(3-5) 1.12 (0.96 - 1.31) 19.90 (18.24 - 21.87)
Smallmouth bass 20 (3) 2.95 (2.54 - 3.34) 83 (75 -97) 7(6-11) 1.67 (1.57 - 1.80) 57.79 (46.92 - 70.98)
Tessellated darter 6 (2) 3.86 (2.84 - 5.90) 56 (44 - 77) 2(1-4) 2.23 (1.10 - 4.49) 51.32 (38.91 - 76.15)
Yellow perch 2(1) 3.76 88 8 0.75 19.97

Fort Edward - Remnant 4 North (195) Fallfish 75 (5) 2.16 (1.64 - 2.74) 69 (50 - 90) 3(1-6) 0.59 (0.37 - 0.78) 27.62 (22.24 - 32.49)

West bank Rock bass 3(2) 3.91 (3.88 - 3.98) 66 (57 - 74) 6(4-8) 0.76 (0.44 - 0.92) 19.46 (11.06 - 23.66)
Redbreast sunfish 1 5.19 117 27 1.08 20.81
Smallmouth bass 12 (4) 3.02 (2.90 - 3.52) 87 (75 - 118) 8 (6 - 19) 1.00 (0.61 - 2.20) 33.54 (17.36 - 73.64)
White sucker 6 (3) 1.81 (1.76 - 1.85) 98 (89 - 106) 61 (9 - 104) 0.31(0.28- 0.34) 17.01 (15.60 - 18.22)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then
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Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile) Species (age) Sample # (Analyses)* Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB (ppm) Lipid PCB (ppm)
Fort Edward - Remnant 3 South (195) Sunfish species 17 (3) 4.07 (3.85 - 4.94) 37 (28 - 56) 1(0-2) 2.27 (2.14 - 3.20) 55.58 (46.40 - 64.70)
East bank Fallfish 50 (5) 2.74 (2.55 - 3.01) 70 (64 - 82) 3(2-4) 3.41(2.78 - 4.62) 125.24 (92.39 - 171.75)
Largemouth bass 6 (3) 3.13 (2.62 - 3.85) 87 (78 - 94) 9 (6-11) 4.76 (2.87 - 7.76) 163.14 (94.60 - 296.18)
Pumpkinseed 2(2) 4.29 (4.28 - 4.30) 116 (116 - 116) 35 (33 - 36) 5.94 (4.13-7.74) 138.44 (96.05 - 180.84)
Rock bass 36 (4) 4.45 (2.87 - 4.70) 60 (45 - 153) 6(2-71) 3.83 (3.15 - 4.60) 86.48 (76.64 - 160.28)
Redbreast sunfish 2(2) 5.99 (5.17 - 6.81) 102 (98 - 105) 16 (15 - 18) 6.48 (5.18 - 7.77) 107.14 (100.19 - 114.10)
Smallmouth bass 9 (4) 2.76 (0.73 - 3.47) 113 (82 - 298) 42 (7 - 304) 5.69 (3.27 - 6.80) 245.46 (171.97 - 664.38)
Tessellated darter 8 (3) 2.75 (1.98 - 6.54) 51 (42 -77) 1(1-4) 6.57 (5.63 - 11.54) 258.11 (176.45 - 304.54)
White sucker 12 (3) 2.21(1.77 - 2.58) 102 (94 - 110) 11 (9-14) 5.94 (4.34 - 8.05) 269.81 (191.19 - 312.02)
Fort Edward - Remnant 3 Middle (195) Rock bass 3(2) 4.51 (4.43 - 4.67) 69 (59 - 78) 33 (4-89) 2.94 (1.25 - 3.79) 65.93 (26.68 - 85.55)
East bank Redbreast sunfish 1 5.43 104 19 4.31 79.37
Smallmouth bass 33 (5) 3.45 (3.04 - 4.03) 86 (77 - 99) 7(6-11) 6.49 (6.00 - 7.37) 190.38 (156.78 - 218.42)
Tessellated darter 4(2) 3.70 (3.35- 4.73) 61 (55 - 72) 2(1-3) 7.20 (6.14 - 10.36) 192.22 (183.28 - 219.03)
Fort Edward - Remnant 3 North (195) Emerald shiner 34 (5) 9.18 (7.08 - 11.70) 65 (62 - 70) 2(2-3) 9.74 (7.10 - 13.76) 105.65 (81.05 - 134.47)
East bank Fallfish 24 (4) 3.40 (2.28 - 4.04) 78 (64 - 89) 4(2-7) 7.62 (5.92 - 8.94) 227.55 (195.87 - 259.65)
Fort Edward - Remnant 2 South (195) Emerald shiner 37 (5) 5.31 (4.02 - 7.31) 60 (49 - 73) 2(1-3) 3.22 (2.37 - 5.15) 59.86 (53.14 - 70.45)
West bank Fallfish 50 (5) 3.39 (3.33-3.46) 76 (64 - 86) 4(3-6) 0.67 (0.50 - 0.92) 19.67 (14.91 - 27.36)
Rock bass 2(1) 3.93 55 2 1.31 33.36
Redbreast sunfish 1 6.67 102 19 6.10 91.45
Smallmouth bass 2(2) 3.32 (3.16 - 3.49) 95 (94 - 96) 10 (10 - 11) 0.76 (0.66 - 0.86) 23.01 (18.77 - 27.25)
Fort Edward - Remnant 2 North (195) Sunfish species 4 (2) 4.54 (4.46 - 4.61) 55 (50 - 60) 3(2-4) 1.14 (0.88 - 1.39) 24.99 (19.82 - 30.15)
West bank Brown bullhead 1 3.89 84 7 0.90 23.21
Emerald shiner 17 (3) 6.77 (5.36 - 8.10) 63 (50 - 77) 2(1-3) 2.51 (1.66 - 2.94) 36.75 (30.93 - 42.06)
Fallfish 50 (5) 3.39(3.21-3.61) 82 (64 - 92) 5(4-7) 1.04 (0.79 - 1.45) 30.56 (23.80 - 41.31)
Rock bass 14 (3) 3.55(3.25 - 4.21) 47 (34 - 61) 2(1-5) 0.45 (0.34 - 0.59) 12.58 (10.40 - 14.33)
Smallmouth bass 34 (7) 3.43 (2.62 - 4.10) 108 (92 - 137) 15 (11 - 31) 0.54 (0.44 - 0.82) 16.11 (12.12 - 31.34)
White sucker 1 3.61 105 12 0.51 14.13
Fort Edward - at GE 004 outfall (195) Emerald shiner 4(1) 6.24 60 2 7.40 118.59
East bank Fallfish 53 (8) 3.38 (2.78 - 5.09) 86 (69 - 172) 7 (4-49) 8.20 (1.89 - 14.16) 242.29 (47.80 - 423.95)
Smallmouth bass 7 (5) 3.40 (2.84 - 3.87) 107 (96 - 118) 17 (12 - 22) 2.84 (0.96 - 7.05) 86.99 (29.07 - 248.24)
White sucker 1 3.56 96 9 5.11 143.54
Fort Edward - above GE 004 outfall (195) Rock bass 7 (5) 3.53 (2.48 - 4.69) 52 (44 - 63) 3(2-5) 0.79 (0.38 - 1.51) 25.02 (8.02 - 46.37)
East bank Smallmouth bass 6 (6) 3.56 (1.61 - 4.15) 90 (83 - 98) 8 (7-11) 1.01 (0.69 - 1.46) 30.08 (16.75 - 42.92)
Hudson Falls (196) Brown bullhead 10 (10) 3.98 (1.71 - 7.07) 293 (263 - 328) 359 (260 - 494) 56.02 (5.81 - 154.94) 1502.28 (119.49 - 4333.90)
above Bakers Falls at GE pump house Rock bass 35 (35) 1.57 (0.77 - 2.50) 210 (151 - 243) 203 (80 - 294) 7.42 (0.81 - 33.90) 466.91 (64.36 - 1356.08)
Redbreast sunfish 12 (12) 2.74 (0.99 - 7.04) 197 (156 - 220) 172 (78 - 248) 12.46 (2.37 - 24.65) 600.46 (120.24 - 2265.66)
Smallmouth bass 9 (9) 1.88(0.71-5.01) 295 (283 - 339) 319 (274 - 504) 60.50 (2.07 - 226.87) 3318.20 (115.11 - 10586.49)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected. If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then
some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.
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Location (Approximate river mile) Species (age) Sample # (Analyses)* Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB (ppm) Lipid PCB (ppm)
Hudson Falls (196) Chain pickerel 1 1.42 199 46 0.69 48.45
Fenimore Bridge - East channel Fallfish 3(3) 2.24 (1.35 - 2.88) 166 (150 - 181) 46 (32 - 58) 0.58 (0.57 - 0.60) 28.98 (20.94 - 43.26)
Largemouth bass 1 1.24 88 8 0.28 22.34
Rock bass 3(3) 3.83 (3.02 - 4.50) 170 (123 - 226) 113 (24 - 234) 6.50 (2.39 - 9.33) 180.65 (60.35 - 308.94)
Redbreast sunfish 9 (5) 3.16 (2.33 - 5.75) 90 (42 - 149) 17 (2 - 58) 0.52 (0.29 - 1.05) 16.12 (12.28 - 18.93)
Smallmouth bass 12 (3) 2.73 (1.73 - 3.06) 81 (68 - 104) 6 (5-11) 0.21 (0.15 - 0.28) 8.65 (5.00 - 15.90)
Yellow perch 1 2.77 109 14 1.06 38.23
Hudson Falls (196) Brown bullhead 1 7.07 246 204 4.13 58.42
Fenimore Bridge - West channel Rock bass 1 1.80 180 122 1.95 108.22
Redbreast sunfish 3(3) 2.10 (1.54 - 2.87) 174 (157 - 188) 105 (78 - 124) 59.98 (0.29 - 127.01) 2619.94 (15.56 - 4425.44)
Smallmouth bass 5 (5) 1.54 (1.12 - 2.75) 278 (267 - 294) 251 (216 - 304) 1.41 (0.08 - 5.31) 113.41 (7.59 - 457.76)
Glens Falls - Ciba-Geigy plant (197) Smallmouth bass 7(7) 0.97 (0.53 - 1.61) 266 (223 - 299) 222 (120 - 330) 0.06 (<0.01 - 0.16) 7.22 (1.89 - 22.82)
Moreau/Queensbury (204) Brown bullhead 16 (16) 2.71 (0.59 - 5.43) 305 (245 - 360) 428 (196 - 722) 0.20 (0.04 - 0.67) 7.57 (2.48 - 17.33)
above Feeder Dam Carp 3(3) 14.01 (9.53 - 20.20) 739 (686 - 842) 5574 (2094 - 9412) 1.06 (0.48 - 1.65) 7.28 (5.06 - 8.62)
Largemouth bass 1 0.84 330 506 0.15 17.74
Pumpkinseed 5 (5) 2.65 (2.09 - 3.26) 95 (84 - 105) 15 (10 - 20) 0.26 (0.16 - 0.41) 10.09 (5.11 - 16.65)
Pumpkinseed (1) 11 (11) 3.07 (2.61 - 3.84) 91 (74 - 100) 13 (7 - 18) 0.19 (0.04 - 0.36) 6.19 (1.46 - 13.23)
Smallmouth bass 19 (19) 0.58 (0.28 - 1.03) 281 (236 - 430) 276 (148 - 886) 0.14 (<0.02 - 0.27) 25.35 (5.00 - 48.06)
Yellow perch 20 (20) 1.06 (0.44 - 1.59) 245 (221 - 283) 187 (130 - 258) 0.11 (<0.02 - 0.46) 12.29 (1.70 - 66.96)
Queensbury - NiMo site 3 (209) Rock bass 3(3) 1.06 (0.32 - 1.73) 171 (153 - 187) 107 (84 - 134) 0.09 (0.04 - 0.12) 10.16 (6.47 - 13.75)
Smallmouth bass 1 0.84 250 195 0.08 9.05
Smallmouth bass (3) 1 0.93 253 217 <0.05 5.38
Smallmouth bass (4) 2(2) 3.85(1.52 - 6.18) 261 (261 - 261) 240 (219 - 261) 0.41 (<0.05 - 0.76) 7.83(3.29 - 12.38)
Smallmouth bass (5) 2(2) 4.99 (3.60 - 6.38) 316 (308 - 324) 418 (394 - 441) 0.14 (0.10 - 0.18) 2.91 (2.90 - 2.92)
Smallmouth bass (6) 1 1.10 312 369 <0.05 4.54
Walleye 1 0.56 447 751 0.06 11.61
Yellow perch (4) 4 (4) 0.78 (0.71 - 0.90) 258 (255 - 260) 278 (269 - 283) <0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05) 6.42 (5.56 - 7.04)
Queensbury - NiMo site 1 (210) Brown bullhead 1 2.19 368 710 0.22 10.14
Pumpkinseed 1 1.82 113 30 5.26 288.85
Rock bass 6 (6) 0.76 (0.47 - 1.24) 189 (164 - 227) 147 (96 - 252) 0.60 (<0.05 - 2.52) 92.26 (7.18 - 381.21)
Rock bass (4) 1 0.68 173 103 0.05 7.35
Rock bass (5) 2(2) 0.61 (0.50 - 0.72) 192 (185 - 198) 144 (128 - 159) 0.38 (0.30 - 0.48) 62.49 (59.00 - 65.97)
Rock bass (6) 2(2) 0.59 (0.56 - 0.62) 214 (213 - 215) 191 (177 - 205) 0.18 (0.17 - 0.20) 31.33 (26.77 - 35.89)
Smallmouth bass 1 1.93 192 86 0.80 41.19
Smallmouth bass (2) 1 1.26 212 130 0.57 45.24
Smallmouth bass (4) 4(4) 1.03 (0.71 - 1.40) 270 (260 - 284) 252 (230 - 276) 0.38 (0.08 - 1.12) 34.75 (9.86 - 95.34)
Yellow perch 5 (5) 1.72 (1.25-1.99) 141 (111 - 176) 40 (16 - 84) 9.81 (0.15 - 33.75) 501.74 (9.61 - 1695.93)
Yellow perch (4) 2(2) 0.76 (0.74 - 0.79) 262 (255 - 270) 270 (238 - 301) 0.13 (<0.05 - 0.22) 17.69 (6.33 - 29.05)
Yellow perch (6) 3(3) 0.95 (0.72 - 1.06) 301 (295 - 306) 366 (320 - 410) <0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05) 5.46 (4.72 - 6.94)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table 3. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile)

Species (age)

Sample # (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)

Page 11 of 11

Lipid PCB (ppm)

Queensbury - NiMo site 2 (210)

Queensbury - NiMo site 4 (211)

Queensbury - NiMo site 5 (212)

Sanford Lake (301)
2000 data for comparison.

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

Brown bullhead
Chain pickerel
Pumpkinseed
Rock bass

Rock bass (3)
Rock bass (4)
Rock bass (6)
Smallmouth bass
Walleye

Yellow perch
Yellow perch (3)
Yellow perch (4)
Yellow perch (5)

Carp

Channel catfish
Rock bass (4)
Rock bass (5)
Rock bass (6)
Rock bass (8)
Smallmouth bass
Walleye

Yellow perch (2)
Yellow perch (3)
Yellow perch (4)
Yellow perch (5)
Yellow perch (6)

Rock bass (4)

Rock bass (5)

Rock bass (8)
Smallmouth bass (4)
Smallmouth bass (5)
Smallmouth bass (6)
Yellow perch

Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed
White sucker

some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.

2(2)
1
5 (5)
5 (5)
1
3(3)
1
5(5)
3(3)
4(4)
1
3(3)

3(3)
1
1
2(2)
2(2)
7(7)

2(2)
1
5 (5)

0.98 (0.26 - 1.70)
0.26

1.73 (0.66 - 2.55)

1.40 (0.47 - 3.05)
1.27

3.82 (0.86 - 9.56)
0.70

1.26 (0.49 - 1.98)

0.64 (0.40 - 0.93)

1.07 (0.68 - 1.47)
3.40

3.47 (2.86 - 4.36)
3.60

27.11
12.46
0.99 (0.80 - 1.18)
0.82
1.04
1.00
1.00 (0.83 - 1.16)
1.40 (1.28 - 1.52)
0.23
0.77
0.85
0.87
1.33

0.76
1.10 (0.76 - 1.40)
0.91
0.96
1.26 (1.24 - 1.29)
1.39 (1.26 - 1.52)
1.63 (0.67 - 2.80)

0.46 (0.42 - 0.50)
2.09
2.73 (1.18 - 6.95)

308 (219 - 397)
433

136 (103 - 184)

166 (124 - 188)
180

186 (180 - 189)
204

260 (184 - 342)

339 (323 - 352)

208 (163 - 259)
234

250 (244 - 260)
269

795
494
176 (170 - 183)
192
212
218
308 (276 - 341)
414 (372 - 457)
160
192
251
260
300

176
190 (176 - 203)
215
265
290 (284 - 295)
314 (309 - 319)
186 (113 - 303)

247 (239 - 255)
172
486 (449 - 522)

420 (148 - 692)

438
74 (24 - 148)

103 (44 - 140)
97

121 (94 - 148)
183

277 (76 - 527)

322 (276 - 360)

138 (52 - 246)
152

215 (190 - 252)
244

16850
1395
112 (91 - 133)
141
211
223
344 (243 - 444)
596 (450 - 741)
60
101
208
267
489

113
144 (117 - 170)
226
263
310 (292 - 329)
413 (371 - 455)
126 (18 - 406)

237 (214 - 260)
120
1147 (958 - 1300)

0.06 (0.04 - 0.09)
<0.02
0.08 (0.04 - 0.10)
0.07 (0.04 - 0.14)
<0.05
<0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05)
<0.05
0.09 (0.06 - 0.13)
0.06 (<0.02 - 0.08)
0.04 (0.03 - 0.06)
<0.05
<0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05)
<0.05

2.40
0.60
<0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05)
<0.05
<0.05
<0.05
0.06 (0.03 - 0.08)
0.06 (0.04 - 0.08)
<0.05
<0.05
<0.05
<0.05
<0.05

<0.05
<0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05)
<0.05
<0.05
<0.05 (<0.05 - <0.05)
0.08 (<0.05 - 0.12)
0.06 (<0.02 - 0.12)

0.03 (<0.02 - 0.04)
<0.02
0.03 (<0.02 - 0.06)

9.63 (5.41 - 13.85)
7.69

5.85 (3.00 - 14.54)

5.87 (4.12 - 10.00)
3.94

3.70 (0.52 - 5.81)
7.14

8.32 (5.10 - 12.04)

8.58 (5.00 - 12.67)

4.41 (2.59 - 6.47)
1.47

1.49 (1.15 - 1.75)
1.39

8.83
478
5.24 (4.24 - 6.25)
6.10
481
5.00
5.26 (3.61 - 6.90)
4.56 (2.57 - 6.56)
21.74
6.49
5.88
5.75
3.76

6.58
4.83 (3.57 - 6.58)
5.50
5.21
3.95 (3.88 - 4.03)
6.21(3.29 - 9.13)
4.05 (2.85 - 6.73)

6.68 (4.76 - 8.60)
0.96
1.49 (0.63 - 2.69)

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then



Table4. Summary of PCB concentrations in invertebrates collected in 1999 from the Hudson River in the vicinity of the Remnant Deposits
near Fort Edward, New Y ork.

Location (Approximate river mile) Species

Samples (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm) Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)

Lipid PCB (ppm)

Remnant 5 South (194) Case-making caddis fly larvae 25(1) 4.80 - 4 4.25 88.52
East bank Crayfish spp. 10 (4) 1.36(0.92-1.83) 7(5-9) 9(6-14) 5.98(3.39-9.55) 456.49 (233.88 - 816.24)
Damselfly larvae 39 (1) 2.61 - 3 0.92 35.13
Hellgrammite spp. 7 (4) 3.36 (1.72 - 4.45) - 7(2-8) 2.53(1.31-4.60) 74.88(47.70 - 103.37)
Remnant 5 North (194) Case-making caddis fly larvae 151 (3) 3.32 (3.22 - 3.45) - 8(7-8) 2.65 (2.37 - 2.95) 79.86 (71.82 - 91.62)
East bank Crayfish spp. 3(2) 1.09 (0.66-1.94) 7(6-8) 3(2-4) 0.76 (0.44 - 1.42) 68.44 (66.06 - 73.20)
Hellgrammite spp. 8 (4) 3.76 (2.30 - 5.36) - 6(3-7) 1.61(1.10-2.39) 43.67 (34.91 - 47.96)
Odonata spp. 15 (1) 2.30 - 2 0.25 10.96
Unionid calm 1 0.45 81 68 0.09 19.56
Remnant 4 South (194) Case-making caddis fly larvae 85 (2) 3.99 (3.62 - 4.36) - 6(6-7) 1.17 (1.13-1.20) 29.40 (27.59 - 31.24)
West bank Crayfish spp. 8 (3) 143(1.38-1.48) 7(5-8) 3(1-6) 0.54 (0.44 - 0.76) 37.88 (31.88 - 51.42)
Helisoma spp. - snail 184 (2) 0.36 (0.35-0.38) - 27 (19-35) 0.10(0.08 - 0.12) 28.53 (22.37 - 33.71)
Physa spp. - snall 180 (2) 0.52 (0.49 - 0.56) - 11 (10-13) 0.18(0.15-0.22) 34.78 (30.61 - 40.00)
Remnant 4 North (195) Lymnaeid spp. - snail 420 (4) 0.65 (0.61 - 0.69) - 13 (10-14) 0.28(0.16-0.41) 43.41 (22.75 - 63.44)
West bank Physa spp. - snall 110 (1) 0.70 - 13 0.08 10.71
Remnant 3 South (195) Case-making caddis fly larvae 200 (4) 4.29 (4.10 - 4.39) - 8(8-9) 5.68 (5.13-6.07) 132.16 (125.12 - 140.84)
East bank Crayfish spp. 7(2) 1.31(1.28-1.35) 6(5-7) 3(2-4) 2.25(1.93-2.68) 171.32(150.86 - 198.59)
Helisoma spp. - snail 108 (2) 0.45 (0.42 - 0.48) - 23(22-23) 0.47(0.44-0.49) 103.65(102.29 - 105.00)
Lymnaeid spp. - snalil 50 (1) 0.46 - 13 1.22 264.78
Physa spp. - snail 50 (1) 0.51 - 7 1.14 224.51
Remnant 3 Middle (195) Case-making caddis fly larvae 120 (3) 4.19 (3.72- 4.64) - 8(4-9) 6.37 (5.59 - 7.07) 152.01 (140.95 - 158.17)
East bank Crayfish spp. 2 (1) 1.05 9 6 1.85 176.19
Damselfly larvae 25(1) 2.07 - 1 1.01 48.79
Helisoma spp. - snail 42 (1) 0.33 - 17 0.30 92.12
Hellgrammite spp. 2(1) 1.59 - 2 1.78 111.95
Lymnaeid spp. - snail 40 (1) 0.49 - 4 0.88 180.61
Physa spp. - snail 200 (2) 0.53 (0.52 - 0.55) - 10(10-10) 1.04 (1.02-1.07) 195.06 (194.73 - 195.38)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.
If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.



Table 4. (continued)

Location (Approximate river mile) Species

Samples (Analyses)*

Percent Lipid

Length (mm) Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)

Lipid PCB (ppm)

Remnant 3 North (195) Hellgrammite spp. 19 (5) 2.49 (1.46 - 4.65) - 3(1-6) 3.36 (1.28-9.64) 116.97 (87.67 - 207.31)

East bank Web-spinning caddis fly larvae 800 (8) 4.62 (3.34-5.81) - 76-7) 457 (3.78-6.01) 100.77 (75.39 - 124.71)

Remnant 2 South (195) Case-making caddis fly larvae 142 (3) 3.74 (3.63 - 3.83) - 7(6-8) 1.99 (1.82 - 2.09) 53.34 (47.60 - 57.66)

West bank Crayfish spp. 12 (4) 0.94 (0.60-1.10) 7(5-10) 9(7-10) 0.31(0.19-0.46) 33.62 (17.64 - 42.27)
Hellgrammite spp. 8 (4) 451 (3.36 - 5.93) - 52-7) 1.05 (0.63 - 1.56) 22.74 (18.63 - 26.31)
Lymnaeid spp. - shail 200 (4) 0.51 (0.45 - 0.60) - 76-7) 0.13(0.10-0.17) 27.18 (18.46 - 37.56)
Odonata spp. 35(1) 2.28 - 4 0.16 6.97
Physa spp. - snail 100 (2) 0.53 (0.45-0.61) - 8(5-10) 0.13(0.12-0.15) 26.14 (19.84 - 32.44)

Remnant 2 North (195) Crayfish spp. 2(1) 1.69 8 7 0.10 5.74

West bank Helisoma spp. - snail 15 (1) 0.58 - 6 0.07 12.41
Hellgrammite spp. 313 4.28 (3.22 - 5.45) - 3(3-4) 0.52 (0.32-0.74) 12.23 (8.97 - 17.81)
Lymnaeid spp. - snail 200 (4) 0.64 (0.59 - 0.78) - 8(8-8) 0.09(0.07-0.11) 13.78 (11.52 - 14.62)
Physa spp. - snail 124 (2) 0.66 (0.66 - 0.67) - 13 (12-14) 0.14(0.13-0.15) 21.04 (19.24 - 22.84)
Web-spinning caddis fly larvae 300 (3) 3.96 (3.66 - 4.48) - 6 (6 -6) 0.37 (0.34 - 0.40) 9.27 (8.86 - 9.71)

at GE 004 outfall (195) Hellgrammite spp. 11 (4) 3.92 (2.17-5.82) - 12(9-14) 7.57(1.58-20.19) 161.15(68.11 - 346.91)

East bank Web-spinning caddis fly larvae 300 (3) 5.84 (5.61 - 6.07) - 6(6-6) 5.32(2.42-10.15) 92.99 (39.84 - 180.93)

above 004 outfall (195) Case-making caddis fly larvae 32 (1) 4.20 - 4 2.72 64.86

East bank Hellgrammite spp. 11 (4) 3.41 (2.00 - 5.65) - 10(7-14) 0.92(0.58 - 1.16) 28.67 (20.55 - 37.15)
Lymnaeid spp. - snail 112 (1) 0.44 - 16 0.14 30.91
Physa spp. - snalil 108 (1) 0.52 - 12 0.16 30.58
Web-spinning caddis fly larvae 300 (3) 6.50 (6.17 - 6.83) - 706-7) 0.97 (0.90 - 1.00) 14.86 (14.65 - 15.24)

*Values represent the number of organisms collected; the parenthetic value is the number of analysis resulting from the total number collected.

If the parenthetic number is less than the total collected, then some organisms were composited for analytical purposes.



Table 5. Summary of PCB results for Atlantic tomcod collected from the Hudson River in January and February, 2000. Fillet and liver samples were
taken from the same fish and analyzed individualy.

Location Tissue Number
(River Mile) (Fish Age) Analyzed Percent Lipid Fish Length (mm) Fish Weight (g) Total PCB (ppm) Lipid PCB (ppm)
Tarrytown Fillet (1) 1 0.91 184 42 1.18 129.67
(24) Liver (1) 1 7.68 - - 9.50 123.70
Fillet (2) 1 0.52 304 419 0.40 76.35
Liver (2) 1 7.18 - - 5.44 75.77
West point Fillet (1) 8 0.94 (0.67 - 1.06) 200 (190 - 214) 78 (47 - 147) 0.50 (0.28-0.73)  53.25(32.18 - 86.67)
(52) Liver (1) 8 15.72 (4.61 - 31.30) - - 8.16 (1.65-17.17) 50.65 (30.22 - 82.95)
Fillet (2) 2 0.68 (0.64 - 0.71) 294 (276 - 312) 218 (186 -249) 0.34(0.33-0.36) 50.89 (50.84 - 50.94)
Liver (2) 2 14.60 (9.31 - 19.90) - - 7.46 (6.04 -8.89) 54.77 (44.67 - 64.88)
Garrison Fillet (1) 10 0.90 (0.66 - 1.17) 202 (173 - 218) 74 (34 - 119) 0.51(0.27 -0.86)  55.01 (32.26 - 79.22)
(52) Liver (1) 10 14.92 (6.28 - 33.90) - - 9.35(2.77-17.49) 59.31(34.07 - 86.14)
Location Tissue Number

(River Mile) (Fish Age) Analyzed | Tissue Weight (g) Amount PCB (ug)

Tarrytown Fillet (1) 1 20.7 24.60
(24) Liver (1) 1 0.6 5.80
Fillet (2) 1 109.8 43.57
Liver (2) 1 7.3 39.44
West point Fillet (1) 8 34.4 (26.3 - 49.0) 16.47 (10.87 - 21.40)
(52) Liver (1) 8 1.9(0.9-5.1) 11.22 (4.04 - 17.17)
Fillet (2) 2 109.0 (90.1 - 127.9)  37.77 (29.39 - 46.15)
Liver (2) 2 8.3(7.1-9.4) 60.02 (57.02 - 63.03)
Garrison Fillet (1) 10 32.8(19.2-41.7) 15.72 (9.12 - 24.17)

(52) Liver (1) 10 2.0 (0.6 - 7.9) 13.34 (4.29 - 27.65)



Table 6. Interlaboratory comparisons of PCB and lipid analyses between Northeast Analytical (NEA) Schenectady, New Y ork and Mississippi State Chemical
Laboratory (MSCL), Mississippi State, Mississippi involving fish collected from two locations in the Hudson River in 1999.

Location (River mile) Species

Analyzed

Percent Lipid

Total PCB (ppm)

Lipid Based PCB (ppm)

Griffin Island (189)

Coveville (176)

Brown bullhead
Largemouth bass

Bullhead catfish
Largemouth bass
Yellow perch

20 (20)
21 (21)

20 (20)
19 (19)
11 (11)

NEA
3.60 (1.08 - 6.52)
1.94 (0.45 - 4.10)

3.18 (0.56 - 6.86)
1.32 (0.47 - 3.66)
1.31(1.04 - 1.77)

NEA = Northeast Analytical Laboratory congeneric analyses.
MSCL = Mississippi State Chemical Laboratory 'Aroclor' analyses.

MSCL
2.98 (0.95 - 5.95)
1.68 (0.38 - 3.97)

3.11 (1.03 - 6.19)
0.93 (0.23 - 1.96)
1.04 (0.59 - 1.60)

NEA MSCL
13.26 (3.92-30.61)  11.23 (4.65 - 28.96)
21.26 (6.96 - 113.55)  20.75 (5.29 - 152.51)

5.59 (1.16 - 11.85)
4.88 (0.70 - 17.32)

5.68 (1.15 - 14.73)
6.37 (1.10 - 23.08)

1.75 (0.93 - 3.85) 1.36 (0.67 - 3.23)

NEA MSCL
383.32 (118.86 - 720.10) 403.75 (142.86 - 841.86)
1072.62 (345.89 - 3559.52) 1124.71 (322.32 - 4485.59)

177.59 (91.87 - 280.29)
503.02 (161.86 - 895.35)
131.01 (81.19 - 248.46)

175.40 (76.39 - 346.81)
479.71(90.40 - 1208.64)
133.76 (72.66 - 248.59)



Table 7. Summary of 1999 total PCB results on fish collected from the Hudson River generated as congeneric analyses by Severn Trent
Laboratory (STL), Colchester, VT.

Location (Approximate River Mile)

Species (age)

Number
Analyzed

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)

Lipid PCB (ppm)

Newburgh Bay- Denning Point (59)

Newburgh (60)

Poughkeepsie (76)

Poughkeepsie - above Marist College (76)

Catskill (113)

Albany - South turning basin (142)

Troy - below Federal Dam (153)
Stillwater (168

Coveville (176)

Griffin island (189)

Pumpkinseed (1)
White perch

White perch

White perch
Yellow perch

Pumpkinseed (1)
Largemouth bass
White perch

Yellow perch

Pumpkinseed (0)
Pumpkinseed (1)

White perch
Pumpkinseed (1)

Largemouth bass
Yellow perch

Largemouth bass
Pumpkinseed (1)
Yellow perch

5

(&)

10
10
10

10
10

[¢)]

2.34 (1.00 - 3.60)
2.78 (1.80 - 4.10)
| 0.66 (0.20 - 1.10)

0.94 (0.40 - 2.50)
0.22 (0.10 - 0.30)

3.14 (2.90 - 3.90)

2.42 (0.60 - 3.90)
1.71 (0.80 - 3.00)
0.94 (0.40 - 2.30)

1.90 (0.80 - 2.80)
1.50

2.60 (1.70 - 3.40)

2.44 (1.40 - 3.40)

1.18 (0.20 - 1.80)
0.50 (0.10 - 1.00)

1.42 (0.70 - 2.40)
1.82 (0.70 - 2.30)
0.76 (0.60 - 1.10)

122 (119 - 125)
195 (175 - 233)

206 (193 - 214)

201 (189 - 236)
237 (175 - 312)

115 (104 - 124)
418 (310 - 480)
209 (191 - 227)
199 (114 - 262)

84 (82 - 87)
116

206 (192 - 224)
106 (82 - 115)

392 (259 - 449)
244 (205 - 301)

370 (238 - 422)
109 (105 - 116)
268 (244 - 300)

34 (32 - 38)
104 (72 - 170)

105 (90 - 122)

114 (84 - 204)
165 (58 - 336)

26 (18 - 34)
1261 (472 - 1880)
122 (88 - 166)
97 (14 - 236)

11 (10 - 12)
28

136 (108 - 176)
25 (11 - 31)

957 (254 - 1294)
183 (92 - 340)

975 (548 - 1406)
24 (21 - 28)
267 (192 - 314)

0.70 (0.38 - 0.92)
1.64 (1.16 - 2.75)

0.57 (0.24 - 1.02)

0.72 (0.37 - 1.46)
0.37 (0.24 - 0.55)

1.59 (1.27 - 2.10)
2.87 (0.79 - 7.37)
0.97 (0.33 - 1.44)
0.63 (0.12 - 1.33)

0.97 (0.63 - 1.33)
1.07

2.68 (1.14 - 4.07)
3.25 (2.18 - 5.75)

3.55 (0.68 - 9.60)
1.21 (0.53 - 2.55)

12.35 (5.71 - 18.36)
2.76 (1.89 - 4.13)
2.54 (1.57 - 4.37)

38.95 (10.51 - 90.17)
61.96 (36.53 - 94.88)

92.86 (61.01 - 118.14)

93.66 (58.27 - 151.58)
209.31 (79.61 - 527.69)

50.34 (43.72 - 53.92)
146.21 (23.60 - 614.07)
60.70 (41.55 - 95.76)
106.47 (17.81 - 333.74)

55.51 (47.18 - 78.35)
71.50

107.01 (49.65 - 156.04)
157.09 (64.21 - 338.21)

351.14 (85.22 - 817.30)
347.81 (84.46 - 1010.04)

952.90 (507.02 - 1654.92)
176.71 (94.29 - 326.99)
331.98 (224.23 - 396.85)



Table 8. Correlations of total PCB with length, weight and percent lipid for several

species from several locations collected in the Hudson River in 1999.

Age data were not available for most species/locations.

Location (rivermile) Species Number  Length  Weight Lipid
Above Feeder Dam Brown bullhead 16 0.59* 0.50* 0.68**
Smallmouth bass 19 -0.02 0.05 0.64**
Yellow perch 20 -0.02 -0.22 -0.15
Above Bakers Falls at  Brown bullhead 10 -0.10 0.02 0.42
Hudson Falls Plant Rock bass 35 0.10 -0.04 0.41*
Pumphouse Redbreast sunfish 12 -0.58* -0.51 0.15
Smallmouth bass 9 0.77* 0.82** 0.78*
Griffin Island - Brown bullhead 20 0.05 0.04 0.38
Thompson Island Pool  Largemouth bass 21 0.31 0.44* 0.61**
Yellow perch 20 0.05 0.00 0.68**
Fort Miller Pool Yellow perch 13 0.11 0.00 0.33
Stillwater/Coveville Brown bullhead 18 0.12 0.06 0.86**
Largemouth bass 29 0.17 0.18 0.61**
Yellow perch 30 0.24 0.31 0.29
Below Federal Dam American eel 10 0.41 0.24 -0.10
at Troy Smallmouth bass 18 0.88** 0.86** 0.68**
Catskill Creek - near Largemouth bass 15 0.73** 0.74** 0.52*
mouth White perch 11 0.01 0.02 0.47
Yellow perch 16 0.14 0.14 0.12
Catskill Creek - in river Largemouth bass 9 0.52 0.52 0.32
White perch 19 -0.47* -0.42 0.25
Yellow perch 14 -0.51 -0.57* 0.52
Above Marist College Pumpkinseed1 13 0.15 0.04 0.04
White perch 13 0.15 0.04 0.78**
At Marist College Pumpkinseed2 23 0.85** 0.71** -0.06
White perch 11 -0.37 -0.51 0.87**
Poughkeepsie - general White perch 20 0.13 0.29 0.89**
Newburgh - general American eel 18 0.69** 0.66** 0.71**
Brown bullhead 18 0.25 0.22 0.68**
White perch 20 -0.40 -0.41 0.16
Denning Point Pumpkinseed 44 -0.26 -0.31 0.40**
Tappan Zee Bridge White perch 22 0.10 -0.05 0.61**
*P<0.05 **P<0.01 ‘corr.w/age =0.59 Zcorr.w/age = 0.76**



Table 9A. Mean lipid based PCB values and corresponding upper and lower 95%
confidence limits for biota collected at 65 locations in the Hudson River in 1999.

River Mile  Number Mean Lower Limit ~ Upper Limit
13 40 16.78 14.18 19.86
211 26 53.95 43.78 66.49
21.2 42 20.72 17.58 24.42
21.3 47 70.44 60.30 82.29
21.9 17 31.27 24.15 40.49
221 24 37.92 30.51 47.13
23.1 16 63.99 49.02 83.52
23.2 18 50.48 39.27 64.89
24.8 45 39.73 33.90 46.57
27 107 23.56 21.25 26.11
34.2 38 30.35 25.54 36.08
40.1 40 23.71 20.03 28.06
47 29 38.58 31.66 47.03
52.3 7 26.50 17.72 39.65
54.3 53 46.54 40.20 53.87
59.5 56 36.21 31.40 41.75
60 91 48.29 43.18 53.99
73.1 8 18.27 12.54 26.63
75.7 89 43.05 38.45 48.20
76.8 51 58.34 50.26 67.73
775 56 52.85 45.83 60.94
88.2 44 37.53 31.96 44.07
100 59 36.19 31.50 41.57
113 118 77.51 70.27 85.50
122.1 40 57.39 48.49 67.92
132.7 46 39.53 33.78 46.26
135 48 78.38 67.21 91.41
142 12 30.54 22.45 41.53
153.2 117 87.10 78.93 96.12
157 21 104.59 82.89 131.97
157.9 14 143.22 107.72 190.41
158.5 12 126.05 92.67 171.45
160.8 33 109.70 91.13 132.06
162.1 40 145.28 122.76 171.95
165.6 32 124.47 103.10 150.27
167.7 62 180.02 157.23 206.10
176 86 217.70 194.06 244.20
185.1 50 312.95 269.17 363.85
186 39 234.82 197.99 278.52
189.1 73 413.63 365.12 468.57
189.4 12 124.10 91.24 168.80
192.1 18 246.31 191.61 316.64
193.2 45 637.16 543.58 746.86
194.1 37 116.64 97.90 138.98
194.3 16 49.18 37.68 64.19
194.4 30 30.52 25.12 37.07
195 20 25.54 20.13 32.41
195.3 39 144.09 121.48 170.89
195.4 20 134.12 105.68 170.20
195.5 32 30.29 25.09 36.57
195.6 22 125.25 99.80 157.20
195.7 22 111.03 88.46 139.34
195.8 21 24.76 19.62 31.24
196 36 17.21 14.41 20.55
196.1 66 527.23 462.42 601.13
196.2 17 26.55 20.50 34.38
196.3 10 105.95 75.64 148.41
197.3 7 4,94 3.30 7.39
204.2 75 9.07 8.02 10.26
209.5 15 6.44 4.89 8.48
210 29 31.89 26.17 38.87
210.1 35 4.55 3.80 5.44
211.2 16 5.70 4.37 7.44
212 17 4.49 3.46 5.81
301 8 1.89 1.30 2.76




Table 9B. Least Significant Differences (LSD) for comparisons among means by location from the
analysis of variance for 10g10 lipid based PCB in biotafrom 65 locations from the Hudson

River in 1999.
Number of Geometric

River Mile Analyses Mean Homogeneous Groups
301 8 1.89 X
212 17 4.49 X
210.1 35 4.55 X
197.3 7 494 X
211.2 16 5.70 X
209.5 15 6.44 XX
204.2 75 9.07 X

13 40 16.78 X
196 36 17.21 XX

731 8 18.27 XXXX

21.2 42 20.72 XXX

27 107 23.56 XX

40.1 40 23.71 XXX
195.8 21 24.76 XXXXX
195 20 25.54 XXXXX

52.3 7 26.50 XXXXXXXXX
196.2 17 26.55 XXXXXX
195.5 32 30.29 XXXX

34.2 38 30.35 XXXX
194.4 30 30.52 XXXX
142 12 30.54 XXXXXXXX

21.9 17 31.27 XXXXXXX
210 29 31.89 XXXXX
100 59 36.19 XXXXX

59.5 56 36.21 XXXXX

88.2 44 37.53 XXXXXX

221 24 37.92 XXX XXXXX

47 29 38.58 XXXXXXX
132.7 46 39.53 XXXXXX

24.8 45 39.73 XXXXXX

75.7 89 43.05 XXXXXX

54.3 53 46.54 XXXXXX

60 91 48.29 XXXXX
194.3 16 49.18 XXXXXXXX

23.2 18 50.48 XXXXXXX

775 56 52.85 XXXX

21.1 26 53.95 XXXXX
122.1 40 57.39 XXX

76.8 51 58.34 XXX

231 16 63.99 XXXXX

21.3 47 70.44 XXX
113 118 77.51 X
137 48 78.38 XXX
153.2 117 87.10 XX
157 21 104.59 XXX
196.3 10 105.95 XXX
160.8 33 109.70 XX
195.7 22 111.03 XX
194.1 37 116.64 X
189.4 12 124.10 XXX
165.6 32 124.47 X
195.6 22 125.25 XX
158.5 12 126.05 XXX
1954 20 134.12 XX
157.9 14 143.22 XXX
195.3 39 144.09 XX
162.1 40 145.28 XX
167.7 62 180.02 XXX
176 86 217.70 XX
186 39 234.82 XX
192.1 18 246.31 XX
185.1 50 312.95 X
189.1 73 413.63 X
196.1 66 527.23 XX

193.2 45 637.16 X



Table 10. Summary of PCB concentrationsin standard fillets and livers of fish collected from several locations in the Hudson River in 1999.

Location (Aproximate River Mile)

Species

Number
Analyzed

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB

Lipid PCB

Catskill (113)

Largemouth bass
Largemouth bass liver

Striped bass
Striped bass liver

White perch
White perch liver

Yellow perch
Yellow perch liver

5(5)
5 (5)

5(5)
5 (%)

5 (5)
5 (5)

5 (5)
5(5)

2.29 (0.74 - 3.28)
3.67 (2.98 - 4.93)

2.94 (0.95 - 5.88)
6.60 (3.07 - 13.60)

1.09 (0.76 - 1.38)
2.63 (2.00 - 3.46)

0.57 (0.39 - 0.78)
2.61 (2.01 - 3.10)

449 (408 - 480)

712 (497 - 933)

211 (201 - 223)

218 (203 - 245)

1458 (1132 - 1880)

4285 (1170 - 9072)

118 (104 - 136)

104 (84 - 132)

4.94 (0.70 - 7.34)
4.41 (2.07 - 8.40)

2.74 (0.37 - 5.90)
3.58 (0.30 - 6.80)

1.34 (0.84 - 1.85)
0.94 (0.67 - 1.17)

1.13 (0.28 - 2.02)
2.81(0.23 - 5.27)

220.13 (94.60 - 461.64)
116.88 (69.46 - 233.33)

138.40 (21.09 - 361.05)
73.82 (9.68 - 184.04)

121.25 (93.48 - 152.50)
36.23 (26.38 - 47.50)

231.95 (35.64 - 429.79)
97.92 (11.59 - 170.00)

Troy - below Federal Dam (153)

Brown bullhead
Brown bullhead liver

Smallmouth bass
Smallmouth bass liver

Striped bass
Striped bass liver

White perch
White perch liver

Yellow perch
Yellow perch liver

4(4)
4(4)

5 (5)
5 (5)

5(5)
5 (%)

5 (5)
5 (5)

1
1

482 (3.94-5.71)
1.88 (1.50 - 2.71)

1.48 (0.62 - 2.72)
3.62 (3.07 - 4.13)

2.93 (0.60 - 6.42)
6.03 (3.34 - 12.70)

2.79 (1.99 - 4.40)
3.07 (2.36 - 4.28)

1.78
3.49

331 (307 - 367)

457 (428 - 486)

598 (547 - 680)

206 (192 - 224)

138

574 (406 - 778)

1156 (862 - 1384)

2489 (1670 - 3442)

136 (108 - 176)

28

3.30 (1.53 - 5.08)
0.77 (0.27 - 1.33)

7.61 (4.73 - 10.52)
13.24 (8.30 - 16.50)

2.41 (1.63 - 3.31)
4.50 (1.53 - 9.36)

3.34 (1.60 - 4.17)
1.31(0.70 - 1.92)

3.67
4.28

68.09 (34.54 - 90.86)
40.28 (16.54 - 60.67)

571.41 (386.76 - 762.90)
364.71 (270.36 - 445.40)

167.50 (36.29 - 367.78)
98.19 (22.76 - 194.61)

129.11 (70.48 - 197.99)
4359 (21.43 - 55.12)

206.18
122.64



Table 10. (Continued)

Location (Aproximate River Mile)

Species

Number
Analyzed

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB

Lipid PCB

Coveville (176)

Brown bullhead
Brown bullhead liver

Largemouth bass
Largemouth bass liver

Yellow bullhead
Yellow bullhead liver

Yellow perch
Yellow perch liver

4(4)
4(4)

5 (5)
5 (5)

1
1

5(5)
5 (5)

2.94 (1.84 - 4.54)
1.70 (1.18 - 2.29)

0.71 (0.23 - 1.76)
2.38 (1.89 - 2.77)

2.98
2.21

1.03 (0.84 - 1.23)
4.09 (2.81 - 5.49)

333 (324 - 347)

388 (259 - 449)

300

199 (144 - 264)

582 (536 - 620)

916 (254 - 1280)

520

135 (38 - 276)

5.07 (2.11 - 11.85)

1.96 (0.60 - 3.55)

2.83 (0.70 - 8.94)
5.92 (2.67 - 8.70)

4.50
1.19

1.12 (0.49 - 1.94)
3.49 (1.02 - 6.78)

156.72 (91.87 - 261.01)
111.13 (51.02 - 155.02)

333.86 (161.86 - 507.96)
242.29 (141.27 - 314.08)

151.01
54.03

109.06 (46.23 - 202.08)
86.37 (30.03 - 139.51)

Griffin Island (189)

Brown bullhead
Brown bullhead liver

Largemouth bass
Largemouth bass liver

Yellow perch
Yellow perch liver

5 (5)
5 (5)

5(5)
5(9)

5 (5)
5 (5)

3.46 (2.27 - 5.95)
2.22 (1.46 - 2.77)

1.39 (0.76 - 2.34)
2.62 (2.21 - 2.95)

0.79 (0.63 - 1.09)
4.43 (2.56 - 5.59)

324 (312 - 363)

370 (238 - 422)

268 (244 - 300)

470 (374 - 650)

975 (548 - 1406)

267 (192 - 314)

11.76 (4.65 - 19.00)

2.81 (1.19 - 5.10)

8.80 (5.29 - 15.02)
7.74 (5.49 - 12.60)

3.58 (1.75 - 9.97)

20.03 (6.42 - 30.10)

376.15 (187.38 - 669.91)
126.45 (50.11 - 224.89)

712.83 (365.81 - 1317.54)
297.14 (197.97 - 456.52)

408.71 (246.48 - 914.68)
428.07 (250.78 - 589.04)



Table 11. Summary of PCB results for blue crab collected from the Hudson River in 1999. Hepatopancreas and leg muscle samples were taken from the same

crab and analyzed individually.

Number
Location (River mile) Tissue Analyzed Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB (ppm)
Hastings - Hepatopancreas 1 15.90 128 124 3.43
South slip (21.1) Leg muscle 1 0.15 128 124 0.02
Whole body 6 (4) 1.61 (0.83 - 2.74) 60 (40 - 96) 20 (5-52) 0.49 (0.25-0.72)
Hastings - Hepatopancreas 11 (11) 9.52 (1.98 - 16.10) 130 (111 - 159) 137 (76 - 208)  1.69 (0.79 - 2.99)
North slip (21.2) Leg muscle 11 (11) 0.28 (0.09 - 0.56) 130 (111 - 159) 137 (76 - 208) 0.02 (<0.01 - 0.04)
Whole body 1 1.30 38 4 0.34
Hastings - Hepatopancreas 4 (4) 12.85 (10.90 - 14.20) 126 (96 - 149) 120 (64 - 184) 3.41 (2.48 - 4.50)
at the abandoned marina (21.3) Leg muscle 4 (4) 0.38 (0.17 - 0.60) 126 (96 - 149) 120 (64 - 184) 0.07 (0.04 - 0.13)
Whole body 31 (5) 1.49 (1.02 - 2.46) 55 (55 - 55) 12 (8 - 18) 1.15 (0.33 - 1.36)
Hastings - Whole body 46 (6) 1.49 (0.85 - 2.93) - 7 (3-15) 0.23(0.19-0.35)
between abandoned marina and the park (21.4)
Hastings-on-Hudson (22) Hepatopancreas 2(2) 8.57 (7.38 - 9.77) 135 (126 - 144) 136 (126 - 146) 1.80 (1.60 - 2.01)
Leg muscle 2(2) 0.46 (0.38 - 0.54) 135 (126 - 144) 136 (126 - 146) 0.06 (0.05 - 0.08)
Whole body 15 (4) 1.27 (1.05 - 1.45) 44 (17 - 66) 7 (2-18) 0.19 (0.15 - 0.23)
Above Dobbs Ferry (23) Whole body 7 (3) 1.47 (1.44 - 1.48) 50 (35 - 68) 10 (4 - 20) 0.28 (0.27 - 0.28)
Tappan Zee Bridge (27) Hepatopancreas 5(5) 20.96 (17.70 - 24.30) 124 (95 - 145) 116 (40 - 200) 3.51(1.83-6.37)
Leg muscle 5(5) 0.29 (0.17 - 0.45) 124 (95 - 145) 116 (40 - 200) 0.04 (0.02 - 0.06)
Constitution Island (52) Hepatopancreas 4 (4) 9.52 (1.88 - 15.90) 120 (104 - 135) 112 (66 - 138) 2.78 (1.37 - 4.43)
Leg muscle 4 (4) 0.36 (0.28 - 0.47) 120 (104 - 135) 112 (66 - 138)  0.07 (0.05 - 0.09)
Whole body 2(2) 0.86 (0.73 - 0.99) 78 (61 - 95) 26 (10 - 42) 0.20 (0.17 - 0.22)
Newburgh Bay (60) Hepatopancreas 4 (4) 16.42 (15.40 - 18.00) 115 (104 - 125) 90 (60 - 110) 2.52 (2.02 - 3.14)
Leg muscle 4 (4) 0.41 (0.28 - 0.55) 115 (104 - 125) 90 (60 - 110) 0.04 (<0.01 - 0.08)
Tivoli Bay (100) Hepatopancreas 6 (6) 9.33 (5.52 - 14.40) 113 (93 - 142) 81 (34 - 146) 1.03 (0.87 - 1.16)
Leg muscle 6 (6) 0.45 (0.34 - 0.65) 113 (93 - 142) 81(34-146) 0.06 (0.03-0.11)
Troy - below the Federal Dam (153) Hepatopancreas 1 22.10 115 53 1.35
Leg muscle 1 0.25 115 53 0.04




Table 11. (Continued)

Number
Location (River mile) Tissue Analyzed Lipid PCB (ppm) Lipid 1254+ (ppm) Percent 1254+
Hastings - Hepatopancreas 1 21.57 15.97 74.04
South slip (21.1) Leg muscle 1 13.33 10.00 75.02
Whole body 6 (4) 32.52 (21.17 - 40.84) 23.43 (11.68 - 38.31) 72.05
Hastings - Hepatopancreas 11 (11) 22.77 (9.12 - 51.32) 14.52 (4.37 - 40.35) 63.77
North slip (21.2) Leg muscle 11 (11) 7.82 (3.03 - 12.94) 3.90 (0.89 - 6.47) 49.87
Whole body 1 26.15 14.69 56.18
Hastings - Hepatopancreas 4 (4) 26.43 (21.97 - 32.37) 19.99 (16.06 - 28.27) 75.63
at the abandoned marina (21.3) Leg muscle 4 (4) 17.99 (12.19 - 24.71) 11.53 (6.83 - 17.50) 64.09
Whole body 31 (5) 81.50 (13.37 - 106.76) 56.23 (9.59 - 94.12) 68.99
Hastings - Whole body 46 (6) | 17.31 (10.82 - 25.28) 14.03 (9.28 - 20.66) 81.05
between abandoned marina and the park (21.4)
Hastings-on-Hudson (22) Hepatopancreas 2(2) 21.80 (16.38 - 27.22) 15.40 (9.93 - 20.87) 70.64
Leg muscle 2(2) 14.03 (13.42 - 14.63) 5.55(3.68 - 7.41) 39.56
Whole body 15 (4) 15.39 (10.28 - 20.54) 12.01 (8.33 - 17.39) 78.04
Above Dobbs Ferry (23) Whole body 7 (3) 18.81 (18.65 - 18.96) 13.55 (12.77 - 14.38) 72.04
Tappan Zee Bridge (27) Hepatopancreas 5(5) 16.42 (10.34 - 29.49) 11.83 (8.02 - 22.08) 72.05
Leg muscle 5(5) 12.08 (8.44 - 17.33) 6.00 (1.43 - 15.67) 49.67
Constitution Island (52) Hepatopancreas 4 (4) 39.43 (20.00 - 72.87) 27.76 (9.71 - 51.06) 70.40
Leg muscle 4 (4) 18.42 (12.75 - 24.52) 9.88 (5.25 - 17.42) 53.64
Whole body 2(2) 22.77 (22.12 - 23.42)  14.04 (11.51 - 16.57) 61.66
Newburgh Bay (60) Hepatopancreas 4 (4) 15.51 (11.22 - 19.61) 11.07 (7.83 - 15.25) 71.37
Leg muscle 4 (4) 9.27 (3.33 - 15.27) 4.00 (1.67 - 7.45) 43.15
Tivoli Bay (100) Hepatopancreas 6 (6) 12.00 (7.99 - 16.07) 7.56 (4.86 - 11.50) 63.00
Leg muscle 6 (6) 14.23 (6.31 - 31.67) 5.11 (1.47 - 12.5) 35.91
Troy - below the Federal Dam (153) Hepatopancreas 1 6.11 1.86 30.44
Leg muscle 1 17.20 5.20 30.23




Table 12. Summary of results on metals and organochlorines in organisms collected in 1999 from the Hudson River in the ponded backwater area
associated with the Ciba-Geigy RCRA site.

Organochlorines

Number
Location Species (whole w/o liver) Analyzed| Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB (ppm)  Lipid PCB (ppm) DDE (ppm)*
Backwater area - large pond  Chain pickerel 1 0.38 318 158 0.04 10.53 0.005
Golden shiner 1 3.96 226 145 0.09 2.37 0.01
Pumpkinseed** 3 3.20(2.94-3.52) 164.3(125-194) 110.7(52-182) 0.12(0.05-0.22) 3.67 (1.74 - 6.90) 0.018

* The following compounds were less than the detection limits in parentheses as ppm:

DDD, DDT, HCB (0.002), oxychlordane

(0.01), trans-chlordane, cis-chlordane, trans-nonachlor, endrin, dieldrin, photomirex (0.005), mirex (0.002)

** Minor components: HCB (0.002), trans-nonachlor (0.028), dieldrin (0.016) all as ppm.

Metals
Number
Location Species Analyzed Cd (ppm) Pb (ppm) Hg (ppm)
Large pond Chain pickerel (liver) 1 4.09 0.35 0.42
(whole w/o liver) 1 0.10 0.38 0.45
Golden shiner (liver) 1 0.68 0.22 0.31
(whole wio liver) 1 0.05 0.12 0.39
Pumpkinseed (liver) 3 3.27(2.04-5.04) 0.75(0.41-1.22) 0.42(0.31-0.56)
(whole w/o liver) 3 0.10 (0.08 - 0.11) 0.60 (0.23-0.86) 0.31(0.24 - 0.39)

North end of large pond

Earthworm (Whole)
- one composite sample

19
289

| 16.1 60.4 0.61



Table 13. Summary of PCB concentrations on a seasonal basisfor selected species collected from three locations in the Hudson River in 1999.

Location

(River mile) Species - Season

Number
Analyzed

Percent Lipid

Length (mm)

Weight (g)

Total PCB (ppm)

Newburgh
(60)

Catskill
(113)

Coveville
(176)

Location
(River mile)

White perch - Spring
White perch - Fall

Largemouth Bass - Spring
Largemouth bass - Fall

White perch - Spring
White perch - Fall

Yellow perch - Spring
Yellow perch - Fall

Largemouth Bass - Spring
Largemouth bass - Fall

Yellow perch - Spring
Yellow perch - Fall

Species - Season

5 (5)
5(5)

5(5)
4(4)

5 (5)
5 (5)

5 (5)
5(5)

5 (5)
5 (5)

5(%)
5 (5)

Number
Analyzed

0.66 (0.23 - 1.19)
2.73(2.29 - 3.34)

2.29 (0.74 - 3.28)
2.27 (1.91 - 2.83)

1.09 (0.76 - 1.38)
2.50 (1.48 - 3.45)

0.57 (0.39 - 0.78)
1.52 (0.70 - 3.12)

0.71 (0.23 - 1.76)
1.28 (0.96 - 2.03)

1.15 (0.84 - 1.60)
0.38 (0.29 - 0.55)

Lipid PCB (ppm)

206 (193 - 214)
195 (175 - 233)

449 (408 - 480)
370 (310 - 434)

211 (201 - 223)
208 (191 - 227)

218 (203 - 245)
181 (114 - 262)

388 (259 - 449)
395 (326 - 443)

240 (207 - 301)
248 (205 - 282)

Lipid 1254+ (ppm)

105 (90 - 122)
104 (72 - 170)

1458 (1132 - 1880)
886 (472 - 1338)

118 (104 - 136)
126 (88 - 166)

104 (84 - 132)
89 (14 - 236)

916 (254 - 1280)
999 (476 - 1294)

189 (106 - 340)
177 (92 - 250)

Percent 1254+

Newburgh
(60)

Catskill
(113)

Coveville
(176)

White perch - Spring
White perch - Fall

Largemouth Bass - Spring
Largemouth bass - Fall

White perch - Spring
White perch - Fall

Yellow perch - Spring
Yellow perch - Fall

Largemouth Bass - Spring
Largemouth bass - Fall

Yellow perch - Spring
Yellow perch - Fall

5 (5)
5(5)

5 (5)
4(4)

5(%)
5 (5)

5 (5)
5 (5)

5 (5)
5 (5)

5(5)
5(9)

84.59 (68.57 - 124.00)
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Table 14. Summary of PCB concentrations in striped bass collected from the Hudson River between May and October of 1999 in those months when
fish were available for sampling below the Federal Dam at Troy.

Location (River Mile) Species (Month sampled) Sample# (Analyzed) Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB
Troy - Striped bass (May) 10 (10) 3.47 (0.53 - 9.84) 609 (535 - 713) 2544 (1670 - 3630) 2.45 (1.59 - 4.44)
below the Federal Dam (153)  Striped bass (Sept) 5(5) 5.91 (3.17 - 8.96) 583 (478 - 728) 2354 (1218 - 4528) 4.79 (1.99 - 9.27)
Stripied bass (Oct) 15 (15) 7.50 (2.55 - 14.70) 641 (556 - 742) 3423 (2150 - 5380) 5.26 (1.66 - 14.28)
Location (River Mile) Species (Month sampled) Sample# (Analyzed) | Lipid PCB Lipid 1254+ Percent 1254+
Troy - Striped bass (May) 10 (10) 150.68 (23.78 - 367.78)  87.63 (8.64 - 264.15) 55.32
below the Federal Dam (153)  Striped bass (Sept) 5(5) 79.51 (50.83 - 132.24) 35.30(20.76 - 61.91) 43.84
Stripied bass (Oct) 15 (15) 76.74 (33.80 - 159.61) 38.66 (9.01 - 81.96) 49.69



Table 15. Summary of PCB concentrations in striped bass collected during the spring spawning period at seven locations in the Hudson River
between river miles 13 and 153.

Number
Location (Aproximate River Mile) Species Analyzed Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB Lipid PCB

above George Washington Bridge (13) Striped bass 40 (40) | 4.20 (0.67 - 9.05) 654 (500 - 990) 3169 (1520 - 10546) 0.69 (0.17 - 1.48) 19.51 (4.54 - 53.81)

Tappan Zee Bridge (27) Striped bass 41 (41) | 476 (1.01 - 10.90) 694 (556 - 915) 3880 (1920 -9320) 1.17(0.29-13.29) 29.30 (4.62 - 347.91)
Stony Point (40) Striped bass 40 (40) | 4.77 (1.64-8.99) 665 (515-955) 3437 (1450-8730) 1.28(0.32-4.04) 31.38(7.94 - 166.94)
Poughkeepsie (75) Striped bass 38 (38) | 4.07 (0.52-6.99) 693 (536 - 1054) 4008 (1700 - 12956) 1.19 (0.24-7.38) 34.91 (5.32 - 163.64)
Esopus Meadows (88) Striped bass 4 (4) | 3.52(2.51-4.64) 692 (535-784) 3670 (1640-5320) 0.68(0.44-0.92) 19.01 (15.85 - 22.54)
Catskill (113) Striped bass 9(9) | 2.29(0.46-5.88) 650 (468-933) 3318 (940-9072) 2.18 (0.24-5.90) 144.99 (16.33 - 361.05)

Troy - below Federal Dam (153) Striped bass 10 (10) | 3.47 (0.53-9.84) 609 (535 - 713) 2544 (1670 - 3630) 2.45 (1.59 - 4.44) 150.68 (23.78 - 367.78)



Table 16. Summary of PCB concentrations in striped bass collected at three locations in the Hudson River in the fall of 1999.

Number
Location (River Mile) Species (age) Analyzed Percent Lipid Length (mm) Weight (g) Total PCB Lipid PCB
Tappan Zee Bridge (27) Striped bass 28 | 4.39 (0.44 - 13.90) 648 (432 -885) 3072 (1100 -6780) 0.66 (0.19 - 2.21) 19.04 (4.87 - 45.54)
Croton Bay (34) Striped bass 24 | 3.89 (0.65-13.80) 664 (478 -777) 3315 (1250 -5500) 1.02(0.23-4.41) 30.56 (9.86 - 95.76)

Troy - below Federal Dam (153) Striped bass 20 | 7.11(2.55-14.70) 626 (478 - 742) 3155 (1218 -5380) 5.15 (1.66 - 14.28) 77.43 (33.80 - 159.61)
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Figure 2. Northeast Anaytical Laboratory (NEA) and Mississippi State Chemical Laboratory (MSCL) split sample comparisons of
average total PCB concentrations (both wet weight and lipid based) for largemouth bass collected from two locationsin
the Hudson River in 1999.
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Northeast Analytical / Mississippi State Comparisons - Brown Bullhead
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Figure 3. Northeast Analytical laboratory (NEA) and Mississippi State Chemical Laboratory (MSCL) split sample comparisons of average total
PCB concentrations (both wet weight and lipid based) for brown bullhead collected from two locations in the Hudson River in 1999.
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Figure 4-A. Mississippi State Chemical Laboratory (MSCL) and Severn Trent Laboratory (STL) split sample analytical comparisons
by regression of wet weight PCB results for fish collected from the Hudson River in 1999.
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Figure 4-B. Mississippi State Chemical Laboratory (MSCL) and Severn Trent Laboratory (STL) split sample analytical comparisons by
regression of lipid based PCB results for fish collected from the Hudson River in 1999.
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Figure 6-A. Average concentrations of wet weight PCB in Atlantic tomcod liver and remainder of the body without the viscera by age from
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Figure 7. Average total lipid based PCB concentrations in smallmouth bass collected from 40 locations in the Hudson River in 1999.
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Figure 9-A. Species comparisons of average total PCB concentrations in fish of varying life habits taken from some of the more contaminated
areas of the Hudson River in 1999.
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Figure 11-A. Average wet weight total PCB concentrations in parts per million (ppm) by species from 65 Hudson River locations sampled in 1999.



Average Lipid Based PCB by Species - Hudson River 1999

—o—ALW

—— AMEL

ANED
AS

—X¥—ATSVS

—@—BAYAN

—+—BB

BBH

—@—BCRAB-W
—+—BCRAB-M

BCRAB-T
BGILL
BLC

BLUE
CARP

—&—CHC

CHP

DRUM

EMRSH

—#—FALLF

Glz

GLDF

GSHMP

HOGCH
LMB

—¥—MCARP

RB
RBRS

WEYE
YP

WP
ws

Q o
3 >

114

—>—SUN
—¥—TDART

2

L —]

g

=

3500

3000

2500

2000

1500

(wdd) god pidi

1000

500

f
o

g1s 8bpug m 9
dis yinos

dis yuoN

BULIRI\ pauopueqy
jled ® eulleN 19
sbBunseH

Auia4 sqgoq
A11a4 sqqoq anoqy
ysJte uowiald
Bpig zL

dlS - uojoip
41S - iod Auois
S| euO|

|S| uoinyIsuod
1d Buluuag
ybingmaN

dl1S -uiod anjg
aIsdaayybnod
aba||0D 1sUEN
1SN 9A0qY
smopea|\ sndos3
Aeg ijoniL

IMs1eD

Hodxo0is
Xoepoyds

puejs| peys
asid - uiseg Buwint s
Aoiy
a[epjueseald
Ireino IS 39

TD X907 mojeg
TD X907 anoqy
20 X207 8noqy
9||IAo1UBYIBN
asid - Jsrem|ins
lsremjins
ENELle)

8Z 10dS 10H

100d J3|I'N 14
[ICUITIES)

adsid -ise3 | ujuo
€T VS @ dIL

| s1oboy jo 3

SG way

NG way

S¥ way

N way

S¢ way

N¢ way

S€ way

NE Wway

NE Wway

00

Nv00

asnoH dwnd 39
jseg g ua4
1S9/ 1g ue4
eqIo

weq Japasd anoqy
€ ONIN

T OWNIN

Z ONIN

¥ ONIN

S ONIN

(0002) piojues e

Location

Figure 11-B. Average lipid based total PCB concentrations in parts per million (ppm) by species from 65 Hudson River locations sampled in 1999.
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Figure 12-A. 'Species smash' of samples from the 1999 Hudson River collections averaged together at each location for wet weight total PCB.
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Figure 12-B. 'Species smash' of samples from the 1999 Hudson River collections averaged together at each location for lipid based total PCB.
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Figure 13-A. 'Species smash' of fish species from locations in the Hudson River on alipid basis where the numbers of species exceeded two.
Blue crab and shrimp were eliminated as were locations having only yearling pumpkinseed and striped bass in the collections.
Samples from the west side of the river above Bakers Falls were aso eliminated since results were confounded showing a
potential for bimodal PCB concentrations (see text).
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Figure 13-B. 'Species smash' of fish species from locations in the Hudson River on alipid basis where the numbers of species exceeded two.

Blue crab and shrimp were eliminated as were locations having only yearling pumpkinseed and striped bassin the collections.
Samples from the west side of the river above Bakers Falls were aso eliminated since results were confounded showing a
potential for bimodal PCB concentrations (see text).

North Slip

South Slip




Average Wet Weight PCB in Resident Fish
from the Upper Hudson River in 1999

—<——Total PCB —#&—— 1254+ Component - - - - - - Power (Total PCB) - - - - - Expon. (1254+ Component) ‘

40

35 A

S/

./ \ y = 24.127x %507

\ R?®=0.4716
20 \
15 bR

Wet Weight PCB (ppm)

y = 3.6725e 0%

0| RP=0231 \\/\

AV

5 / ---------------- L~ - e

0
) - ™ = S © ko) = o o — I = k)
2 %) - < IS N = 9 = O ®) ®) 2 ©
2 9] < E a S 3 5] o x X x =] 2
I <3 2 3 5 =2 2 2 IS 8 8 8 O S
o x ® = @ 3 = 3 | 3 S e g
e = S © (%)) o [} [} = @
S O o ; T @ 3 3 5 L Q2
o w = iC = a a © o o
w < < o
Location

Figure 14-A. Regressions on the 'species smash' plots of total PCB and the Aroclor 1254+ component on awet weight basis
for fish collected in 1999 from 14 locations in the upper Hudson River.



Lipid Based PCB (ppm)

Average Lipid PCB in Resident Fish
from the Upper Hudson River in 1999

—&——Lipid PCB —®&— 1254+ Component - - - - - - Power (Lipid PCB) - - - - - - Expon. (1254+ Component) ‘
1400
1200
1000
y = 1144.5x°7%%
R®=0.8153
800
600
400
y = 185.32¢ %%
R® = 0.564
200 ./
0
bt 7 @ p ° @ 9 = Q N = = = Q
%) %) — < o) N = ) = O ®) O g ©
3 ) < E o 5 % IS 3 x x x 5 S
T <4 2 = - [o% > 2 c 8 8 8 o 3
o & O Q@ %) Q = a | - 4 7 8
= ® = b O b < [} @
5 a = Q 9 g ¢ 2 w Q
S o = T g o o) ° o
& g g 3
Location

Figure 14-B. Regressions on the 'species smash' plots of total PCB and the Aroclor 1254+ component on alipid basis for fish collected in
1999 from 14 locations in the upper Hudson River.
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Figure 15-A. Regressions on the 'species smash' plots of total PCB and the Aroclor 1254+ component on awet weight basis for fish
collected in 1999 from 19 locations in the lower Hudson River.
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Figure 15-B. Regressions on the 'species smash' plots of total PCB and the Aroclor 1254+ component on alipid basis for fish collected in
1999 from 19 locations in the lower Hudson River.
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Figure 16-A. Comparisons of total PCB and the Aroclor 1254+ component on awet weight basis between 'smashed' fish and invertebrate
samples collected in 1999 in the vicinity of the Remnant Deposits and the GE Ft. Edward Capacitor Plant's 004 outfall.
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Figure 16-B. Comparisons of total PCB and the Aroclor 1254+ component on alipid basis between 'smashed' fish and invertebrate samples collected in
1999 in the vicinity of the Remnant Deposits and the GE Ft. Edward Capacitor Plant's 004 outfall.
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Figure 17-A. Color gradient representation of PCB concentrations in biota collected from 65 locations
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Figure 17-B. Color gradient representation of PCB concentrations in biota associated with the Niagara Mohawk Queensbury PCB site and
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Figure 18. Average liver:fillet ratios for largemouth bass and brown bullhead collected in 1999 from the Thompson Island Pool behind
Griffin Iland.
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Average Ratios (liver:fillet) - Wet Weight

Figure 20

Liver:Fillet Ratios of PCB - 1999 - Hudson River
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1999 Hudson River Blue Crab
Average Wet Weight PCB by Location and Tissue Type
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Figure 21-A. Average wet weight PCB concentrations in blue crab hepatopancreas, leg muslce or whole body tizsues collected from several

locations in the Hudson River in 1999,
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Figure 21-B. Average lipid bazed PCB concentrations in blue crab hepatopancreas, leg muslce or whole body tissues collected from

several locations in the Hudson River in 1999,
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Figure 22-A. Seasonal comparizons of wet weight PCB concentrations in standard fillets of zelected resident fish species collected from
three locations in the Hudson River in the spring and fall of 1999.
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