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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document presents the results of afocused ecological risk assessment for the upper Green Bay portion of the
Fox River site at Green Bay, Wisconsin. Thisrisk assessment serves as an initial ecological risk evaluation leading
toward the baseline risk assessment being performed for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec
Consulting Corporation). The objective of this assessment is to determine whether PCBs do not pose arisk to the
upper Green Bay system, or whether further risk evaluation is needed. Thisrisk assessment is not the baseline risk
assessment for this site, and is not intended to be utilized to derive cleanup levels. This risk assessment was
developed based on the eight-step process described in the Ecological Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund
(U.S. EPA 1997).

The baseline risk assessment conducted for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay concluded that polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs) represented the greatest site-related threat to ecological receptors; calculated risks from PCB
exposure were 10 to 1,000 times greater than predicted risk from al other chemicals of potential concern (COPCs;
ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). To focus this risk assessment, PCBs were the only contaminant of concern
evaluated for the upper Green Bay. Existing PCB data on concentrations in sediment, water, fish tissue, and bird
eggs were utilized to evaluate potential risk from PCBs to ecological receptors in the upper Green Bay. No
empirical field or laboratory studies were conducted as part of this risk assessment.

Assessment endpoints selected for this risk assessment focused on upper trophic level receptors, based on the ability
of PCBsto bioaccumulate in food chains. Direct toxicity of PCBsto benthic organisms was evaluated in the
baseline risk assessment conducted for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec Consulting
Corporation) using whole sediment toxicity tests. No acute or chronic toxicity was observed. Based on existing
PCB datafor lower and upper Green Bay sediment, and because the lower bay is the primary source of PCB-
contaminated sediment to the upper bay (Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a), PCB concentrations in upper Green Bay
are not expected to exceed levelsin lower Green Bay. Therefore, assessment endpoints evaluated in the baseline risk
assessment for the lower bay which focused on direct toxicity were not evaluated in this risk assessment. The
following assessment endpoints were eval uated:

. Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival
. Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival
. Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival

Therisk to fish in the upper Green Bay was evaluated using two lines of evidence: 1) measured PCB concentrations
in fish tissue; and 2) estimated PCB concentrations in fish eggs were compared with tissue levels published in the
literature which have been shown to result in adverse effects to fish. Risk to piscivorous birds was evaluated using
three lines of evidence: 1) Measured concentrations in bird eggs were compared to published adverse effect
concentrations; 2) Food chain models were employed to calculate dietary exposure concentrations for piscivorous
birds. Results of the food chain model s were compared with values in the literature (chronic no observed adverse
effect levels[NOAELSs] or lowest observed adverse effect levels [LOAELS] ) which have been associated with toxic
effectsin birds;, 3) Field studies which have evaluated effects of PCBs on birds inhabiting the upper Green Bay were
reviewed to supplement conclusions predicted by the first two lines of evidence. Risk to piscivorous mammals was
evaluated using asingle line of evidence, the results of afood chain model.

The most substantive risk indicated by this assessment are lines of evidence where hazard quotient (HQ) calculations
exceeded 1.0 when the LOAEL was used as the effect level and mean PCB concentrations were used as the exposure
concentrations. This occurred for the following lines of evidence:

. Caspian tern egg concentration; toxicity reference value (TRV) of 7.6 (decreased hatching success); HQ =
21

. Double-crested cormorant egg concentration; TRV of 7.6 (decreased hatching success); HQ = 1.4

. Caspian tern egg concentration; TRV of 8.0 (increased deformity rate); HQ = 1.9

. Double-crested cormorant egg concentration; TRV of 8.0 (increased deformity rate); HQ = 1.3

Vii



. Piscivorous mammal food chain model; Natural Resource Damage Assessment (NRDA) data set mean PCB
concentration; HQ = 5.3
. Piscivorous mammal food chain model; combined data set mean PCB concentration; HQ = 2.1

Additionally, the food chain model for piscivorous birds utilizing the double-crested cormorant model resulted in a
HQ of 1.6 when the LOAEL and maximum fish concentrations from the NRDA data set were used in risk
calculations.

Therisk characterization for the first assessment endpoint indicated potential risk to pelagic fish reproduction and
survival. Hazard quotients calculated using the no observed adverse effect concentration (NOAEC) as the effect
level exceeded 1.0 for both egg and whole-body fish tissue PCB concentrations (ranging from 3.9 to 9.5 and 4.0 to
9.4, respectively).

The weight of evidence used to evaluate risk to piscivorous bird reproduction and survival indicates that piscivorous
birds are at risk from PCB exposure in the upper Green Bay. Results of the food chain models indicate greater risk
using the double-crested cormorant model, which correlates with results observed in field studies (higher deformity
ratesin Green Bay cormorants than at reference sites).

The food chain model used to evaluate risk to piscivorous mammals indicates they are at risk from PCB exposure at
concentrations measured in fish collected in the upper Green Bay. All hazard quotients calcul ated for the receptor
species, mink, exceeded 1.0, and ranged from 2.1 (LOAEL as the effect concentration, mean overall fish PCB
concentration) to 397.8 (NOAEL as the effect concentration, maximum fish PCB concentration from the NRDA data
set).

viii



1.0

INTRODUCTION AND SITE HISTORY

11

1.2

Introduction

This ecological risk assessment for the upper Green Bay portion of the Fox River siteisafocused
evaluation of risk to ecological receptors from PCBs present in the upper section of the bay. This
risk assessment serves as an initial ecological risk evaluation leading toward the baseline risk
assessment being performed for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec Consulting
Corporation). The objective of this assessment is to determine whether polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs) do not pose arisk to the upper Green Bay system, or whether further risk evaluation is
needed. Thisrisk assessment is not the baseline risk assessment for this site, and is not intended to
be utilized to derive cleanup levels. The ecological risk assessment presented here was devel oped
according to the eight step process described in the Ecological Risk Assessment Guidance for
Superfund (U.S. EPA 1997).

Site History

The upper Green Bay portion of the Fox River system islocated in Green Bay, Wisconsin (Figure
1). Contamination in the upper Green Bay originated from industrial activities, agricultural
activities, and residential surface water runoff along the Lower Fox River, which flows into Green
Bay. The Lower Fox River, at the time of this study, was one of the most industrialized riversin
Wisconsin. The Lower Fox River (from Lake Winnebago to Green Bay) had the greatest
concentration of pulp and paper millsin the world (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). It had
received discharges from 15 pulp and/or paper mills, 8 municipal wastewater treatment plants, and
one electric generating facility (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). Asaresult of industrial
activities, between 190,000 and 375,000 kilograms (kg) of PCBs were discharged into the L ower
Fox River from 1954 to the present (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). 1n the mid-1960's,
organochlorines were detected in herring gulls nesting on Sister 1sland in the upper Green Bay
(Keith 1966). Inthe early 1970s, PCBs were detected in water and sediments from the Lower Fox
River, and both the Fox River and lower Green Bay were found to contain fish and birds with
detectable levels of PCBsin their tissues. The Fox River contributed approximately 92 percent of
the PCB loading into the bay in 1989 (DePinto et al. 1994). Other studies have identified up to
362 total contaminants present in sediment, water and biota collected from the Lower Fox River
and lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). A more extensive description of the
history of the Fox River siteis available in the baseline risk assessment for the Lower Fox River
and lower Green Bay, which is being prepared through the Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation).

The risk assessment for the Lower Fox River and lower Green Bay evaluated risks from multiple
organic and inorganic contaminants in the Fox River from the outlet of Lake Winnebago to Green
Bay and in Green Bay from the outlet of the Fox River to Chambers Idland (lower Green Bay).
However, contaminants from the Fox River site have been shown to have migrated into upper
Green Bay (from Chambers Island up to Lake Michigan, Figures 1 and 2). For example, studies of
PCB deposition in bay sediment have shown that PCB-contaminated sediment extends northward
along the Door Peninsula for many miles beyond the boundaries of the lower Green Bay
(Manchester-Neesvig et al. 1996). Hawley and Niester (1993) estimated that approximately 10 to
33 percent of tributary sediment (most of which is from the Fox River) discharged into the lower
bay was transported to the upper bay annually. Based on particle settling velocities in the lower
bay and around Chambers Island, Eadie et al. (1991) concluded that PCBs adsorbed to particulate
matter can be transported many kilometers (km) before settling. Increased suspended sediment
loads from the lower to upper bay were measured during a storm event in September of 1989
(Hawley and Niester 1993). Finally, statistical evaluation of PCB congener patternsin sediment
from Lower Fox River, lower Green Bay, upper Green Bay, and Lake Michigan indicates that the
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PCB congener pattern in upper Green Bay is more similar to that in lower Green Bay and is
unlikely to have been derived from the transport and weathering of Lake Michigan sediment
(Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a). These studies show that although lower Green Bay is the primary
depositional zone for Fox River PCBs, PCBs adsorbed to sediment are being transported from the
lower bay to the upper bay.

In addition, available data showed that fish from the upper Green Bay had elevated concentrations
of PCBsin their tissue (U.S. EPA 1996; Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999b and 1999c; Hagler Bailly
Services, Inc. 1997). Therefore, since PCBs are one of the primary contaminants associated with
the Fox River site, the upper Green Bay is within the extent of contamination of that site. To date,
the ecological risksin the upper Green Bay have not been assessed. Therefore, the current risk
assessment will evaluate ecological risksin the upper Green Bay from contaminants associated
with the Fox River site.

PROBLEM FORMULATION (Steps 3 and 4, U.S. EPA 1997)

The purpose of problem formulation is to establish the goals, extent, and focus of the baseline

ecological risk assessment for the upper Green Bay portion of the Fox River investigation. Problem
formulation constitutes Steps 3 and 4 of the U.S. EPA guidance. In the problem formulation phase, the
guestions and issues that need to be addressed are defined based on potentially complete exposure pathways
and ecological effects. Only after these questions and issues are carefully defined should the ecological risk
characterization be initiated. The problem formulation presented here is devel oped according to the
guidelines established in the Ecological Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund (U.S. EPA 1997).

21 Contaminants of Potential Concern (COPCs)

A screening level risk assessment was conducted for the Lower Fox River and lower Green Bay
(ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). The contaminants of potential concern (COPCs) were
identified based on their concentrations in sediment, surface water, and biota collected from the
Fox River and/or lower Green Bay relative to benchmarks; concentration thresholds that represent
little or no risk. The volume and spatial extent of each contaminant was also considered when
selecting the contaminants to be evaluated. The COPCs selected for further evaluation in the
Baseline Risk Assessment for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay site were:

» PCBs (total and/or Aroclor 1242)

*  2,3,7,8Tetrachloro-p-dibenzodioxin (2,3,7,8-TCDD or dioxin)

*  2,3,7,8Tetrachloro-p-dibenzofuran (2,3,7,8-TCDF or furan)

* 4,4 Dichlorodiphenyl trichloroethylene (DDT) and its metabolites (dichlorodiphenyl ethylene
[DDE], dichlorodiphenyl dichloroethane [DDD])

« Diddrin
* Arsenic

e Lead

* Mercury

Risk assessment of the above COPCsin the Lower Fox River and lower Green Bay provided a
basis for the contaminant selection for the upper Green Bay risk assessment. The baseline risk
assessment conducted for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay concluded that PCBs represented
the greatest threat to ecological receptors. Calculated risks from PCB exposure were 10 to 1,000
times greater than predicted risk from all other COPCs (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). It
has been well documented that PCBs are the most widespread and dominant contaminant in the
Fox River/Green Bay system (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation 1998); the sources, transport,
and fate of PCBs within this system have been extensively characterized. Based on spatia and
temporal distributions of PCBs and a statistical analysis of congener patterns in sediment, the Fox
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River and the lower Green Bay have been identified as the primary source of PCBs to the upper
Green Bay (Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a). While the possibility was not discounted that the
other contaminants listed above could potentially pose an ecological risk in the upper Green Bay, it
was assumed, for the purposes of this risk assessment, that the risk posed by those contaminants
was sufficiently evaluated in the ecological risk assessment for the Lower Fox River/lower Green
Bay. Therefore, PCBs (as total PCBs) were the only contaminant of concern (COC) evaluated in
this risk assessment for the upper Green Bay.

Ecological Effects of PCBs

The most studied biochemical effect of PCBsin animalsis the induction of hepatic mixed function
oxidase systems, increasing an organism’s capacity to biotransform or detoxify xenobiotic
chemicals. Enzymesin this system are sometimes referred to as drug-metabolizing enzymes
(DMEs) (Kluwe et al. 1979). Although the increased capacity to detoxify xenobiotic chemicals
may appear to benefit an organism, the metabolism of the foreign chemicals can also produce
metabolites that are more toxic than the parent compound (Mitchell et al. 1976). In addition, PCB-
induced changes in enzyme activity may also alter enzyme substrate concentrations in other
metabolic pathways (Montz et al. 1982). Polychlorinated biphenyls also induce microsomal
hepatic enzyme systems that metabolize naturally occurring steroid hormones (Peakall 1975). The
degree of this enzyme system response has been found to be positively dose-related (Linzey 1987).
Polychlorinated biphenyl-induced effects to these hepatic enzyme systems can result in increased
liver weight, fatty degeneration, hyalin degeneration, necrosis, hepatocyte formation, and increased
hormone metabolism in animals (Batty et al. 1990, Lincer and Peakall 1970, Sanders and
Kirkpatrick 1977, Sanders et al. 1974, Stotz and Greichus 1978, Vos 1972, Welsch 1985).

Chlorinated hydrocarbons such as PCBs have been documented as a cause of reproductive
dysfunction and mortality in wildlife species (Heaton et a. 1995, Hoffman et al. 1986, Langford
1979). Exposure to PCBs has been found to reduce litter sizes at birth, reduce number of litters,
induce longer birthing intervalsin mice (Linzey 1987, Merson and Kirkpatrick 1976), and reduce
plasma concentrations of estradiol and progesterone in female rats (Johnson et a. 1976).
Transplacental movement of PCBs has been reported for humans, rabbits, monkeys, and rats
(Storm et al. 1981) causing a dose-dependent reduction in the body weights and survival of
exposed mammalian offspring (prenatally as well as postnatally) (Barsotti et al. 1976, Brezner et
al. 1984, Fein et a. 1984, Heaton et al. 1995, Wren et al. 1987a,b). Transfer of PCBsto
mammalian offspring continues via mother’s milk (Wren et al. 1987a). Polychlorinated biphenyls
have been implicated as the cause of low embryonic weight in black-crowned night herons
(Nycticorax nycticorax) (Hoffman et al. 1986). Persistence in courtship behavior was reduced in
PCB-fed mourning doves (Zenaida macroura) (Tori and Peterle 1983). Reduced sperm
concentration, thin-shelled eggs, poor hatching success, and offspring born with teratogenic
abnormalities have also been reported (Abrahamson and Allen 1973; Bird et al. 1983; Lowe and
Stendell 1991; Scott 1977). Polychlorinated biphenyls have also been shown to transfer from the
adult to eggsin fish (Niimi 1982; Mac and Schwartz 1992) and have been implicated in reduced
hatching success, larval mortality, and larval growth of fish (Mac and Schwartz 1992; Hendricks et
al. 1981; Mac and Edsall 1991; Mac et al. 1993). A more extensive review of the toxic effects
caused by PCBsto fish, birds, and mammals can be found in Appendix A.

Much of the toxicity caused by PCBs has been attributed to the planar congeners that resemble
TCDD (Geisy et al. 1994). The toxic nature of some prepared PCB mixtures may be associated
with trace levels of compounds having four or more chlorine atoms at both the para and meta
positions (Koslowski et al. 1994). This chlorine substitution pattern increases the structural
similarity of the congenersto TCDD (Safe 1994). Planar PCBs have affinity for the same cellular
receptor (the aryl hydrocarbon or Ah receptor) as TCDD. Dioxin-like PCBs€licit toxic biological
responses in animals such as hepatic damage, weight loss, thymic atrophy, dermal disorder,

3



reproductive toxicity, immunosuppresion, teratogenicity, and functional effects to the spleen,
adrenal gland and testes (Batty et al. 1990; Sanders et al. 1974).

The specific toxicity reference values (TRVs) selected were based, in part, on the measurement
endpoints selected for the risk assessment. A brief discussion on the derivation of TRVsfor this
risk assessment is provided in Section 4.2; TRV selection is described in detail in Appendix A.
The selection of TRV s for the upper Green Bay risk assessment mirrors, as much as possible, the
TRVs selected for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay risk assessment (ThermoRetec
Consulting Corporation).

23 PCB Fate and Transport

PCBs are a group of 209 synthetic hal ogenated aromatic hydrocarbons that are extremely stable,
and are resistant to most chemical and biological degradation processes (Eisler 1986; Hornshaw et
al. 1983). The persistence of PCBsin the environment is due to their stable carbon-halogen bonds
(Risebrough et al. 1968). In general, PCBs have low aqueous solubility (Chou and Griffin 1986),
and are lipophilic (Risebrough et al. 1968), allowing them to accumulate in fatty tissues (Hornshaw
et al. 1983).

Upon entering an aquatic system, PCBs partition between the water, sediment, particul ate matter,
and biota (Koslowski et al. 1994). The more lipophilic and hydrophobic a substance, the more
concentrated it will be in the sediment and phytoplankton of an aquatic system (L oizeau and
Menesguen 1993); PCBs are highly lipophilic and hydrophobic. While it has been shown that
transport of PCBs in the dissolved phase can be important during the warmer low flow periods of
summer, PCBs generally sorb strongly to sediment particles. It has been shown that PCBs
discharged to aquatic environments rapidly sorb to particles and are usually deposited in sediment,
often close to the area of discharge (Kalmaz and Kalmaz 1979). After this, dispersal and
movement of PCBs in aquatic systems depends largely on the movement of the associated
sediment (Connell and Miller 1984).

The fact that sediment transport plays such a significant role in PCB transport in aguatic systems
has direct consequencesin Green Bay. Studies have indicated that a distinct depositional zone is
located northeast of the mouth of the Fox River, along the eastern shore of Green Bay, and extends
approximately 27 milesinto the bay (Manchester-Neesvig et al.1996). However, based on
measurements of suspended sediment mass flux, Hawley and Niester (1993) estimated that
approximately 10 to 33 percent of tributary sediment discharged into the lower bay (the majority of
which comes from the Fox River) istransported to the upper Green Bay annually. Similarly, in a
study of particle settling velocities in the lower bay and around Chambers Island, Eadie et al.
(1991) concluded that PCBs adsorbed to particulate matter can be transported many kilometers
within Green Bay before settling. Surface water transport may also be important, as PCBs can be
transported in the dissolved phase as well as the particulate phase. Movement of surface water
from the lower bay to the upper bay has been documented; most of the flow from the lower to the
upper bay occurs along the east side of Chambers Island (Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a).

Sedimentation ratesin upper Green Bay are generally low, indicating less sediment accumulation
than in the lower bay (Manchester-Neesvig et al. 1996). Sediment deposition in the middle of the
upper bay may result from events such as storms that move contaminated sediments northward
from the lower bay (Manchester-Neesvig et a, 1996). For example, Hawley and Niester (1993)
detected an increase in suspended sediment loads from the lower to upper bay during a stormin
September of 1989. These studies show that although lower Green Bay is the primary depositional
zone for the Fox River, PCB-contaminated sediment is transported with surface water moving
from the lower to the upper Green Bay.
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Additional potential sources of PCBsto Green Bay include atmospheric deposition and influx from
Lake Michigan. Atmospheric deposition has been identified as an important source of PCBsto
Lake Superior (Eisenreich et al. 1981) and southern Lake Michigan (Murphy et al. 1981).
However, Sweet et al. (1991) estimated that atmospheric deposition of PCBs accounts for less than
10 percent of the total input to Green Bay. The potential contribution from Lake Michiganis
unknown; transport of PCBs within the lakesis generally via sediment or biota (Simmons 1984).
DePinto et al. (1994) identified the Fox River as the major source of PCBsto Green Bay; they
estimated the Fox River contributed 92 percent of the PCB loading to the bay in 1989. To focus
this risk assessment, the assumption was made that the primary source of PCBsto Green Bay was
the Lower Fox River.

Because PCBs are extremely lipid-soluble, they tend to accumulate in the lipid component, internal
organs, and mesenteric fat of organisms (Eisler 1986). Optimum accumulation of PCBs by aquatic
biota occurs when planar molecules are substituted with 5 to 7 chlorine atoms (Shaw and Connell
1984). Rapid gill uptake of PCBs has been observed in short-term laboratory experiments with
fish (Bruggerman et al. 1981). Generally, when equally exposed, fish accumulate two to three
times more PCBs than aquatic invertebrates (Eisler 1986). Once absorbed, PCBs generally
partition into the fatty tissues of organisms (Ernst et al. 1976, Phillips 1980, Shaw and Connell
1984). Initialy, PCBs concentrate in liver, blood, and muscle; eventually accumulations are
highest in adipose tissue and skin. PCB concentrationsin a salmonid population were found to be
related to fish size aswell asfish age (Madenjian et al. 1994).

Controversy exists regarding the relative contribution of food versus direct uptake in determining
PCB levelsin the tissues of agquatic biota (Rasmussen et al. 1990). Field-collected fish were found
to have significantly greater PCB body burdens than laboratory specimens exposed to identical
concentrations in water, suggesting that food-chain transfer of PCBs is an important mode of
contaminant transfer for top predators (Thomann 1981). Thomann et al. (1992) suggest that PCBs
with octanol-water partition coefficients (K,,) greater than 10° seem to enter the biotavia
food-web transfer originating from sediment sources, as opposed to direct uptake from water.
Madenjian et al. (1998) indicated that lake trout retain 80 percent of the PCBs that are contained in
their food, and concluded that most of the PCB body burden accumulated by lake trout is from
their food. Based on the above studies, it was assumed for this risk assessment that dietary uptake
was the major route of exposure for upper trophic level organisms.

Ecological Setting

Green Bay islocated in Lake Michigan, in northeastern Wisconsin, within the eastern ridges and
lowlands of the state. Green Bay extends 192 km from the mouth of the Fox River northeast to
Lake Michigan. Rock Island, Washington Island, and St. Martin’s Island mark the separation
between Green Bay and Lake Michigan (Figure 2). The largest width of Green Bay is 37 km.
The Fox River isthe primary tributary to lower Green Bay. Green Bay drains approximately
40,470 square km, which is one-third of the total drainage of Lake Michigan (ThermoRetec
Consulting Corporation). Thetotal surface area of Green Bay is 4213 kn?, of which the upper
Green Bay comprises 3260 km? (Gaude 1998). Lower Green Bay is fairly shallow and provides
habitat for warm-water fish; half of this areaislessthan 9.1 m deep. Upper Green Bay is
characterized by deeper water, with about 85% of the area more than 9.1 m deep; the upper bay
provides mostly deep, cold-water habitat (Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999b). The deepest part of the
bay is 53.6 m deep and islocated 6.4 km west of Washington Island.

The benthic community in the bay is expected to consist of a variety of invertebrates, including
insects, annelids, molluscs, and crustaceans. A variety of wildlife species are also known or
expected to inhabit Green Bay (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation; Heinz et al. 1984; Ankley et
al. 1992). Some of the wildlife species that are expected to use the bay for food or habitat are
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listed below (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation):

Fish

Common name Scientific Name
Walleye Stizostedion vitreum
Lake Trout Salvelinus namaycush
Brown Trout Salmo trutta

Rainbow Trout Oncorhynchus mykiss
Brook Trout Salvelinus fontinalis
Chinook Salmon Oncorhynchus tshawytscha
Coho Salmon Oncorhynchus kisutch
White Bass Morone chrysops
White Sucker Catostomus commer soni
Carp Cyprinus carpio
Channel Catfish I ctalurus punctatus
Brown Bullhead Ameiurus nebulosus
Shortnose Sturgeon Acipenser brevirostrum
Lake Sturgeon Acipenser fulvescens
Rainbow Smelt Osmerus mordax
Yellow Perch Perca flavescens

Black Crappie Pomoxis nigromacul atus
American Gizzard Shad Dorosoma cepedianum
Emerald Shiner Notropis atherinoides
Alewife Alosa pseudoharengus
Minnow spp. Family Cyprinidae
Darter spp. Etheostoma spp., Percina spp., Ammocrypta spp.
Birds

Common Name Scientific Name
Mallard Anas platyrhynchos
Double-crested Cormorant Phalacrocorax auritus
Forster’'s Tern Sernaforsteri (SE)
Common Tern Serna hirundo (SE)
Caspian Tern Sernacaspia (SE)
Black Tern Chlidonias niger
Herring Gull Larus argentatus

Little Gull Larus minutus
Ring-billed Gull Larus delawarensis
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus (FT)
Red-breasted Merganser Mergus serrator
Common Merganser Mergus merganser
Black-crowned Night Heron Nycticorax nycticorax
Green Heron Butorides striatus
Red-winged Blackbird Agelaius phoeniceus
Tree Swallow Tachycineta bicolor
Mammals

Common Name Scientific Name

Mink Mustela vison

River Otter Lutra canadensis
Muskrat Ondatra zibethicus
Beaver Castor canadensis
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SE = Endangered according to the state of Wisconsin
FT = Threatened according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Complete Exposure Pathways

Asdiscussed previoudly, alarge volume of sediment is transported from the Fox River and the
inner depositional zone of the lower Green Bay to the upper Green Bay each year. Since PCBs
have very low water solubility and a high octanol-water partition coefficient, they are likely to sorb
strongly to sediment and thus be transported with the sediment into the upper Green Bay. A
variety of organismsreside in and around the upper Green Bay and use the bay for food and/or
habitat. It is possible that these organisms are exposed to the contaminants that have been
transported into the upper Green Bay from the lower Green Bay.

Benthic invertebrates inhabit upper Green Bay, and are in constant contact with sediment. They are
potentially exposed to contaminants via direct contact with sediment and sediment interstitial
water. In addition, some benthic invertebrates consume sediment to obtain food. They are also
potentially exposed to contaminants by ingesting contaminated food items. Some benthic
invertebrates may also be exposed to contaminants via direct contact with surface water since some
of these organisms inhabit the top layer of sediment, while others inhabit burrows which are
constructed to alow for circulation of surface water throughout the burrow.

Upper Green Bay is inhabited by numerous fish species which occupy different regions of the bay.
Benthic fish, such as catfish, feed primarily on the bottom substrate of the bay, ingesting relatively
large quantities of sediment, periphyton, and benthic invertebrates. These fish may be exposed to
contaminants in the bay via ingestion of contaminated food and water, incidental ingestion of
contaminated sediment, and direct contact with contaminated sediment and water. Other species of
fish inhabit the open water of the bay and feed on phytoplankton and zooplankton. These fish may
be exposed to contaminants viaingestion of contaminated food and water and via direct contact
with contaminated water. Since some of these open water fish may also feed on benthic organisms,
they may also be exposed to contaminants by ingesting contaminated sediment and benthic
invertebrates. Upper trophic level fish, such aswalleye, feed on other fish and aso inhabit the
upper Green Bay. These upper trophic level fish may be exposed to contaminants in the bay by
consuming other fish that have accumulated contaminants in their tissues. 1n addition, these fish
may be exposed to contaminants via direct contact with contaminated water or sediment, ingestion
of contaminated water, or incidental ingestion of contaminated sediment. Finally, some of these
upper trophic level fish may also obtain al or a portion of their diet from benthic invertebrates, and
thus may be exposed to contaminants via ingestion of benthic invertebrates or incidental ingestion
of sediment. Fish that inhabit the open water of the bay are not expected to spend significant time
in contact with the sediment. Therefore, direct contact with contaminated sediment is not expected
to be a significant exposure pathway for these types of fish.

Other organisms which utilize the bay for food include a variety of bird species. These birds may
potentially be exposed to contaminants by ingesting contaminated food items. They may also be
exposed to contaminants via ingestion of contaminated water, incidental ingestion of contaminated
sediment, direct contact with contaminated sediment and water, and inhal ation.

Mammals, such as mink, also utilize the bay for food. Such mammals may inhabit the islands or
shores of the bay and feed on fish or invertebrates. Fish, migrating upstream in the tributaries from
Green Bay to spawn, may be consumed by terrestrial mammals utilizing the banks of these rivers.
Therefore, mammals inhabiting the banks of Green Bay and its tributaries may potentially be
exposed to contaminants by ingesting contaminated food items. They may also be exposed to
contaminants by ingestion of contaminated water, incidental ingestion of contaminated sediment,
direct contact with contaminated sediment and water, and inhalation.
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Particularly lipophilic contaminants are known to adsorb to sediments. Since it has been shown
that sediment is transported into the upper Green Bay from the lower Green Bay, lipophilic
contaminants in the lower Green Bay are also likely to be transported into the upper Green Bay.
Another characteristic of lipophilic contaminantsis that they are transported across biological
membranes more readily than non-lipophilic contaminants and thus are absorbed by biological
organisms readily. Once absorbed, they tend to be stored in fatty tissues, allowing for the
accumulation of lipophilic contaminants in these tissues via bioaccumulation. Asthese
contaminants are transferred through the food chain, the concentrations in higher trophic level
organisms become greater than concentrations in lower trophic level organisms. This processis
known as biomagnification and is of particular importance when evaluating the effects of lipophilic
contaminants on upper trophic level receptors. PCBs have high octanol-water partition
coefficients and are very lipophilic. Therefore, PCBs are expected to accumulate in receptor
tissues and to biomagnify through the food chain. This underscores the significance of the
potential exposure pathway through the food chain for upper trophic level fish, birds, and
mammals in the upper Green Bay.

It should be noted that the dermal contact and inhalation pathways of exposure were not eval uated.
Exposure via these routes is difficult to quantify because little information is available in the
literature on exposure rates and contaminant effects via these pathways. For this risk assessment,
these exposure pathways were assumed to be insignificant compared to ingestion, due to the ability
of PCBsto biomagnify through the food chain.

Assessment Endpoints

Assessment endpoints are explicit expressions of the actual ecological resources that are to be
protected. Valuable ecological resourcesinclude those without which ecosystem function would
be significantly impaired, or those providing critical resources (e.g., habitat). Appropriate
selection and definition of assessment endpointsis critical to the utility of arisk assessment as they
focus risk assessment design and analysis. It isnot practical or possible to directly evaluate risks
to al of the individual components of the ecosystem at the site, so assessment endpoints are used
to focus the risk assessment on particular components of the ecosystem that could be adversely
affected by the contaminants associated with the site. In general, the assessment endpoints selected
for the site were aimed at aquatic and terrestrial organism reproduction and survival.

Asdiscussed in Section 1.1, this risk assessment is an extension of the risk assessment conducted
for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). Therefore, the
assessment endpoints for the upper Green Bay stem from those used for the Lower Fox
River/lower Green Bay study, which were:

»  Functioning Water Column Invertebrate Communities
»  Functioning Benthic Invertebrate Communities

»  Benthic Fish Reproduction and Survival

» Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival

* Insectivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival

»  Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival

»  Omnivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival

»  Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival

A subset of these assessment endpoints was evaluated for the upper Green Bay. Since the only
contaminant to be evaluated in the upper Green Bay risk assessment was PCBs (as discussed in
Section 2.1) the assessment endpoints for the upper Green Bay focused on upper trophic level
receptors (fish, birds, and mammals). Thisis because exposure to PCBsin the upper Green Bay is
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primarily an issue of bioaccumulation and biomagnification rather than direct toxicity; PCBs are
not acutely toxic at levels generally found in the environment. For example, information in the
literature indicates that PCBs are not expected to have direct toxic effects on benthic invertebrates
at levels found in the upper Green Bay. In one study, sediment from the lower Fox River and
lower Green Bay were tested in whole sediment toxicity tests using four different test species. The
sediment was aerated first in order to dissipate ammonia. No acute or chronic toxicity was
observed for any of the test speciesin any of the whole sediment toxicity tests (Ankley et al. 1992).
PCBs were measured in the sediment and levels as high as 6.57 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg)
total PCBs were detected (Ankley et al. 1992). Since the sediment PCB concentrations in upper
Green Bay are not anticipated to exceed those found in the lower Green Bay, any direct threat to
the benthic community was assumed to be sufficiently evaluated through the ecological risk
assessment (ERA) of the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay. In the risk assessment for the Lower
Fox River/lower Green Bay, two assessment endpoints were evaluated for direct toxic effectsto
lower trophic level organisms: functioning water column invertebrate communities, and
functioning benthic invertebrate communities. As stated above, since direct toxicity is not the
primary concern with regard to PCBs and no toxicity was observed in toxicity tests conducted with
lower Green Bay sediment, these assessment endpoints were not evaluated in the risk assessment
for the upper Green Bay.

Three of the assessment endpoints used for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay ecological risk
assessment were selected for evaluation in the risk assessment for the upper Green Bay. These
assessment endpoints represent upper trophic level receptors that would be expected to be exposed
to PCBs which have bioaccumulated and biomagnified in a PCB-contaminated ecosystem. The
three assessment endpoints were selected in light of the open, deep water habitat of the upper bay,
and were a subset of the assessment endpoints selected for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay
risk assessment. Assessment endpoints not evaluated in this risk assessment include insectivorous
and omnivorous birds. Since the selected assessment endpoint trophic groups feed at higher
trophic levels and PCBs bioaccumulate, PCB exposure of the selected trophic groups should be
higher. By evaluating and protecting these endpoints which are expected to have the greatest
exposure and be most sensitive to potential adverse impacts from exposure to site-related
contaminants, the upper bay ecosystem as a whole should also be protected. The specific
assessment endpoints that were evaluated in this risk assessment are listed below.

2.6.1  Assessment Endpoint #1: Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival

The first assessment endpoint was aimed at pelagic fish reproduction and survival in the
upper Green Bay. Fish serve avita role in nutrient and energy transfer within the bay.
Specifically, fish act as alink between aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems and between the
benthic and pelagic environments. Fish that consume benthic organisms are consumed by
other fish, who are in turn consumed by terrestrial organisms such as mammals and birds.
These predator-prey interactions represent a transfer of energy from and within the
agquatic ecosystem. Since the number of organisms supported at any position in afood
chain depends upon the limits of the energy supply available, the role of energy transfer
played by fish isintegral to the productivity of an aquatic ecosystem. Furthermore, since
energy and nutrient cycles are delicately balanced, even a small decline in the fish
population can have detrimental impacts on the balance of energy within an ecosystem.

Fish typically comprise alarge proportion of the biomass in an aguatic ecosystem and fill
awide range of trophic positions (e.g., predatory, bottom feeders). Fish serve as
predators of zooplankton, periphyton, benthic invertebrates, and other fish. Some fish
also serve asfood items for predators that inhabit aquatic ecosystems. Also, some fish
themselves are piscivorous and consume lower trophic level forage fish. A viablefish
population is therefore imperative for the maintenance of viable populations of organisms
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that feed on them and upon which they feed.

Fish are also important recreationally and commercially. It has been shown that declines
in fish populations associated with chemical contamination have adversely affected
commercial and recreational fishing industries in many areas of the country (NRC 1992,
Miller et a. 1993). In some areas this has had a major impact on local economies due to
losses from decreased tourism and decreased revenues from the commercial sale of fish.

Fish populations are of particular concern due to their role in energy transfer, their role in
regulating populations, and their role in maintaining a productive commercial and
recreational fishery. Therefore, the first assessment endpoint was aimed at pelagic fish
reproduction and survival in the upper Green Bay.

Assessment Endpoint #2: Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival

The second assessment endpoint was aimed at piscivorous bird reproduction and survival
in the upper Green Bay. Piscivorous birds are upper trophic level organisms that rely
primarily on fish asfood. Foraging behavior of piscivorous birds represents a pathway by
which nutrients and energy are transferred from aquatic to terrestrial ecosystems. Thereis
a close relationship between terrestrial and aquatic systems due to the nutrient and energy
flow between these systems. Nutrients enter lake ecosystems via surface water runoff,
input via streams, and water infiltration through the soil. Energy enters lake ecosystems
viasunlight and other biological input such as detritus and leaves. Nutrients and energy
are transferred from aguatic to terrestrial ecosystems via biological output. An example
of abiological output isthe act of a piscivorous bird consuming fish. Nutrient and energy
cycles between aquatic and terrestrial systems are delicately balanced. Since nutrients
and energy are limiting factorsin the production of an ecosystem, the transfer of energy
from an aquatic to aterrestrial system isessential. Piscivorous birds provide one
mechanism by which nutrients and energy are transferred from aquatic to terrestrial
ecosystems and are therefore important in the maintenance of balanced nutrient and
energy cycles.

Predators are often required to keep prey numbersin check, and impacts on predators
could cause detrimental population explosionsin prey species. Such population
explosions result in an imbalance in the energy and nutrient allocations among the
organisms inhabiting the same ecosystem, resulting in declines of affected populations. In
an aquatic ecosystem, piscivorous birds help to keep populations of the fish, upon which
they feed, in check. By keeping fish populationsin check, piscivorus birds indirectly
impact population fluctuations of invertebrates and other aquatic organisms. The result is
balanced populations of fish and invertebrates, which has commercial, recreational, and
ecological benefits.

Piscivorous birds can also be preyed upon by other organisms at even higher trophic
levels, such as other birds and mammals. By serving as afood source for these higher
trophic level organisms, piscivorous birds also function to maintain the population
balance of these higher trophic levels. If the populations of piscivorous bird species
declined, the populations of the organisms that prey on piscivorous birds might also
decline.

Since piscivorous birds are upper trophic level predators, they are especially susceptible
to exposure to contaminants that have accumulated in the organisms upon which they

feed. Inafreshwater system, birds are common predators of fish. Fish have been shown
to accumul ate contaminants that are present in aguatic ecosystems. Therefore, birds that

10



2.7

26.3

consume fish have the potential to accumulate large concentrations of contaminantsin
their tissue.

Some birds are resident year-round and some are migratory. The variable mobility of
potential avian receptors, the relatively large home range, varied diet, and the often
seasonal residency, suggest that the potential for exposure, and the identification of
specific exposure routes and concentrations is associated with some uncertainty.
Nonethel ess, the avian piscivore community is of particular concern due to the potential
for exposure and adverse effects in a higher trophic level organism, their rolein
regulating populations, and their role in energy transfer. Therefore, the second
assessment endpoint was aimed at the reproduction and survival of piscivorous birdsin
the upper Green Bay.

Assessment Endpoint #3: Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival

The third assessment endpoint was aimed at piscivorous mammal reproduction and
survival in the upper Green Bay. Piscivorous mammals are upper trophic level organisms
that rely primarily on fish asforage. Foraging behavior of piscivorous mammals
represents another pathway by which nutrients and energy are transferred from aquatic to
terrestrial ecosystems. As stated above, there is a close relationship between terrestrial
and aquatic systems due to the nutrient and energy flow between these systems, and
piscivorous mammal s provide one mechanism by which nutrients and energy are
transferred between ecosystems. Piscivorous mammals can be preyed upon by other
organisms at even higher trophic levels, such as other mammals and birds. By serving as
afood source for these higher trophic level organisms, piscivorous mammals also
function to maintain the population balance of these higher trophic levels. If the
populations of piscivorous mammal species declined, the populations of the organisms
that prey on piscivorous mammals might also decline.

Since piscivorous mammals are upper trophic level predators, they are especially
susceptible to exposure to contaminants that have accumulated in the organisms upon
which they feed. In afreshwater system, mammals are common predators of fish. Fish
have been shown to accumulate contaminants that are present in aquatic ecosystems.
Therefore, mammals that consume fish have the potential to accumulate large
concentrations of contaminantsin their tissues.

Although the shore area of upper Green Bay is limited relative to the area of the bay

itself, piscivorous mammals foraging along the shoreline may be exposed to PCB-
contaminated fish. In addition, it is possible that fish migrating upstream in the tributaries
of Green Bay to spawn may be consumed by terrestrial mammals utilizing the banks of
theserivers. Therefore, mammalsinhabiting these upstream areas have the potential to be
exposed to significant levels of contaminants originating from the upper Green Bay. The
mammalian piscivore community is of particular concern due to the potential for exposure
and adverse effectsin a higher trophic level organism and their role in energy transfer.
Therefore, the third assessment endpoint was aimed at the reproduction and survival of
piscivorous mammalsin the upper Green Bay.

Conceptual Model

The conceptual model utilizes contaminant and habitat characteristics to identify critical exposure
pathways to the selected assessment endpoints. At the site, contaminants in the water and sediment
may come in contact with the aquatic and terrestrial receptors inhabiting the upper Green Bay and
itsislands and surrounding areas. The potentially complete exposure pathways are described in
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detail in Section 2.5. The assessment endpoints selected for this risk assessment are described in
section 2.6.  The site conceptual model is illustrated in Figure 3.

It should be noted that selection of exposure pathways evaluated in this risk assessment was
partially dependent on the availability of existing site-specific information. No site-specific data
on PCB concentrations in phytoplankton, aquatic plants, or benthic organisms were available for
the upper bay. Exposure pathways not evaluated due to lack of site-specific tissue PCB
concentrations include ingestion of phytoplankton; ingestion of sediment, aquatic invertebrates
and plants by dabbling ducks; and ingestion of insects by insectivorous birds. However, the
selected receptor species feed at higher trophic levels than the receptors in the pathways not being
evaluated. Since PCBs bioaccumulate and biomagnify through the food chain, PCB exposure of
the selected receptors should be higher than for herbivorous or planktivorous species. Therefore,
protection of selected receptor species should be protective of organisms with lower exposure
levels.

Exposure pathways that were evaluated in this risk assessment are as follows:
l. Aquatic Vertebrates (Fish)

Direct contact with surface water
Direct contact with sediment
Ingestion of water

Incidental ingestion of sediment
Ingestion of fish

. Piscivorous Birds
Ingestion of surface water
Incidental ingestion of sediment
Ingestion of fish

[l. Piscivorous Mammals
Ingestion of surface water
Incidental ingestion of sediment
Ingestion of fish

Selection of Receptor Species

Receptor species were selected as representative of organisms within the complete exposure
pathways identified above. Selection was based on potential for exposure to PCBs due to feeding
habits or habitat use, sensitivity to adverse effects of PCBs, availability of toxicological data, and
consistency with receptors selected for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay risk assessment.

28.1 Pelagic Fish

Lake trout are top level predators with a high fat content and are therefore likely to
accumulate large concentrations of PCBs. Information on the life history of lake trout can
be found in Appendix B. Historicaly, lake trout spawned in Green Bay, utilizing
spawning grounds mostly located in the upper bay (Thibodeau 1990). Sincethe Lake
Michigan lake trout population crash in the 1940s and 1950s, lake trout have not spawned
in Green Bay, athough reproduction is occurring in Lake Michigan. However, although
successful reproduction of hatchery-reared trout has occurred in Lake Michigan,
sustainable recruitment of lake trout into a fishery has not developed (Holey et al. 1995).
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Lake trout have been shown to accumulate PCBs to higher concentrations than any other
salmonid species in western Lake Michigan, with mean fillet concentrations
approximately two times greater than those in brown trout, chinook salmon, brook trout,
rainbow trout, or coho salmon (Miller et a. 1993). Madenjian et al. (1998) indicated that
lake trout retain 80 percent of the PCBs that are contained in their food. The authors
estimate a net trophic transfer efficiency of 0.73 to 0.89 for lake trout between the ages of
5and 10 yearsold. This study also indicated that most of the PCB body burden
accumulated by lake trout was from their food. Furthermore, among fish species studied,
lake trout have been found to be the most sensitive to PCB-caused fry mortality (Walker
et al. 1991).

Given the high degree of accumulation of PCBs in lake trout and their sensitivity to PCB
reproductive effects, lake trout are an appropriate receptor species to evaluate pelagic fish
reproduction and survival in upper Green Bay.

Piscivorous Birds

Two piscivorous bird species were selected as receptor species representative of
piscivorous birds which utilize upper Green Bay: Caspian tern and double-crested
cormorant. Information on the life history and an exposure profile for the Caspian ternis
provided in Appendix B. Terns may be one of the more sensitive avian species to PCB
toxicity (Mineau et al. 1984). Caspian terns generally feed on fish, but will also consume
eggs and young of other bird species. In addition, the Caspian ternis currently classified
as endangered according to the state of Wisconsin. Based on sensitivity to PCBs and the
potential for high exposure to PCBs based on feeding habits, Caspian terns were
considered to be an appropriate receptor species representative of piscivorous birds for
this risk assessment.

The second species selected as representative of piscivorous birds was the double-crested
cormorant. Information on the life history and an exposure profile for the double-crested
cormorant is provided in Appendix B. Double-crested cormorants are strict piscivores
and have the potential for exposure to PCBs in the upper Green Bay via the consumption
of fish. Since they are upper trophic level consumers, they have the potential to
accumulate PCBs in their tissues to high concentrations. The concentration of PCBsin
eggs of double-crested cormorants has been positively correlated with deformitiesin
hatchlings (Giesy et al. 1994), indicating that a mechanism of toxicity leading to adverse
effects from exposure to PCBs may exist in double-crested cormorants. Therefore,
double-crested cormorants were also considered to be an appropriate receptor species
representative of piscivorous birds for this risk assessment.

Piscivorous Mammals

Mink were selected as receptor species representative of piscivorous mammals which
utilize the upper Green Bay area. Information on their life history and an exposure profile
for the mink are provided in Appendix B. Life history parameters selected for use in the
exposure model are conservative (e.g., highest reported ingestion rate and lowest reported
body weight); the objective of this risk assessment is to determine whether no ecological
risk is present, or whether further evaluation is needed. The use of conservative
assumptions minimizes the possibility of concluding risk is not present when a threat
actually does exist.

The habitat of mink includes coastal marshes such as those along the western shore of
Green Bay (Chapman and Felhamer 1982). Since alarge proportion of the mink’s diet is
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fish, mink would be expected to accumulate PCBs in their tissues via the consumption of
PCB-contaminated fish. Furthermore, of the wildlife species tested, mink are the most
sensitive species to the toxicity of PCBs (Eider 1986). For these reasons, mink were
considered to be an appropriate receptor species representative of piscivorous mammals
for thisrisk assessment.

Testable Hypotheses

Testable hypotheses are specific risk questions that are based upon the assessment endpoints. For
this risk assessment, the testable hypotheses were as follows:

29.1  Assessment Endpoint #1: Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival.

Are levels of site-related contaminants sufficient to cause toxic effects or reproductive
impairment in fish that inhabit the upper Green Bay?

2.9.2  Assessment Endpoint #2: Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival.

Are levels of site-related contaminants sufficient to cause toxic effects or reproductive
impairment in piscivorous birds that utilize the upper Green Bay?

29.3  Assessment Endpoint #3: Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival.

Are levels of site-related contaminants sufficient to cause toxic effects or reproductive
impairment in piscivorous mammals that utilize the upper Green Bay?

M easurement Endpoints

Each of the testable hypotheses was evaluated using one or more measurement endpoints. The
number of measurement endpoints chosen for each assessment endpoint was determined by the
type of habitat, the mechanism(s) of toxicity, and the availability of existing data. When more than
one measurement endpoint was used to evaluate a single assessment endpoint, a weight-of-
evidence approach was employed, whereby the measurement endpoints were treated as lines of
evidence. The overall risk to each assessment endpoint was then determined based on the results
of the evaluation of each line of evidence, having taken into consideration the degree of
importance of each line of evidence.

The measurement endpoints were selected to represent the mechanisms of toxicity and exposure
pathways for the assessment endpoints, and to answer questions posed by the testable hypotheses
for each assessment endpoint. Similar to the assessment endpoints, the measurement endpoints for
this study stemmed from the measurement endpoints selected for the risk assessment of the Lower
Fox River/lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). The following measurement
endpoints, or lines of evidence, were identified for each of the assessment endpointsin thisrisk
assessment:

2.10.1 Measurement Endpoint for Assessment Endpoint #1: Pelagic Fish Reproduction and
Survival.

Two lines of evidence were used to assess whether PCBs are likely to adversely affect
survival and reproduction of pelagic fish in the upper Green Bay:

First, data on whole-body concentrations of PCBs in upper trophic level fish collected
from the upper Green Bay were obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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database that was used for the Natural Resources Damage Assessment (NRDA), and data
collected for the Green Bay Mass Balance Model (Hagler Bailly Services, Inc. 1997,
Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999b; U.S. EPA 1996). These concentrations were assumed to
be representative of whole-body tissue concentrations of lake trout inhabiting the upper
Green Bay. Measured fish tissue concentrations were compared to values cited in the
literature which have been shown to result in toxic effects or reproductive impairment of
fish.

Second, estimates of fish egg PCB concentrations were calculated from the whole-body
fish tissue concentrations using aratio cal culated based on the data presented in Mac et al.
(1993). These estimated fish egg concentrations were then Compared with fish egg
concentrations of PCBs, derived from the literature, that have been associated with
adverse effectsin fish.

M easurement Endpoints for Assessment Endpoint #2: Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and
Survival

Three lines of evidence were used to evaluate piscivorous bird reproduction and survival
in upper Green Bay

First, PCB concentrations measured in bird eggs collected from islands in or near upper
Green Bay were ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation concentrations of PCBsin bird
eggos cited in the literature which are associated with adverse effects on bird reproduction
and survival.

Second, afood chain model for each receptor species was used to estimate daily dietary
exposure to PCBs in the upper Green Bay. Data on fish tissue PCB concentrationsin the
upper Green Bay were obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service database used for
the NRDA (Hagler Bailly Services, Inc. 1997; Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a) and the
database compiled for the development of the Green Bay Mass Balance Model (U.S. EPA
1996). Sediment and surface water concentrations to be entered into the food chain
models were also obtained from the database compiled for the development of the Green
Bay Mass Balance Model. Using the food chain models, a predicted daily PCB dosage
was calculated for both receptors. These dosages were then Compared with dietary PCB
dosages derived from the literature that were associated with toxic effectsin birds.

Third, results from published studies in which the effects of PCBs on birds inhabiting the
upper Green Bay were evaluated. This information was used to supplement the
conclusions drawn from the first two lines of evidence.

M easurement Endpoint for Assessment Endpoint #3: Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction
and Survival.

A food chain model for mink was selected as an appropriate measurement endpoint to
assess the risk to piscivorous mammal reproduction and survival in the upper Green Bay
from exposure to PCBs. Data on fish tissue concentrations of PCBsin the upper Green
Bay were obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service database used for the NRDA,
and the database compiled for the development of the Green Bay Mass Balance Model
(U.S. EPA 1996). Sediment and surface water concentrations entered into the food chain
models were obtained from the database compiled for the development of the Green Bay
Mass Balance Model. Using the food chain model, a predicted daily PCB dosage was
calculated for the mink. This dosage was compared with dietary PCB dosages derived
from the literature that are associated with toxic effectsin mink.
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3.0 ASSUMPTIONS

An attempt was made to utilize conservative assumptions throughout this risk assessment due to the
uncertainty associated with the risk assessment process. The use of consistently conservative assumptions
minimizes the possibility of concluding that risk is not present when athreat actually does exist (i.e., the
elimination of false negatives). While there is uncertainty associated with each conservative assumption
used, this consistent selection process assures that the uncertainty associated with this type of error will err
on the side of a protective outcome. In some cases, there was sufficient information available to justify the
use of less conservative assumptions. The assumptions utilized in this risk assessment are described bel ow.

The following conservative assumptions were made to conduct this risk assessment:

L4

M aximum contaminant levels measured in tissue and sediment were used in the risk calcul ations
and assumed to be representative of concentrations present site-wide.

To calculate total PCB concentrations in fish tissue for the upper Green Bay Mass Balance Model,
the concentration of each of the PCB congeners measured for each sample were summed. If a
particular congener was not detected in a sample, it was assumed to be present as one-half of either
its limit of detection (LOD) or itslimit of quanitification (LOQ), whichever was reported.

Contaminants in food items were assumed to be 100 percent bioavailable and not metabolized
and/or excreted during the life of the receptor. Most dietary toxicity reference values (TRVs) are
based on administered doses in toxicity tests rather than the resulting absorbed doses. Therefore,
this assumption probably does not greatly influence the results of the analysis.

For calculations of an area use factor* (AUF) for the mink, the minimum reported home range was
used.

Since most dietary TRV s were derived using dosing interval s shorter than seasonal life history
events, it was deemed appropriate to not consider seasonal factorsin the life histories of avian
receptors for the purposes of thisrisk assessment. Therefore, breeding territories rather than full
migratory ranges were used to calculate AUFs for the Caspian tern and the double-crested
cormorant. The portion of the year that these birds have migrated el sewhere and are therefore not
utilizing the upper Green Bay was not accounted for in the estimation of their AUFs. It was
assumed that these birds are present year round in the upper Green Bay.

A literature search was conducted to determine the chronic toxicity of PCBs for use in the food
chain models. If no toxicity values could be located for the receptor species, values reported for a
closely related specieswere used. Studies were critically reviewed to determine whether study
design and methods were appropriate. If valuesfor chronic toxicity were not available, LD,
(median lethal dose) valueswere used. For this study, afactor of 100 was used to convert the
reported LD, to a No Observable Adverse Effect Level (NOAEL). A factor of 10 was used to
convert areported Lowest Observable Adverse Effect Level (LOAEL) to a NOAEL. No other
safety factors were incorporated into the TRV s selected for thisrisk assessment. If several
toxicity values were reported for a receptor species, the most conservative value was used in the
risk calculations as long as the study design, exposure route, mechanism, and species tested were
deemed appropriate. For the chronic toxicity endpoints, values obtained from long-term feeding

1 An area use factor isthe ratio of an organism’'s home range, breeding range, or feeding/foraging range to
the area of contamination of a site.
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studies were used in preference to those obtained from single dose oral studies.

¢ A sediment ingestion rate could not be located for mink; estimated sediment ingestion rates were
based on those reported in the literature for a similar species, the raccoon. It was assumed that the
sediment ingestion rate of the raccoon, as a percentage of dietary intake, was representative of the
sediment ingestion rate for the mink.

¢ In the food chain model, the lowest reported body weights and the highest reported ingestion rates
for adults were assumed in each case.

The following assumptions were also made to conduct this risk assessment. Some are not conservative
(e.g., mean contaminant levels) while others are realistic (e.g., an area use factor of 1.0 for piscivorous
birds).

¢ Mean contaminant levels measured in tissue and sediment were also used in the risk calculations
and assumed to be representative of concentrations present site-wide.

¢ PCB concentrations measured in walleye and brown trout were assumed to be representative of
concentrationsin lake trout. Although lake trout have been found to accumulate the highest
concentrations of PCBs found in open-water fish of the Great Lakes (Mac and Schwarz 1992), lake
trout data collected under rigorous QA/QC procedures were not available for use in this risk
assessment.

¢ Dietary composition information was obtained from the literature for the receptor species
evaluated using the food chain models. However, simplifications of complex diets were assumed
for the receptors. Since fish were the only food items for which PCB residue data existed, the
receptors evaluated using the food chain model were assumed to consume 100 percent fish. Fish
were assumed to be appropriate surrogates for all other prey species potentially consumed by
receptors.

¢ It was assumed that Caspian terns and double-crested cormorants could obtain all of their food
within the study area.

¢ Sediment ingestion rates for the Caspian tern and double-crested cormorant could not be found in
the literature. However, due to the open water feeding habits of the Caspian tern and the double-
crested cormorant, these receptors were assumed to not incidentally ingest sediment.

¢ Numerous studies have documented greater sensitivity of chickensto TCDD-like toxicity
compared with other species. Other species tested include pheasants, mallards, goldeneyes,
herring gulls, black-headed gulls, common tern and kestrels (Brunstrom 1988, Brunstrom and
Reutergardh 1986, Hoffman et al. 1998); all speciestested to date have been considerably less
sengitive than chickens (Hoffman et al 1998). Dietary LOAELSs reported for chickens ranged from
0.0414 to 0.9 milligrams per kilogram body weight per day (mg/kgBW/day), whereas dietary
LOAELs reported for other bird species ranged from 1.12 to 36 mg/kgBW/day (Appendix A,
Table A-1). Wefelt a sufficient number of studies had been conducted with other avian speciesto
conclude that effect levels reported for chickens were an anomaly relative to other bird species.
Studies in which chickens were the test species were not selected for derivation of the NOAEL and
LOAEL in thisrisk assessment.

¢ In some cases, toxicity valuesin the literature were reported as mg/kg in the diet. These were
converted to daily intake (mg/kg BW/day) by using the following formula:

Daily Intake (mg/kg BW/day) = Contaminant Dose (mg/kg diet) x Ingestion Rate
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(kg/day) x 1/Bodyweight (kg)

This conversion allowed dietary toxicity levels cited to be converted to a daily dose based on body
weight. Contaminant doses are exposure levels utilized in studies which evaluated dietary toxicity
of PCBs. All studies evaluated to derive the TRV s utilized in this risk assessment are described in
detail, including contaminant dose, in Appendix A, Section A.3.1 and A.4. Life history profiles
used to derive exposure parameters (ingestion rates and body weights) for receptor species are
presented in Appendix B. Values used for this conversion are summarized in Table A-1
(Appendix A).

4.0 METHODS

4.1

Data Compilation (Exposure Characterization)

Data used in support of the ecological risk assessment was obtained from three original sources.
First, fish whole-body PCB concentration data were obtained from a database that was devel oped
for use in the NRDA. Second, additional fish whole-body PCB data as well as surface water and
sediment PCB data were obtained from the database developed in support of the Green Bay Mass
Balance Model (U.S. EPA 1996). Third, bird egg concentrations as well as information on the
success of field populations were obtained from studiesin the literature. Of these data sets, the one
developed for the NRDA was developed under the most rigorous quality assurance/quality control
(QA/QC) procedures. The NRDA data were also the most recent data available and thus was
given the most weight in this risk assessment. The data collected in support of the Green Bay
Mass Balance Model was older data and has not been fully validated using strict QA/QC
procedures. Therefore, these data have a higher level of uncertainty than the NRDA data and were
therefore given less weight in the risk assessment. The Mass Balance Model data, however, are
the most comprehensive data set available for the upper Green Bay and therefore were considered
important supporting data for inclusion in the risk assessment. The QA/QC procedures used to
validate the bird data collected from the literature are not known. Therefore, these data were
considered the least rigorous data set, but they were also considered to be important information in
support of the conclusions of the ecological risk assessment because these types of data do not
exist elsawhere. Inlight of the varying degrees of confidence in the different data sets, the data
sets were used both separately and combined in the risk assessment to be able to assign a
qualitative level of certainty to each of the conclusions.

41.1  Surface Water PCB Data

Surface water data were obtained from the Green Bay Mass Balance data set incorporated
into the Fox River Database (http://www.ecochem.net/FoxRiverDatabase\Web/default.asp).
This database contains Green Bay Mass Balance data which has been reviewed to
eliminate duplicate entries or other anomalies. All data reported for Green Bay Zone IV
were utilized in this risk assessment. Green Bay Zone 1V, as defined for the Green Bay
Mass Balance Model (U.S.EPA 1996), includes the portion of Green Bay north of aline
which intersects Chambers Island (Figure 2). Data were reported as “ dissolved” and
“particulate” ; these two fractions were summed to obtain atotal PCB concentration for
each sample. Any duplicate samples were first averaged to calculate a mean dissolved,
particulate and total PCB concentration for that location. Finally, an overall mean and
maximum total PCB concentration for surface water in the upper Green Bay was

calcul ated.

Mean and maximum total PCB concentrations in surface water were entered into the food
chain modelsto estimate the expected dosage of PCBs from ingestion of surface water for
the Caspian tern, double-crested cormorant, and mink, as described in Section 4.3.2.
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41.2

4.1.3

Sediment PCB Data

Surface sediment data (0 to 12 inches) were also obtained from the Green Bay Mass
Balance data set incorporated into the Fox River Database. All data reported for Green
Bay Zone IV were utilized in this risk assessment. Mean and maximum PCB
concentrations in surface sediment for the upper Green Bay were calculated. These
numbers were used to estimate the expected incidental sediment dosage in the food chain
model for the mink.

Fish Whole-Body PCB Data

Fish whole-body PCB data were obtained from two different sources. First, data were
available for upper trophic level fish (walleye and brown trout) from the database
developed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and used for the NRDA (Hagler Bailly
Services, Inc. 1997; Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a). From this database, the total PCB
concentration in each sample was cal culated by summing the concentrations of each
congener and subtracting congener 85 for each sample. Congener 85 was subtracted from
the total because the analytical laboratory performing the analysis determined that there
was analytical interference with DDE. Dueto thisinterference, it was the opinion of the
analytical laboratory, that a sum of all the congeners would have resulted in a gross
overestimation of the total PCB concentrations, while the sum of the congener
concentrations minus congener 85 was believed to be only a slight underestimation of the
total PCB concentrations. Therefore, the congener sum minus congener 85 was
determined to be the most appropriate calculation of total PCBs for this data set and was
selected for usein thisrisk assessment.

An overall mean and a maximum total PCB concentration was then cal culated for whole-
body fish tissue from the NRDA data set. Tissue data from this database are composite
samples comprised of three to six fish. The maximum concentration obtained from this
data set may underestimate the maximum PCB concentration in individual fish. The
resulting concentrations were used both in the food chain models, and in comparisons
with fish whole-body PCB concentrations identified in the literature to be associated with
adverse effects.

Data for PCB concentrations in fish tissue collected for the Green Bay Mass Balance
Model were obtained from a data set extracted from the original Mass Balance Model
database and compiled by Stratus Consulting, Inc. in Boulder CO, and from the Mass
Balance Model data incorporated into the Fox River Database. Samples from this data set
are composite samples comprised of five fish each. In this data set, PCB congener data
were available for both upper trophic level fish (walleye and brown trout) as well as
forage fish (alewife, carp, and smelt) for the upper Green Bay, corresponding to Region
IV of Green Bay for the Mass Balance Model (U.S. EPA 1996). Total PCBs were
calculated for each sample by summing the concentrations of each PCB congener
detected in each sample. If aparticular congener was not detected, it was assumed to be
present at one-half of either its LOD or its LOQ, whichever was reported. An overall
mean and maximum was cal cul ated separately for forage fish (alewife, carp, and smelt
only) and was used in the food chain models. In addition, the data for the upper trophic
level fish (walleye and brown trout) were combined with the walleye and brown trout data
from the NRDA data set, and an overall mean and maximum total PCB whole-body
concentration was calculated from this combined data set. The resulting mean and
maximum concentrations were used, as described below, to compare with fish whole-
body PCB concentrations that have been associated with adverse effects in the literature.
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4.2

414  Fish Egg PCB Data

Estimated concentrations of PCBs in fish eggs were cal culated using an egg to whole-
body ratio of 0.209 calculated for lake trout using data presented in Mac et al. (1993).
Miller (1993) reported mean tissue and egg PCB concentrations in lake trout collected
from Lake Michigan; the egg to whole-body ratio calculated from this mean is 0.223.
Theratio calculated using the Mac et al. (1993) data was utilized in this risk assessment,
asindividual fish and egg concentrations were reported rather than means. Similar to the
calculation of whole-body data, described in Section 4.1.3, the data obtained from the
NRDA database was first taken alone to calculate a mean and a maximum estimated fish
egg concentration. To do this, the mean and maximum whole-body PCB concentrations
calculated from the NRDA data set were multiplied by 0.209 to obtain the estimated mean
and maximum fish egg concentrations for upper trophic level fish from the NRDA data
set. A similar calculation (multiplication by 0.209) was performed on upper trophic level
fish data from the Mass Balance Model. All estimated fish egg PCB concentrations from
the two databases were then combined to obtain an overall mean and maximum estimated
PCB concentration in fish eggs. The resulting estimated fish egg PCB concentrations for
the NRDA data alone and the combined data were compared with fish egg PCB
concentrations in the literature that have been associated with adverse effectsin fish, as
described in Section 4.3.1.

415 Bird Egg PCB Data

A variety of published studies have been performed in which bird eggs were collected
fromidandsin and around the upper Green Bay and analyzed for PCBs (e.g., Ewinset al.
1994, Custer et al. in press). These studies were reviewed and data on mean and
maximum PCB concentrations reported for bird eggs were compiled. Because these
studies were conducted over a broad time span, and since the concentrations of PCBsin
bird eggsin the upper Green Bay have generally declined over time (Stratus Consulting,
Inc. 1999d), the most recent data available was used to evaluate the present risk from
PCBsin the upper Green Bay. Since bird egg PCB data were available for both of the
selected receptor species (Caspian tern and double-crested cormorant), data for only these
two species were considered.

Effects Characterization

A comprehensive literature search was conducted to locate studies which evaluated the toxicity of
PCBsto ecological receptors. Toxicity reference values (TRV's) were derived based on the results
of the literature search. A TRV isacontaminant dose level that is compared with an exposure
dose to assess the presence and degree of risk to areceptor or group of receptors from that
contaminant. Usually, two TRV s are used to predict ecological risk: a no observable adverse
effect level (NOAEL) and alowest observable adverse effect level (LOAEL). The NOAEL isthe
highest dose at which adverse effects are not expected to occur, and the LOAEL isthe lowest dose
at which adverse effects are expected to occur.

Studies located in the literature search were critically evaluated to determine whether they were
appropriate to use to derive a TRV. Criteria used to appraise studies included suitability of the test
result for evaluating the assessment endpoint, similarity of test organism to selected receptor
species, duration of exposure, life stage tested, and ecological relevance of the measured effect.
The TRV s selected for this risk assessment were based on high-quality studies which satisfied
many or all of the evaluation criteria; they are presented in Table 1. Studies which reported both a
LOAEL and NOAEL were selected over studies which reported only one effect level, due to the
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uncertainty associated with an unbounded effect level2.  If only aLOAEL could be identified
from the studies, an uncertainty factor of 10 was used to calculate a NOAEL (Dourson and Stara
1983). If aLOAEL could not be located for a receptor, the highest NOAEL was selected, and a
factor of 10 was used to calculate aLOAEL. Additional discussion on the TRV s selected for this
risk assessment is provided in Section 6.0 (Risk Characterization). The studies used to derive
TRVsfor thisrisk assessment are described in detail in Appendix A.

4.3 Methods Used to Evaluate Risk

The hazard quotient (HQ) method (Barnthouse et al. 1986; U.S. EPA 1997) was employed to
predict the effects of PCB contamination within the upper Green Bay. This method compares
exposure concentrations to ecological endpoints such as mortality, reproductive failure or reduced
growth. Thisis done using chronic toxicity values derived from the literature that are intended to
represent alower dose over alonger duration of exposure, resulting in subtle effects that would be
expected to manifest themselves at the population level over the longer term.

The comparisons are expressed as ratios of potential intake values to population effect levels, as
follows:

Chronic Hazard Quotient = _Exposure Concentration (Mean or Maximum)
Chronic Effect Level (e.g., NOAEL or LOAEL)

The effect level values for toxicity of PCBswere obtained from published studies, and are
summarized in Appendix A. The exposure concentrations and toxicity values were entered into the
HQ equation and a HQ was cal cul ated.

If the calculated HQ is greater than one based on a chronic NOAEL, it isan indication that thereis
apotential chronic risk from that contaminant to the ecological receptor in question. The most
significant potential risk isindicated if the HQ exceeds one using mean measured PCB
concentrations. 1t should be noted that the maximum concentration is an actual measured potential
exposure concentration; a HQ which exceeds one using the maximum measured PCB
concentration is still an indication of potential risk.

A LOAEL isan exposure concentration at which an adverse effect has observed; exposure at this
concentration is likely to produce an adverse effect in areceptor. If the HQ is greater than one
based on a chronic LOAEL for a particular contaminant, it is an indication that the site levels of
that contaminant are likely to produce an adverse effect on survival, reproduction, or growth of the
ecological receptor in question. As stated above, the most significant risk isindicated if the HQ
exceeds one using mean measured PCB concentrations. 1n addition, the HQ should be interpreted
based on the severity of the effect reported.

431  Comparisons of Measured Tissue Concentrations to Literature Values
The literature was reviewed to identify fish whole-body, fish egg, and bird egg PCB

concentrations that are associated with toxicity. The literature on toxicity-associated
tissue levelsis summarized in Appendix A. Based on the studies found in the literature,

ZA study which reports both aNOAEL and LOAEL (a“bounded” effect level) was considered preferable
to studies which reported only one effect level. If an unbounded LOAEL is reported, this does not mean that the
concentration is the lowest concentration at which an adverse effect may be observed; it is smply the lowest
concentration tested in a particular study.
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4.3.2

ano observed adverse effect concentration (NOAEC) and alowest observed adverse
effect concentration (LOAEC) for effects associated with PCB concentrationsin fish
whole bodies, fish eggs, and bird eggs were developed. The mean and maximum PCB
concentrations for each tissue matrix were divided by the toxic threshold tissue
concentrations (NOAECs and LOAECS) derived from the literature for each tissue matrix,
resultingin aHQ. An HQ greater than 1.0 indicates a potential ecological risk.

Due to the differing degrees of confidence in the two sources of fish tissue data, the fish
data were treated in two ways. First, the maximum and mean whole-body PCB
concentrations from the database used to support the NRDA was used. Sincethis
database contained whole-body PCB concentrations for two upper trophic level fish
species (brown trout and walleye), thus representing the upper trophic level measurement
endpoint species (Iake trout), and since the data collected for the NRDA were collected
under rigorous QA/QC procedures, the resulting HQ is associated with a high level of
confidence. However, the NRDA database was comprised of only eight composite
samples of fish, and maximum concentrations in individual fish may be underestimated.
Therefore, a separate evaluation was conducted in which data from the Green Bay Mass
Balance Model database was combined with the NRDA database in order to calculate
overall maximum and mean PCB concentrations. To do this, only data for upper trophic
level fish (brown trout and walleye) from the Mass Balance Model were used, since this
was expected to represent whole-body PCB concentrations in the measurement endpoint
species (lake trout) better than whole-body concentrations of forage fish, which were also
available in the Mass Balance Model database. Since the Mass Balance Model database
was comprised of twelve composite whole-body fish samples, this combined data set
decreases the uncertainty derived from having only eight data points upon which to base
an evaluation, as would have been the case if only the NRDA data were used.

This information obtained from comparing measured fish tissue and bird egg
concentrations and estimated fish egg concentrations to literature values contributed to the
risk characterization for the following assessment endpoints:

¢ Pelagic fish reproduction and survival
¢ Piscivorous bird reproduction and survival
Food Chain Models

Food chain models were used to characterize risk for the following assessment endpoints:

¢ Piscivorous bird reproduction and survival
¢ Piscivorous mammal reproduction and survival

The effect level values for dietary toxicity of PCBswere based on published studies, and
are summarized in Appendix A. The exposure concentrations were estimated by
employing afood chain model for each measurement endpoint (e.g., the mink) associated
with an assessment endpoint (e.g., piscivorous mammals). In these food chain models,
ingestion rates of PCBsfor each receptor species were determined based on measured
concentrations of PCBs in water, sediment, and food items collected from the upper
Green Bay as well as known or estimated water, sediment, and food ingestion rates and
body weights of each receptor species (Appendix B).

For this risk assessment, both maximum and mean contaminant exposure scenarios were

modeled for each receptor. To model the maximum contaminant exposure scenario, the
maximum water, sediment, and fish PCB concentrations were entered into the food chain
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models to estimate a maximum contaminant dose for each receptor species. Likewise, to
model the mean exposure scenario, the mean measured PCB concentrations in water,
sediment, and fish were entered into the food chain models to estimate a mean
contaminant dose for each receptor species.

Sediment and fish tissue PCB concentrations were entered into the models as wet weight
concentrations to be compared with the toxicity values derived from the literature, which
were a so entered into the models on awet weight basis. In addition, the water
concentrations entered into the models were for the sum of the dissolved plus particulate
PCBs because this represents a more realistic estimate of exposure via oral ingestion of
water.

The fish data from the NRDA and the Mass Balance Model databases were treated in two
waysin the food chain models. First, the maximum and mean whole-body PCB
concentrations from the NRDA database were calculated and entered separately into the
food chain models. Since the NRDA database contained whole-body PCB concentrations
for only upper trophic level fish species (brown trout and walleye) rather than forage fish
species, an overestimation of the PCB dosage from the ingestion of fish is expected since
upper trophic level fish are expected to accumulate greater concentrations of PCBs than
forage fish. However, since the NRDA database is the only source of data collected using
rigorous QA/QC procedures, it was deemed appropriate to use these datain the food
chain models. It should be noted that the resulting HQs may be higher than if PCB
concentrations for forage fish were used. The Mass Balance Model data set, on the other
hand, comprised data for three forage fish species (alewife, carp, and smelt). Therefore, a
mean and maximum PCB concentration for forage fish only were calculated from the
Mass Balance Model database and were also entered separately in the food chain models.
The use of the Mass Balance Model forage fish data hel ps to address the uncertainty
derived from using upper trophic level fish PCB concentrations from the NRDA database
to represent forage fish PCB concentrations in the food chain models.

Uncertainty was al so associated with the surface water (birds and mink) and sediment
(mink only) PCB concentrations that were entered into the food chain models, since these
data were also obtained from the Mass Balance Model database. To addressthis
uncertainty in the food chain models, an HQ was calculated for the ingestion of fish alone
aswell asfor the ingestion of fish, sediment, and water together. Asaresult, the
influence of the sediment and water data on the final HQs could be determined, and the
uncertainty derived from using the Mass Balance Model sediment and water datain the
food chain models could be qualitatively evaluated.

433 Nesting Colony Studies
The results from published nesting colony studies were used as a third line of evidenceto
evaluate the risk to piscivorous birds inhabiting the upper Green Bay. Studies that have
examined reproductive injuriesin bird colonies in the upper Green Bay were summarized
and used to support the conclusions regarding risk to the following assessment endpoint:
¢ Piscivorous bird reproduction and survival
5.0 RESULTS OF DATA COMPILATION
51 Surface Water PCB Data

Fifty-seven surface water samples were collected in the Upper Green Bay study area in support of
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the Green Bay Mass Balance Model (U.S. EPA 1996). Total PCB concentrations in surface water
ranged from 0.00028 to 0.00311 micrograms per liter (ug/L), with a mean concentration of 0.001
po/L (Table 2).

Sediment PCB Data

Twenty-eight surface sediment samples were collected in the upper Green Bay Study area.
Sediment concentrations ranged from 2.4 to 27.07 micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg) wet weight,
with a mean PCB concentration of 11.33 pg/kg wet weight (Table 3).

Fish Whole-Body PCB Data

Fish tissue samples collected for the NRDA data set were composite samples comprised of three to
six individual fish. Overall, atotal of 10 walleye and 25 brown trout were included in the
composite samples. PCB concentrations ranged from 1.17 to 1.98 mg/kg wet weight in brown
trout, and 4.61 to 7.26 mg/kg wet weight in walleye (Table 4). Mean and maximum fish tissue
concentrations from this data set were 3.23 and 7.26 mg/kg wet weight, respectively. These
concentrations were used as the measurement endpoint for Assessment Endpoint #1, and also in
food chain models for piscivorous birds and mammals.

PCB concentration ranges measured in fish collected in support of the Mass Balance Model were
asfollows: 0.11 to 4.20 mg/kg wet weight in forage fish, 1.70 to 3.90 mg/kg wet weight in brown
trout, and 0.62 to 5.90 mg/kg wet weight in walleye (Table 5). The mean PCB concentration in
forage fish was 1.28 mg/kg wet weight, while mean PCB concentration in upper trophic level fish
was 2.98 mg/kg wet weight. Forage fish concentrations were used in food chain models for
piscivorous birds and mammals.

To evaluate Assessment Endpoint #1, brown trout and walleye tissue data from both data sets was
combined to obtain an overall mean and maximum PCB concentrations in upper trophic level fish
of 3.04 and 7.26 mg/kg wet weight, respectively (Table 6).

Fish Egg PCB Data

Estimated concentrations of PCBsin fish eggs were calculated using an egg to whole-body ratio of
0.209 calculated for lake trout using data presented in Mac et al. (1993). Lake trout whole-body
and egg PCB concentrations were reported; the egg concentrations (wet weight) were divided by
the whole-body PCB concentrations (wet weight) to cal culate the above ratio. Using mean and
maximum PCB concentrations from the NRDA data set, a mean and maximum egg PCB
concentration of 0.68 and 1.52 mg/kg wet weight was calculated (Table 7). When upper trophic
level fish data from the NRDA and Mass Balance data set were combined, the estimated mean egg
concentration is 0.64 mg/kg wet weight, and maximum egg concentration is 1.52 mg/kg wet
weight.

Bird Egg PCB Data

Several studies were located which reported PCB concentrations measured in Caspian tern and
double-crested cormorant eggs from the upper Green Bay study area (Table 8). The most recent
data available was selected for use in this risk assessment. Ewins et a. (1994) reported a mean
concentration of 15.8 mg/kg wet weight in Caspian tern eggs collected on Gravelly Iland in 1991
(Table 8). Maximum and individual egg concentrations were not reported. Custer et al. (in press)
reported mean and maximum PCB concentrations of 10.4 and 20.1 mg/kg wet weight,
respectively, in double-crested cormorant eggs collected on Spider Island in 1994 and 1995.
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6.0 RISK CHARACTERIZATION (Step 7)

6.1 Assessment Endpoint # 1: Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival

6.1.1

6.1.2

Comparisons of Estimated Fish Egg PCB Concentrations to Literature Values

Numerous studies have demonstrated that the early life stages of fish are most sensitive to
PCB toxicity, and that PCBs are transferred from maternal tissue to eggs (Ankley et al.
1992, Newsted et al. 1995, Larsson et al. 1993). These studies are summarized in
Appendix A. Reported NOAEC and LOAEC concentrations ranged from 0.17 to 3.7
mg/kg wet weight, and 0.31 to 5.1 mg/kg wet weight, respectively. Based on study
characteristics (e.g., study design, presence of contaminants other than PCBs), a reported
LOAEC of 1.6 mg/kg wet weight (Hendricks et al. 1981) and an estimated NOAEC of
0.16 mg/kg wet weight were selected as the most appropriate TRV s for this risk
assessment.

Using data from the NRDA database, estimated mean PCB concentrations in eggs were
0.68 mg/kg, wet weight and maximum egg PCB concentrations were 1.52 mg/kg, wet
weight. When data from the NRDA database and the Green Bay Mass Balance M odel
were combined, mean and maximum egg PCB concentrations were 0.64 and 1.52 mg/kg
wet weight, respectively. All HQs calculated using the NOAEC exceeded 1.0, and ranged
from4.0t0 9.5 (Table 9). None of the HQs calculated using the LOAEC exceeded 1.0.

Results of risk calculations for fish egg concentrations indicate potential risk to pelagic
fish reproduction and survival in the upper Green Bay.

Comparisons of Measured Fish Whole-Body Concentrations to Literature Values

Numerous studies have been conducted with fish in which adverse effects on reproductive
endpoints have been observed, and whole-body concentrations of PCBs in adults have
been measured. These studies are summarized in Appendix A. Reported NOAEC and

L OAEC concentrations ranged from 1.6 to 11.6 mg/kg wet weight, and 9.3 to 429 mg/kg
wet weight. No effect concentrations reported in studies in which growth was the
measured endpoint ranged from 32 to 645 mg/kg wet weight.

An alternative way to determine whole-body concentrations at which adverse effects
would be expected is to estimate a whole-body concentration based on an egg
concentration that is associated with adverse effects. This method was derived based on
the fact that whole-body concentrations are often available, while fish egg concentrations
arenot. Early life-stages are most sensitive to adverse effects of PCBs, thereforeit is
important to identify maternal whole-body concentrations which result in critical egg/fry
PCB concentrations. Mac et al. (1993) reported lake trout whole-body and egg
concentrations of PCBs; when the egg PCB concentrations (wet weight) were divided by
the whole body PCB concentrations (wet weight), a mean ratio of 0.209 was cal cul ated.
Using thisratio, an expected lake trout whole-body concentration can be cal culated based
on alake trout egg concentration. When the egg LOAEC concentration of 1.6 mg/kg wet
weight, cited above, is divided by 0.209, a whole-body concentration that would be
expected to elicit adverse effects of 7.7 mg/kg wet weight was calculated. Since this
method provided the lowest LOAEC for whole-body fish PCB concentrations, a LOAEC
of 7.7 mg/kg wet weight, and a calculated NOAEC of 0.77 mg/kg wet weight were used
to evaluate the effects of PCBs on fish survival and reproduction in the upper Green Bay.
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Because the LOAEC selected for fish egg concentrations was used to derive a whole-
body concentration that would be expected to elicit adverse effects, these two lines of
evidence are functionally the same. However, whole-body PCB concentrations are easier
to measure than egg concentrations (sample collection is not seasonally limited); therefore
use of this method to identify a common measurement (whole-body PCB concentration)
that targets the most sensitive life stage was determined to be valid.

Using data from the NRDA database, mean whole-body fish PCB concentrations were
3.23 mg/kg wet weight and maximum whole-body fish PCB concentrations were 7.26
mg/kg wet weight. When data from the NRDA database and the Green Bay Mass
Balance Model were combined, mean and maximum whole-body PCB concentrationsin
upper trophic level fish were 3.04 and 7.26 mg/kg wet weight, respectively. All HQs
calculated using the NOAEC exceeded 1.0, and ranged from 3.9t0 9.4 (Table 9). None
of the HQs calculated using the LOAEC exceeded 1.0.

Because HQs cal culated for fish tissue concentration using the NOAEC as the effect level
exceed 1.0, pelagic fish reproduction and survival in the upper Green Bay is potentially at
risk from PCB exposure.

6.2 Assessment Endpoint #2: Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival

6.2.1

Comparisons of Measured Bird Egg Concentrationsto Literature Values

Field and laboratory studies have been published which correlate concentrations of PCBs
in bird eggs with adverse effects on survival, growth, or reproduction. Observed effects
include reduction in hatching success, eggshell production and female fertility (Scott
1977, Platonow and Reinhart 1973, McLane and Hughes 1980, Hoffman et al. 1993).
These studies are summarized in Appendix A. Reported NOAEC and LOAEC
concentrations of PCBs in bird eggs ranged from 0.36 to 39 mg/kg wet weight, and 1.5 to
105 mg/kg wet weight, respectively. The lowest exposure concentrations at which
adverse effects were observed were reported in studies conducted with chickens.
Numerous studies have documented the greater sensitivity of chickensto TCDD-like
toxicity compared with other bird species. Other species tested include pheasants,
mallards, goldeneyes, herring gulls, black-headed gulls, common tern and kestrels
(Brunstrom 1988, Brunstrom and Reutergardh 1986, Hoffman et al. 1998); all species
tested to date have been considerably less sensitive than chickens (Hoffman et al. 1998).
A possible explanation for this difference in sensitivity is a difference in concentration of
the Ah receptor or its binding affinity for TCDD. This receptor is present in the early
stages of chick embryo development but was not found in turkey embryos (Brunstrom and
Lund 1988). Because of their greater sensitivity, studies in which chickens were the test
species were not selected for derivation of the NOAEC and LOAEC in thisrisk
assessment. The NOAEC of 4.7 mg/kg wet weight and LOAEC of 7.6 mg/kg wet
weight reported by Hoffman et al. (1993) for common terns were selected for use in this
risk assessment; the adverse effect observed was decreased hatching success.

Measured mean PCB concentrations in Caspian tern and double-crested cormorant eggs
were 15.8 mg/kg, wet weight, and 10.4 mg/kg wet weight, respectively (Table 10). All
HQs calculated for mean PCB concentrationsin bird eggs and NOAEC or LOAEC values
exceeded 1.0. The maximum concentration measured in cormorant eggs was 20.1 mg/kg
wet weight (Custer et a. in press). Hazard quotients cal culated using the NOAEC and
LOAEC were 4.3 and 2.6, respectively. No maximum concentration was reported by
Ewins et al. (1994) for tern eggs, however hazard concentrations cal culated using the
mean and both effect levels exceeded 1.0, indicating potential risk. Use of the maximum
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6.2.2

concentration in risk calculations would only increase the magnitude of the calcul ated
HQ. All HQscalculated for bird egg PCB concentrations exceeded 1.0, indicating that
piscivorous bird species utilizing the upper Green Bay are at risk.

Ludwig et al. (1996) reported a NOAEC of 0.8 mg/kg; the adverse effect measured in this
study was deformity rate. This concentration was also evaluated in this risk assessment
for comparative purposes, however it should be noted that thisis an unbounded NOAEC
and it was not selected as the sole TRV for thisreason. All HQs calculated using this
NOAEC exceeded 1.0, and ranged from 13 (mean concentration in double-crested
cormorant eggs) to 25.1 (maximum concentration in double-crested cormorant eggs;
Table 10). Use of this NOAEC does not change the conclusions of this risk assessment,
namely that piscivorous birds utilizing the Upper Green Bay are at risk based on
measured egg PCB concentrations.

Food Chain Models for Piscivorous Birds

A literature search was conducted to evaluate dietary toxicity of PCBsto bird species.
The results of the literature search are presented in Appendix A. No studies were found
in which dietary toxicity of PCBsto either of the selected receptor species (Caspian tern
and double-crested cormorant) was tested. Reported NOAEL and LOAEL concentrations
for other avian species ranged from 0.0158 to 2.0 mg/kg BW/day, and 0.0414 to 275
mg/kg BW/day, respectively. Asbefore, studiesin which chickens were the test species
were not selected for derivation of the NOAEL and LOAEL in thisrisk assessment due to
the documented greater sensitivity of this species to adverse effects from PCB exposure.
A TRV was selected for this risk assessment based on the ecological significance of the
observed adverse effects (reproductive success and behavior), and study design where
PCBs were the only dietary contaminant present. A LOAEL of 1.12 mg/kg BW/day
reported in studies using ring doves (Peakall and Peakall 1973, Peakall et al. 1972) and
mourning doves (Tori and Peterle 1983) was selected asthe TRV for this risk assessment.
A NOAEL of 0.112 mg/kg BW/day was calculated from this LOAEL using an accepted
conversion factor of 10 (Dourson and Stara 1983).

Dietary exposure concentrations for the two piscivorous bird receptor species were
calculated using life history parameters summarized in Appendix B. For each species, the
following exposure scenarios were eval uated:

. Ingestion of fish with mean and maximum PCB concentrations from the NRDA
database (upper trophic level species)

. Ingestion of fish with mean and maximum PCB concentrations from the Green
Bay Mass Balance Model database (forage species only)

. Ingestion of fish and ingestion of surface water (water data from the Green Bay
Mass Balance Model)

Hazard quotient calcul ations were done using the NOAEL and LOAEL as the effect level
for each of the above scenarios. Results of the food chain model calculations are
presented in Table 11 (Caspian Tern) and Table 12 (Double-crested cormorant).

6.2.2.1 Caspian Tern

Hazard quotients calculated using the NOAEL and mean and maximum PCB
concentrations in fish from the NRDA database, and maximum concentrationsin
fish from the Mass Balance Model database exceeded 1.0 (2.0, 4.6 and 2.6,
respectively). None of the HQs obtained utilizing the LOAEL in the calculation
exceeded 1.0. Adding ingestion of surface water to the exposure calculations
had no impact on the results of the HQ calculations (HQs of 2.0, 4.6 and 2.6 for
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mean and maximum PCB concentration from the NRDA data set and maximum
concentration from the Mass Balance data set), indicating food ingestion is the
primary source of contaminant exposure for this species.

Results of the HQ calculations indicate Caspian terns utilizing the upper Green
Bay as aforaging area may potentially be at risk from dietary exposure to PCBs.

6.2.2.2 Double-Crested Cormorant

All HQs calculated using the NOAEL as the effect level exceeded 1.0 for this
species (Table 12). Ingestion of fish with mean and maximum PCB
concentrations from the NRDA database resulted in HQs of 7.2 and 16.2.
Calculations using mean and maximum fish PCB concentrations from the Mass
Balance Model resulted in HQs of 2.9 and 9.4, respectively. An HQ of 1.6 was
calculated using the LOAEL as the effect level and maximum fish concentrations
from the NRDA database. None of the other cal culations done using the

LOAEL resulted in an HQ which exceeded 1.0. Aswith the Caspian tern,
including water ingestion in the exposure scenario had no impact on calculated
HQs, indicating that food ingestion is the major exposure route for this species.

Because some HQs calculated for this species exceeded 1.0 when either effect
level was evaluated, afood chain exposure using the double-crested cormorant
model indicates piscivorous birds utilizing the upper Green Bay are at risk from
PCB exposure.

6.2.3  Nesting Colony Studies
6.2.3.1 Caspian Tern

Ludwig and Ludwig (undated report) performed afield study during the 1986
nesting season and looked at rates of deformities and reproductive successin
Caspian terns nesting on Gravelly and Gull Islands in upper Green Bay as well
asislandsin Lake Michigan, Lake Superior, and Lake Huron, the latter of which
served as areference site. The authors found no evidence of developmental
defects in Caspian terns nesting in the upper Green Bay. However, they did
observe the lowest hatching rate of al the study areas to be in Saginaw Bay and
the upper Green Bay, with hatching success on Gravelly and Gull Islands
measured to be 72 percent and 71 percent, respectively, compared with arange
of 81 to 84 percent in the remaining colonies.

A similar study (Kurita and Ludwig 1988) was performed in 1988 in which
Caspian tern eggs were collected from colonies nesting on Gravelly and Gull
Islands in the upper Green Bay as well asin Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and
Lake Michigan. Eggs were examined for viability and devel opmental
deformities and grouped into four categories: live-normal, dead-normal, infertile,
and deformed. The deformed category included both dead- and live-deformed.
Unclassifiable and rotten eggs were classified as dead-normal. In the upper
Green Bay, 13 Caspian tern eggs were classified as live-normal, 3 asinfertile,
and 2 as deformed. Organochlorine residues were examined in conjunction with
these results, but unlike the cormorants, no trends could be established between
PCB residues and rates of deformitiesin Caspian terns.

In 1990, Moraet al. (1993) examined productivity and colony site tenacity in
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relation to PCB concentrations in blood samples collected from Caspian terns
nesting in the Great Lakes, including Gravelly and Gull Islands in upper Green
Bay. They found that productivity, as measured by the number of eggslaid,
hatching success, and fledging success, was not significantly different between
the upper Green Bay and the other colonies, even though PCB concentrations
measured in the blood samples were greater in Caspian terns collected in upper
Green Bay and Saginaw Bay compared with the other colonies. However, the
authors report that the hatching success rates observed in this study, which
ranged from 74 to 82 percent for all of the colonies studied, were less than the
hatching success of Caspian tern colonies nesting in Texas where 85 percent
success has been observed and in Finland where 85 to 95 percent success has
been noted. Colony site tenacity was exceptionally low in the upper Green Bay
colonies (56.5 percent) compared with the other colonies studied (81.2 to 100
percent). The authors explain that Caspian terns are less likely to return to their
original breeding area if they experience poor reproduction during the previous
year. When natal site tenacity is examined, a correlation is observed with PCB
concentrations in blood samples by region, where natal site tenacity decreases
with increasing PCB concentrations. However, this correlation is based on a
small number of data points. Therefore, more datais needed to confirm this
relationship.

Ludwig et al. (1996) summarized a variety of studies conducted from 1987 to
1991, in which field observations of Caspian tern egg death rates and deformity
rates were made and either total PCBs or toxicity equivalents (TEQs) were
measured in eggs for coloniesin the Great Lakes, including Green Bay. The
Green Bay colonies had the highest deformity and egg death rates of all the
Great Lakes colonies studied except for Saginaw Bay, another region that is
known to contain high levels of contamination. However, data specific to the
upper Green Bay could not be deciphered from the data presented. Nonetheless,
the authors found a significant correlation between TEQs and deformity ratesin
hatched tern chicks and dead eggs as well as egg death rates, although only egg
death rates exhibited a strong correlation (r? = 0.68). Poor correlations were
observed between total PCBs and the observed adverse effects.

Ewins et al. (1994) present the results of a 1991 study on Caspian terns nesting
in coloniesin the Great Lakes, including two islands (Gravelly and Gull Islands)
in the upper Green Bay. Although observations were performed on both islands,
eggs were only taken from Gravelly Island. Reproductive output was measured
by determining the number of active nests per colony, and by monitoring the
nests for numbers of eggs, hatching success, and number of young fledged per
nest. Average rates of population change were determined by comparing nest
counts for the 1991 study with a count that was conducted in 1980. The results
indicated that even though the concentrations of PCBs and
dichlorodiphenylethylene (DDE) in the eggs were highest on Gravelly Island and
Saginaw Bay, there was no evidence of an overall adverse reproductive effect on
Cagspian terns in the upper Green Bay, since the number of young per pair was
well above the minimum value of 0.6 established by Ludwig (1965) to maintain
population stability. Furthermore, a dramatic increase in the number of active
Caspian tern nests on Gravelly and Gull Islands in the upper Green Bay was
observed from 1980 to 1991. The authors caution in basing definitive
conclusions on this study in light of the results of the study by Mora et al. (1993)
that indicate that PCBs may be affecting certain reproductive parameters such as
natal region fidelity (tendency to return to their original breeding ared) in the
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6.2.3.2

upper Green Bay.

The results of the above studies are not conclusive that Caspian terns are at risk
from PCBsin the upper Green Bay. The data presented suggest that PCBs are
not associated with adverse effects on endpoints such as hatching success and
deformities, but one study found a strong negative correlation between Caspian
tern site tenacity and PCBs. This indicates that some subtle reproductive effects
may be manifesting themselves in the upper Green Bay as aresult of exposure to
PCB contamination.

Double-Crested Cormorant

Ludwig and Ludwig (undated report) performed afield study during the 1986
nesting season and looked at rates of deformities and reproductive successin
double-crested cormorants nesting on islands in upper Green Bay (Gravelly and
Little Gull Idands) aswell asin Lake Michigan, Lake Superior, and Lake
Huron; Lake Huron was used as the reference site. They found that the rates of
deformities were higher in the upper Green Bay compared with all other sites.
Nine cormorants were observed with deformities, including crossed hill, chick
edema, unabsorbed yolk sac, dwarfism, and an opaque covering over the eye. It
is unclear whether the last deformity is chemically-induced, but the other
deformities are similar to those observed in the laboratory as a result of exposure
to PCBs (Ludwig et al. 1996). In addition, the lowest hatching rates were also
observed in the upper Green Bay, with 63 percent hatchability in upper Green
Bay versus 74 percent observed in the reference area (Lake Huron).

A similar study (Kurita and Ludwig 1988) was performed in 1988 in which
double-crested cormorant eggs were collected from colonies nesting on Little
Gull Island in the upper Green Bay aswell as onislands in Lake Huron, Lake
Superior, Lake Michigan. Eggs were examined for viability and developmental
deformities and grouped into four categories: live-normal, dead-normal, infertile,
and deformed. The deformed category included both dead- and live-deformed.
Unclassifiable and rotten eggs were classified as dead-normal. In the upper
Green Bay, a high rate of reproductive abnormalities was observed.

Specifically, 18 cormorant eggs were classified as live-normal, 15 as infertile,
and 8 as deformed. Organochlorine residues were examined in conjunction with
these results, and it was found that total PCBs were correlated with the numbers
of live deformities in cormorant chicks, while rates of dead-normal, dead-
deformed, and infertile eggs were better correlated with coplanar PCBs and other
chlorinated hydrocarbons.

Fox et al. (1991) performed areview of al studies conducted between 1979 and
1987 in which double-crested cormorants were examined for bill deformitiesin
coloniesin the Great Lakes, including Green Bay, aswell as four reference
areas. They found that the prevalence of chicks with bill defectsin Green Bay
was markedly greater than all other regions during thistime interval. These
differences were statistically significant (p < 0.05) between Green Bay and the
North Channel, Alpena, and Lake Erie, and the difference approached
significance (p < 0.1) for all other regions. The study also determined that the
probability of observing a cormorant chick in Green Bay with amalformed bill
was 10 to 32 times greater than for coloniesin the reference areas. The
incidence of bill defects was significantly greater in Green Bay compared with
all other regions studied except for Lake Ontario. Bill defects were observed in
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73 percent of the colonies observed in Green Bay, as compared with only 6
percent of the colonies observed in the reference areas. The authors suggest a
chemical etiology for the observed bill defects, since an investigation into the
cause of similar bill defectsin Forster’s ternsindicated that the defects were
associated with increased liver-to-body mass ratios and elevated aryl
hydrocarbon hydroxylase (AHH) activity. Furthermore, the authors stated that
all three of the more toxic non-ortho PCB congeners have been isolated from
tissues of cormorant chicks with crossed hills collected from Green Bay. Two of
these congeners are known to cause craniofacial abnormalities in laboratory
animals. Although the data presented in this study do not allow one to
distinguish between the upper and lower Green Bay colonies, the data presented
clearly demonstrate that craniofacial abnormalities were high in double-crested
cormorants nesting in Green Bay as a whole between 1979 and 1987 and that
these defects may have been caused by exposure to polychlorinated aromatic
hydrocarbons such as PCBs.

Tillitt et al. (1992) examined reproductive success of double-crested cormorants
from 1986 to 1988 in coloniesin and around the Great Lakes. They found that
egg mortality was significantly greater in al of the Great Lakes nesting colonies,
including the upper Green Bay colonies (Little Gull, Snake, and Gravelly
Islands), where egg mortality ranged from 32 to 39 percent. At the reference
area (Lake Winnipegosis), egg mortality was only 8 percent. Total PCB
concentrations in eggs ranged from 0.05 and 14.8 pg/g wet weight. The authors
found a significant correlation between total PCB concentrations in eggs and egg
mortality (p=0.045). However, the coefficient of determination (r?) was only
0.319, indicating that much of the variance in egg mortality was not explained by
this general linear model. A significant correlation was also observed between
egg mortality and the H4IIE rat hepatoma bioassay-derived 2,3,7,8-tetrachl oro-
p-dibenzodioxin equivalents (TCDD-EQ) concentrations (p < 0.0003, r2=
0.703). The eggs were analyzed for total PCBs, polychlorinated dibenzo-p-
dioxins (PCDD), and polychlorinated dibenzofurans (PCDF)-type planar

hal ogenated hydrocarbons (PHHS), and only PCBs were detected. Thisindicates
that PCBs are the main contaminant associated with the observed egg mortality
in double-crested cormorants in the Great L akes colonies, including upper Green

Bay.

Ludwig et al. (1996) summarized a variety of studies conducted from 1986 to
1991, in which field observations of double-crested cormorant egg death rates
and deformity rates were observed and either total PCBs or TCDD-EQs were
measured in eggs for coloniesin the Great Lakes, including the upper Green
Bay. Deformity rates were higher in all Great Lakes colonies than at areference
colony. Of al the Great Lakes colonies studied, the upper Green Bay had the
highest rate of egg deformities (6.14 per thousand for upper Green Bay versusa
range of 0.69 to 3.6 per thousand for the other Great Lakes colonies). Similarly,
the egg death rate for Green Bay was higher than any other colony studied,
although data specific to the upper Green Bay could not be deciphered from the
data presented for Green Bay. PCB concentrations ranged from 0.8 mg/kg wet
weight at the reference colony to 7.3 mg/kg in eggs collected from Green Bay.
The authors found a significant correlation between hatching and deformity rates
and both PCBs and TCDD-EQs, indicating that PCBs are playing alarge rolein
the cormorant egg death and deformity rates observed in the upper Green Bay.

The weight of evidence based on the results presented in the studies summarized
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above indicate that double-crested cormorants are experiencing adverse
reproductive effects in the upper Green Bay. Deformities such as crossed bills,
edema, unabsorbed yolk sac, and dwarfism as well as embryo mortality are
characteristic of abnormalities observed as a result of exposure to
polychlorinated aromatic hydrocarbons such as PCBs. Thisindicates that
double-crested cormorants are at risk from PCBs in the upper Green Bay.

6.3 Assessment Endpoint #3: Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival
6.3.1 Food Chain Model

A literature search was conducted to evaluate dietary toxicity of PCBs to mammals, and
results are presented in Appendix A. Numerous studies were located in which mink were
the test species. Because mink are the selected receptor species for this risk assessment,
and have been shown to be particularly sensitive to PCBs, these studies were the only
mammal studies reviewed to derivethe TRV. Reported LOAEL concentrations ranged
from 0.055 to 1.1 mg/kg BW/day. The reported effect observed at the 0.055
mg/kgBW/day concentration was decreased kit growth. Reproductive effects (kit
survival) were observed at exposure concentrations of 0.5 and 0.72 mg PCB/kg diet
(Restum et al. 1998 and Heaton et al. 1995, respectively). Statistically, these two
concentrations are effectively the same®. Food consumption was measured in the Heaton
et al (1995) study; the reported exposure concentrations of 0.134 and 0.004
mg/kgBW/day was selected as the LOAEL and NOAEL to be utilized in thisrisk
assessment.

The exposure scenarios evaluated for mink were the same as those evaluated for
piscivorous birds, except that incidental sediment ingestion was added to the fish and
water ingestion scenario. All HQs calculated for mink exceeded 1.0, and ranged from 2.1
(LOAEL asthe effect level and mean PCB concentrations from the Mass Balance data
set) to 397.8 (NOAEL asthe effect level and maximum fish PCB concentrations from the
NRDA data set; Table 13). Adding sediment and surface water ingestion to the exposure
scenario had almost no effect on calculated HQs, indicating food ingestion is the primary
exposure route for this species.

Exposure of mink islimited to feeding along the shoreline of the bay and along
tributaries; mink may obtain a significant portion of their diet from tributaries. Although
PCB concentrations from bay fish were used to model mink exposure, limited data are
available for PCB concentrationsin fish collected from tributariesto Green Bay (WI
DNR 1999, Appendix C) . Whole-body PCB concentrations in walleye collected from
the Peshtigo River ranged from 3.25 to 7.3 mg/kg, and from 0.36 to 13.0 mg/kg in
walleye collected from the Menominee River. The range of whole-body PCB
concentrations in walleye collected from the upper Green Bay (range 0.62 to 7.26 mg/kg)
are comparable to those measured in tributary fish, and are a reasonable estimate of mink
exposure levels.

The calculated HQs for this species indicates piscivorous mammals utilizing the upper
Green Bay area are at risk from exposure to measured PCB concentrationsin fish.

3 Based onthe reported mean and standard deviation for total PCB concentration in diets used in the two
studies.
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7.0

UNCERTAINTY ANALYSIS

7.1

General Uncertainty Analysis

There are factors inherent in the risk assessment process that contribute uncertainty and must be
considered when interpreting results. Major sources of uncertainty arise from natural variability in
biological systems, the introduction of error in the risk assessment process, and the presence of
data gaps.

Natural variability is an inherent characteristic of ecological receptors, their stressors, and their
combined behavior in the environment. Biotic and abiotic parameters in these systems may vary to
such a degree that the exposure of similar ecological receptors within the same system may differ
temporally and spatially. Factors that contribute to temporal and spatial variability may be
differencesin an individual organism’s behavior (within the same species), changes in the weather
or ambient temperature, unanticipated interference from other stressors, differences between
microenvironments, and numerous other factors.

Uncertainty associated with natural variability also arises from the use of literature toxicity values
in which a study has examined a single species/single contaminant system under controlled
conditions. If conducted in alaboratory, these studies do not take into account the effects of the
environmental factors and other stressorsthat are present in natural systems. These factors may
have synergistic, antagonistic, or neutral effects upon the receptor-contaminant interaction.

Point estimates of exposure such as NOAELs, LOAELSs, LD, and mathematical means that are
presented in the literature also have inherent variability, which is incorporated into the risk
assessment. Additionally, because these values are statistically determined, they do not represent
absolute thresholds; they are reflective of the experimental design. A reported LOAEL may not
represent the lowest toxicity threshold for a species simply because lower concentrations were not
tested in a study.

In addition, uncertainty associated with variability isintroduced from the use of literature values
for soil, sediment, water, and food ingestion rates, dietary compositions, and body weights. These
values reported in the literature are from studies that may have been conducted at atime of year or
in alocation that does not necessarily give an accurate representation of the life histories of the
receptor speciesin the upper Green Bay.

Error may be introduced into the risk assessment through the use of invalid assumptions in the
conceptual model. Conservative assumptions were made in light of the uncertainty associated with
the risk assessment process (e.g., natural variability). Consistent conservative assumptions were
used to minimize the possibility of concluding that risk is not present when athreat actually does
exist (i.e., the elimination of false negatives). While there is uncertainty associated with each
conservative assumption used, this consistent selection process assures that the uncertainty
associated with this type of error will err on the side of a protective outcome.

Thisrisk assessment did not examine the contribution of dermal absorption or inhalation exposure
as part of the exposure pathway. In contrast to the use of conservative assumptions, the error
introduced into this risk assessment by the omission of these routes of exposure may err on the side
of aless protective outcome. The relative contribution of this error to alter the outcome of the risk
assessment is unknown at this time.

Methodological problemsin the literature reviewed for obtaining life history and toxicity
information also introduce uncertainty into arisk assessment. Attempts were made to avoid using
literature that was questionable. The process used to select appropriate studies on which to base
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7.2

TRV derivation and life history parameter selection is described in Appendices A and B.
However, if limited sources of information existed, potential error due to questionable study design
was incorporated into the risk assessment if these data were used.

Data gaps were defined here as the incompleteness of data or information upon which the risk
assessment was based. Specifically, these may be an incompl ete contaminant data set, missing
pieces of life history information, the absence of toxicity-based literature for the receptor of
concern, or unknown or questionable QA/QC procedures.

Life history information and literature values for the toxicity of the contaminants of concern were
not always available for all of the receptor species. By using closely related species, it was
possible to make risk estimates. In reality, however, the information may vary substantially among
species, thereby introducing another source of uncertainty.

In cases where atoxicity value has been converted by a factor of 10, the uncertainty associated
with the absence of a directly relevant literature value was compounded by the uncertainty
associated with a subjective mathematical adjustment.

Site-Specific Uncertainty Analysis
7.2.1  Selection of Contaminants of Potential Concern

The contaminant of concern evaluated in this risk assessment was selected based on the
risk assessment conducted for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay (ThermoRetec
Consulting Corporation). Of the eight COPCs retained for the above assessment, only
PCBs were selected as a COPC for thisrisk assessment. It iswell documented that PCBs
are the most widespread contaminant in the Fox River/Green Bay system (ThermoRetec
Consulting Corporation 1998). In addition, the above cited risk assessment concluded
that risks to ecological receptors from PCB exposure were 10 to 1,000 times greater than
predicted risk from the other seven COPCs (ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation). 1t
should be recognized that other contaminants could potentially pose arisk to ecological
receptors which utilize the Upper Green Bay. However, to focus this risk assessment, it
was assumed that risks from exposure to other contaminants were sufficiently evaluated in
the risk assessment conducted for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay.

Many of the toxic effects of PCBs are produced by coplanar PCB congeners that have a
structure similar to TCDD. Dioxin-like toxic effects include edema, deformities, and
early life stage mortality (Safe 1994). One method often used to evaluate toxicity of
PCBsisthe TCDD toxicity equivalence approach, where the toxic potency of each PCB
congener is expressed relative to the potency of TCDD. A reason for utilizing this
method is to incorporate the data available for toxicity of TCDD into the data reviewed
for TRV derivation. Numerous studies evaluating PCB toxicity to the selected receptors
were located in our literature search. Some uncertainty may result from not extending the
literature search to include TCDD toxicity, however appropriate TRV s were located for
all receptors based on results of the search which was conducted. An underlying
assumption of the TEF approach is that toxicity of PCBsis solely related to their TCDD-
like toxicity. Theoretically, any NOAEL for PCBs should incorporate dioxin-like
toxicity, therefore this method was not utilized in this risk assessment.

7.2.2  Conceptual Model Limitations
Components of the conceptual model which potentially introduce uncertainty into this risk
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assessment include transport and fate of PCBs, selected assessment endpoints and
receptor species, and identification of complete exposure pathways.

Transport and fate of PCBs was modeled based on contaminant and ecosystem
characteristics. Studies have shown that PCBs discharged into aquatic systems rapidly
sorb to sediment (Kalmaz and Kalmaz 1979); movement of PCBsin aguatic systems
depends mainly on movement of the associated sediment (Connell and Miller 1984). The
lower Green Bay is the primary depositional zone for Fox River PCBs, however several
studies conducted within Green Bay have documented sediment transport from the lower
to upper Bay (Eadie et a. 1991, Manchester-Neesvig et al. 1996, Hawley and Niester
1993). In addition, fish and birds collected from the upper Green Bay have accumulated
elevated concentrations of PCBs in their tissues (U.S. EPA 1996; Hagler Bailly Services,
Inc. 1997; Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a). Although the above studies indicate transport
of contaminated sediment from the lower to the upper Green Bay, and transfer of PCBs
from sediment to ecological receptors, the magnitude of both transfer processesis
uncertain.

An additional source of uncertainty isthat other potential sources of PCBs are not
considered in thisrisk assessment. Atmospheric deposition has been identified as an
important source of PCBsto Lake Superior (Eisenreich et a. 1981) and southern Lake
Michigan (Murphy et al. 1981). However, Sweet et al. (1991) estimated that atmospheric
deposition of PCBs accounts for less than 10 percent of the total input to Green Bay. The
potential contribution viainflux from Lake Michigan is unknown. DePinto et al. (1994)
identified the Fox River asthe major source of PCBsto Green Bay; they estimated the
Fox River contributed 92 percent of the PCB loading to the bay in 1989. To focusthis
risk assessment, the assumption was made that the primary source of PCBsto Green Bay
was the Fox River.

The assessment endpoints selected for this risk assessment are a subset of those evaluated
in the risk assessment conducted for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay. The only
contaminant evaluated in this risk assessment was PCBs; adverse effects from exposure to
PCBs are related to bioaccumulation rather than direct toxicity. Therefore, the
assessment endpoints selected for this risk assessment focus on bioaccumulation of PCBs
and upper trophic level receptors. By evaluating and protecting these assessment
endpoints which are most sensitive to potential impacts from exposure to site-related
contaminants, the upper bay ecosystem as a whole should also be protected.

Receptor species were selected for this risk assessment based on the compl ete exposure
pathways identified in the conceptual model. The selected receptors act as surrogates for
other species which are similar in terms of feeding habits and habitat use, and should be
representative of potential risk to other species within the system. Mink and lake trout
were selected as receptors based on their sensitivity to PCB effects. Numerous studies
have documented the reproductive toxicity of dietary PCBsto mink at low exposure
concentrations (Restum et al. 1998, Den Boer 1984, Heaton et al. 1995, Platanow and
Karstad 1973). Among fish species studied to date, lake trout have been found to be most
sengitive to PCB-caused fry mortality (Walker et al. 1991). In addition, lake trout
females from Lake Michigan produce eggs which are deficient in thiamine; some studies
have shown that an interaction exists between thiamine and dioxin-like embryo toxicity
(Wright et al. 1998, Fisher et a. 1996, Wright and Tillit 1998). Selection of the most
sengitive receptors (mink and lake trout) should adequately protect less sensitive species.
Bird receptor species were selected based on potential sensitivity (e.g., observed
deformitiesin field studies), complete exposure pathways, and to be consistent with
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receptor species selected for the Lower Fox River/lower Green Bay risk assessment.
Although there is uncertainty associated with limiting the number of species evaluated,
the primary exposure pathway identified (dietary exposure) was sufficiently evaluated in
this risk assessment by selecting high trophic level species as receptors.

Some exposure pathways not evaluated in this risk assessment include ingestion of
plankton and exposure of dabbling ducks. No site-specific data on PCB concentrationsin
plankton, aquatic plants, or benthic organisms was available. The receptor species
evaluated in this risk assessment feed at higher trophic levels than receptors within
pathways not evaluated, therefore PCB exposure of selected receptors should be higher
than for herbivorous or planktivorous species. Protection of the selected receptor species
should be protective of organisms with lower exposure levels.

Estimates of Exposure Concentration

Uncertainty can be introduced into the risk assessment process by low quality, limited, or
missing site-specific data. Asdiscussed in Section 4.1, data utilized in this risk
assessment was obtained from three sources. The data set developed for the NRDA was
the most recent, and was developed under the most rigorous QA/QC procedures. Data
collected in support of the Green Bay Mass Balance Model was older and has not been
validated using strict QA/QC procedures. The QA/QC procedures used to validate bird
data from published studies are unknown, however all studies cited have been peer-
reviewed.

Fish tissue data from both the NRDA and Mass Balance data sets were used for thisrisk
assessment.  Although the confidence level in the quality of data from the NRDA model
is high, no forage fish were collected. Piscivorous birds and mammals are not likely to
consume fish the size of the upper trophic level fish collected, and PCB concentrations
tend to increase with increasing fish size. Therefore, use of upper trophic level fish data
to estimate dietary exposure of piscivorous birds and mammals may overestimate
exposure concentrations. Therefore, forage fish data from the Mass Balance data set was
also utilized for this risk assessment, although these data have not been validated at this
time. Separate HQ calculations were done for each data source, so that the uncertainty
associated with the different data sets could be evaluated.

Another source of uncertainty associated with use of both the NRDA and Mass Balance
data setsisthat composite samples were analyzed; each sample was comprised of three to
six fish, and five fish each, respectively. Maximum PCB concentrations measured may
underestimate maximum PCB concentrations for individual fish.

Fish species analyzed for both the NRDA and Mass Balance data set were walleye and
brown trout. The selected receptor species, lake trout, tend to accumulate the highest
concentrations of PCBs found in open-water fish of the Great Lakes (Mac and Schwartz
1992). Species-specific traits that contribute to this are:

. Lake trout possess alarge amount of body fat (average of 12 percent);

. They have along life span (8 to 10 years), and are exposed to PCBs for alonger
period of time than many fish species;

. They grow slowly, leading to a higher PCB body burden (Jensen et al. 1982);

. Alewife, one of their main prey species, contain significant amounts of PCBs (St.

Amant et al. 1984).
Because tissue data utilized in this risk assessment are from walleye and brown trout,
actual tissue concentrations found in lake trout may be underestimated, therefore potential
risk for this receptor species may be underestimated.
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Fish collected within Green Bay were used to estimate dietary exposure of mink to PCBs.
It should be noted that exposure of mink will be limited to feeding along the shoreline of
the bay and along tributaries. Use of fish concentrations from the bay may overestimate
fish concentrations in tributaries to the bay. However, comparison of bay fish data (Table
6) with limited data available on PCB concentrations in walleye collected from tributaries
to Green Bay (Appendix C) indicate bay fish concentrations may be a reasonable estimate
of tributary fish concentrations.

All sediment and water data were obtained from the Mass Balance data set. As stated
above, the quality of these datais unknown, as it has not been validated according to strict
QA/QC procedures. In addition, only one water sample collected in the Upper Green Bay
waslocated. A separate exposure scenario was evaluated which incorporated sediment
and water ingestion into the food chain model for each receptor, so that the uncertainty
associated with use of these data could be evaluated. Sediment and water ingestion had
no impact on calculated HQs for any receptor (Tables 11, 12, and 13). Therefore the
uncertainty associated with use of one data point was not significant within the risk
calculations performed for this risk assessment.

The bird egg and tissue data used in this risk assessment was obtained from studies
conducted in the Upper Green Bay which were published in peer-reviewed literature. The
QA/QC procedures used to eval uate these data and the associated uncertainty are
unknown.

A final limitation of the data utilized in this risk assessment is that the most recent
samples were collected in 1996. It isrecognized that the Upper Green Bay is not a static
system, therefore use of old datato characterize present conditions is another source of
uncertainty. However, it is known that many of the primary sources of PCBsto this
system have been eliminated; the principal current source of PCBs to ecological receptors
is a secondary source, the sediment. Several long-term studies have been conducted
within this system. The Canadian Wildlife Service has collected herring gull eggs from
Big Sister Island almost every year since 1972 (Bishop et al. 1992, Pettit et al. 1994,
Pekarik et al. 1998, Hughes et al. 1998). This data set is the most complete data set
available to evaluate temporal trends in PCB exposure of birds that utilize the Green Bay
system. The highest input of PCBsto the Green Bay system occurred in the early 1970s.
After primary sources (e.g., discharges from paper companies related to use of PCB
emulsion) were eliminated, PCB concentrations in herring gull eggs declined rapidly
until 1982 (mean concentration approximately 142 and 62 mg/kg, wet weight, in 1971and
1982, respectively). Since 1983 the decline has reached a plateau (mean concentration
approximately 27 and 15 mg/kg, wet weight, in 1983and 1996, respectively), although
there is an almost significant negative trend (r= 0.5, P = 0.07; Stratus Consulting Inc.
1999d). A tempora PCB pattern similar to that seen in herring gulls has been observed in
Lake Michigan fish (Stow et al. 1995, Lamon et al. 1998). Based on limited data
available for Green Bay fish, the following trends were described: adecline in alewife
PCB concentrations from the late 1970s to 1989; a decline consistent with an exponential
decrease in yellow perch from 1976 to 1993 in Zone |1, and from 1975 to 1984 in Zone
[11; and a dlight linear declinein PCB concentrationsin walleye in Zone 111 from 1976 to
1996 (Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999a). Based on the above trends, the uncertainty
associated with use of old datais that current risk to receptors may be overestimated.
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Selection of TRVs

A comprehensive literature search was conducted to locate studies in which the toxicity of
PCBsto wildlife receptors was evaluated. These studies were reviewed to evaluate the
appropriateness of using a particular study to derivea TRV. Criteria used to evaluate
studies are described in Appendix A, Section A.1; two important factors were study
design and speciestested. Very few toxicological studies have been conducted using
wildlife species. Many TRV s were selected from studies in which the test organism was
closely related taxonomically to a selected receptor species. It may be more appropriate
to select effect levels derived from test organisms which are closely related trophic-wise
(e.g., using an effect level for a carnivorous species such as akestrel to derivea TRV for
a piscivorous species). However, an attempt was made to use consistently conservative
assumptions where possible in thisrisk assessment.  Conservative assumptions were
used to minimize the possibility of concluding that risk is not present when a threat
actually does exist (i.e., the elimination of false negatives). If an acceptable study
reported an effect level for a dietary exposure route to ataxonomically related species, the
lowest reported LOAEL and NOAEL were selected asthe TRV.

An exception to thisis the selection of LOAELs and NOAELsfor bird species. Effect
levels reported for chickens were consistently much lower than effect levels reported for
other bird species (Appendix A, Table A-1). Numerous studies have documented the
greater sensitivity of chickensto TCDD-like toxicity as compared with wild bird species
(Eider and Belise 1996, Hoffman et a. 1998, Bosveld and van den Berg 1994, Lorenzen
et al. 1997). Dietary LOAELSs reported for chickens ranged from 0.0414 to 0.9
mg/kgBW/day, whereas dietary LOAELS reported for other bird species ranged from
1.12 to 36 mg/kgBW/day. We felt a sufficient number of studies had been conducted
with other avian species to conclude that effect levels reported for chickens were an
anomaly relative to other bird species. Therefore, studies in which chickens were the test
species were not selected for the derivation of the NOAEC and LOAEC in thisrisk
assessment.  However, if any bird species in the Green Bay area have PCB sensitivities
similar to that of the chicken, this risk assessment will underestimate potential effects on
that species.

In addition to effect levels reported in the literature as critical body concentrations for fish
species, an alternative method was used to determine whole-body concentrations at which
adverse effects would be expected. This method was derived based on the observation
that whole-body concentrations are often measured, while fish egg concentration
measurements arerare. Early life-stages are most sensitive to adverse effects of PCBs,
therefore it isimportant to identify maternal whole-body concentrations which result in
critical egg/fry PCB concentrations. The TRV for whole-body concentrations was
derived using the TRV identified for fish egg concentrations and an egg to whole-body
ratio reported by Mac et al. (1993), and resulted in the lowest LOAEC for fish body
concentrations. This LOAEC was selected as the TRV for whole-body concentrations
because it addresses the sengitivity of early life stages to PCBs. However, the method
used to derive this LOAEC results in the loss of two independent lines of evidenceto
evaluate toxicity of PCBsto fish. Use of aweight-of evidence approach to evaluate risk
reduces uncertainty when all lines lead to similar conclusions about potential risk.
However, it was determined that the risk assessment should focus on the most susceptible
receptors (early life-stage fish); therefore the most conservative LOAEC was selected as
the TRV.
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE INJURY REPORTS

The assessment area defined for the Natural Resource Damage Assessment (NRDA) conducted by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service includes the Lower Fox River and al of Green Bay. Several NRDA reports have
been released that assess injuries to natural resources of the Lower Fox River/Green Bay system that have
resulted from releases of PCBsto the Lower Fox River. Theinjury reports for fishery resources (Stratus
Consulting, Inc. 1999b) and avian resources (Stratus Consulting, Inc. 1999d) are summarized below so that
the conclusions of the NRDA can be compared with the results of this risk assessment.

8.1

Fish and Wildlife Service Injuries to Fishery Resources Report

Aspart of the larger Great L akes ecosystem, Green Bay provides important fish habitat and
supports a diverse and productive fishery. Although the historic fish community composition has
changed due to overfishing and the introduction of exotic species, the fishery resource continues to
provide valuable ecological services. Theinjury report describes PCB transport and exposure
pathways in the assessment area.

Pathways by which the fishery resources of Green Bay have been exposed to PCBs rel eased from
Lower Fox River paper companies were described based on transport processes (water circulation
patterns and sediment transport and deposition patterns) and the spatial and temporal distribution
of PCBsin sediment, water and biota in relation to the primary source. Elevated concentrations of
PCBs have been document in surface water, sediment, plankton, and fish within the assessment
area.

Laboratory and field studies have shown that exposure of fish to PCBs resultsin adverse effects
which meet the NRDA definition of injury. Effectsinclude mortality, promotion or enhanced
formation of tumors initiated by other factors, deformities, and impairment of immune and
endocrine systems. Early life stagesin fish are more sensitive to PCB-related mortality than adult
fish (Eisler 1986).

Impactsto fish in the assessment area were evaluated based on measured concentrations of PCBs
in fish tissue, and presence of adverse effects associated with PCB exposure. Two general types of
changes to fish viability were assessed: adverse effects on fish health, and adverse effects on fish
reproduction.

Fish health was evaluated using a suite of tests designed to measure parameters that can be
adversely affected by PCB exposure. These included examination of tissues for bacterial, viral and
parasitic infections, immunological evaluation of kidney and blood samples, evaluation of liver
lesions, and measurement of ethoxyresorufin-O-deethylase (EROD) activity and tissue PCB
concentration. Walleye were collected from five locations within the assessment area and two
reference locations. Tissue PCB concentrations were significantly higher in assessment area
walleye than in fish collected from the reference areas. Assessment areafish also had a
significantly higher incidence of liver tumors and pre-tumors. It has been documented that PCBs
promote or enhance liver tumor formation (Hendricks et al. 1990); therefore the injury report
concluded walleye health has been adversely impacted by PCB exposure.

Adverse effects on reproduction were assessed for lake trout based on historical data, information
from the scientific literature, and reproduction and |aboratory toxicity studies conducted for the
NRDA by the United State Geological Survey (USGS). The toxicity equivalence approach was
used to compare historic PCB concentrations in lake trout eggs with toxicity thresholds for
embryomortality. Mean egg total PCB concentrations over time were modeled and compared with
LD,, and LD, concentrations. The analysis concluded that in the mid-1970s egg PCB
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concentrations were sufficient to cause sac fry mortality to some Green Bay lake trout eggs; by
1980, concentrations in less than one percent of Lake Michigan lake trout eggs are estimated to
have been sufficient to cause mortality. Limited PCB data were available for Green Bay and
western Lake Michigan lake trout; analysis of these data suggest PCB concentrations were higher
in Green Bay lake trout.

Results of the toxicity studies conducted by the USGS for the NRDA indicate that thiamine
deficiency rather than exposure to PCBs or other TCDD-like compounds is currently the primary
causal factor for fry mortality in Lake Michigan lake trout. The Trustees concluded that current
data do not support concluding that lake trout in Green Bay and Lake Michigan are injured by the
PCBs released from Fox River paper companies.

The report concluded that the most significant injury to fishery resourcesin the Lower Fox River
and Green Bay is the presence of extensive fish consumption advisories. Walleye within the
assessment area are experiencing increased liver tumors compared with fish from reference areas.
Available information does not support concluding that other PCB-related injuries assessed (brown
trout and lake trout health, lake trout reproduction) are currently occurring, although they may
have in the past.

8.2 Fish and Wildlife Service Avian Injury Report

The Lower Fox River/Green Bay areais an important site within the Great L akes Ecoregion for
breeding and migratory birds (Robbins 1991, Jacobs 1991). The assessment area, due to its
comparatively undisturbed nature and the quality and extent of habitats it provides, supports bird
popul ations and communities more diverse than those found in many other areas of the Great
Lakes. Because the mgjority of the PCBs released into the assessment area are concentrated in the
aguatic systems of the Fox River and Green Bay (Connolly et a. 1992), the NRDA focused on bird
species which utilize aquatic habitats. Critical habitatsidentified in the NRDA were wetlands and
small uninhabited islandsin Green Bay that provide nesting sites for colonial waterbirds.

Exposure to a hazardous substance can be characterized by direct measurement of that substancein
biotatissue [43 CFR § 11.63(f)(4)(1)]. Numerous studies have been conducted which evaluate
PCB concentrations in assessment area birds. For all species and studies where a statistical
comparison was made between PCB concentrations in assessment and reference area tissues, PCB
concentrations were significantly higher in tissues from the assessment area. Based on evaluation
of foraging areas and analysis of PCB concentrationsin prey species, the NRDA report concluded
that the primary route of exposure for most assessment area bird speciesis dietary.

Laboratory and field studies have shown that exposure of birds to PCBs resultsin numerous
adverse effects that meet the NRDA definition of injury. These effects include death, behavioral
abnormalities, physiological malfunctions and physical deformities. Avian embryos are the life
stage most sensitive to PCB toxicity, followed by nestlings, then adults (Hoffman et al. 1998).

Two lines of evidence were used to evaluate injury to avian species utilizing the Fox River/Green
Bay assessment area: comparison of egg PCB concentrations to concentrations of PCBsin bird
eggos cited in the literature associated with adverse effects on bird reproduction and survival; and
field studies conducted in Green Bay which evaluated PCB effects on bird populations.

Based on aliterature search, PCB concentrations in eggs ranging from 3 to 20 mg/kg wet weight
were identified as a toxic effect concentration range. Mean total PCB concentrations measured in
eggs of five assessment area species (double-crested cormorants, Caspian terns, common terns,
red-breasted mergansers, and Forster’ sterns) from 1983 to 1996 were within or exceeded the
range where adverse reproductive effects have been shown to occur.
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Field studies conducted with eight species (Forster’s, common, and Caspian tern; double-crested
cormorant; bald eagle; black-crowned night heron; tree swallow; and red-breasted merganser) were
evaluated to determine whether sufficient evidence existed to conclude that birdsin the assessment
area have been injured by exposure to PCBs. Observed effects (decreased hatching success,
deformities, edema) and their relationship to measured egg PCB concentrations provide strong
evidence that Green Bay Forster’ s terns have been adversely affected by PCB exposure.
Contaminants other than PCBs measured in eggs did not appear to be significant contributorsto
the observed toxicity. Inasingle field study conducted with common tern, observed effects were
consistent with those observed in Forster’ s tern and with those caused by PCBs. Available studies
do not provide strong evidence that reproductive success of Caspian terns has been adversely
affected by PCB exposure, however there is some evidence of increased deformity rates. Two
studies concluded that hatch success rates in Green Bay cormorant nests were significantly lower
than in control areas; one found no difference between Green Bay and reference site nests. Al
studies that have compared bill deformity rates in embryos and nestlings between Green Bay and
reference sites have found higher ratesin Green Bay cormorants. Two studies conducted on bald
eagles have found that productivity of Green Bay eaglesis significantly lower than at inland sites
where eagles are not exposed to point source releases of PCBs. Although studies conducted with
black-crowned night heron, tree swallow, and red-breasted merganser conclude that these species
have been exposed to PCBs at levels that exceed background concentrations, no significant
adverse effects were observed. The conclusion from this eval uation was that sufficient evidence
existsto conclude that Forster’s, common and Caspian terns, double-crested cormorants, and bald
eagles have been injured by PCBs, and that the occurrence of PCB-induced injuries has been
widespread throughout the assessment area.

CONCLUSIONS

A LOAEL isan exposure concentration at which an adverse effect has been observed in a toxicological
study; therefore a HQ greater than 1.0 based on a chronic LOAEL indicates that site levels of that
contaminant may produce an adverse effect on the ecological receptor in question. The most substantive
risk indicated by this risk assessment are lines of evidence where HQ calculations exceeded 1.0 when the
LOAEL was used as the effect level and mean PCB concentrations were used as the exposure concentration.
This occurred for the bird egg concentrations and the mink food chain model (Table 14).

Although the most substantive risk isindicated if the HQ exceeds one using mean measured PCB
concentrations, the maximum concentration is an actual site-specific measured potential exposure
concentration. A HQ which exceeds 1.0 using the maximum measured PCB concentration is still an
indication of potential risk. The food chain model utilizing double-crested cormorant exposure parameters
resulted in aHQ greater than 1.0 when the LOAEL and maximum fish concentrations from the NRDA data
set were used in risk calculations.

A calculated HQ greater than 1.0 based on a chronic NOAEL indicates there is a potential chronic risk from
that contaminant to the ecological receptor in question. Because concentrations of a contaminant on-site
exceed the observed no-effect level for that contaminant, it can not be concluded that there is not risk
associated with measured on-site concentrations. This occurred for the fish egg and tissue concentrations,
and the food chain models for piscivorous birds.

Lines of evidence evaluated for this risk assessment for each individual assessment endpoint and
conclusions based on the risk characterization for each are discussed below.

9.1 Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival

Two lines of evidence were used to estimate risk to pelagic fish reproduction and survival in the
upper Green Bay: comparison of fish tissue and egg concentrations to adverse effect levels cited in
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published studies. Hazard quotients calculated using the NOAEC exceeded 1.0 for both egg and
upper trophic level fish tissue PCB concentrations (ranging from 3.9 to 9.5 and 4.0 to 9.4,
respectively), indicating potential risk to pelagic fish reproduction and survival.

Although the conclusion of this risk assessment is potential risk to the selected receptor species,
(lake trout) and the NRDA fish injury assessment concluded no actual adverse effects to lake trout
reproduction are currently occurring, the two reports are not inconsistent. Lake trout were utilized
in this risk assessment as a representative pelagic fish species; the risk characterization indicated
potential risk to pelagic fish based on contaminant concentrations in eggs and fish tissue which
exceed concentrations at which no adverse impacts have been documented. Although the reported
LOAEC was not exceeded, a LOAEC derived from the literature is not necessarily the lowest
concentration at which an adverse effect will occur, it is simply the lowest concentration that has
been tested. Because concentrations of a contaminant on-site exceed the observed no-effect level
for that contaminant, it can not be concluded that there is not risk associated with measured on-site
concentrations. The NRDA fish injury assessment did find actual adverse effects which are
consistent with effects observed after PCB exposure in another pelagic fish, walleye (increased
incidence of liver tumors).

Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival

Three lines of evidence were used to evaluate risk to piscivorous birds utilizing the upper Green
Bay area: comparison of bird egg concentrations to adverse effect levels published in the literature;
modeled food chain exposure and comparison of estimated dietary exposure concentrations to
published adverse effect levels; and published studies on birds utilizing the upper Green Bay.

Comparison of bird egg concentrations to adverse effect levels cited in the literature indicates that
piscivorous birds utilizing the upper Green Bay area are at risk from exposure to PCBs. Measured
concentrations of PCBs in Caspian tern and double-crested cormorant eggs exceed levels shown to
cause adverse reproductive effects (hazard quotients ranging from 1.3 to 25.1).

Food chain exposure models indicate that piscivorous birds are potentially at risk from dietary
PCB exposure levels; all except one HQ calculated using the NOAEL as the effect level exceeded
1.0 (range between 0.8 and 16.2). The HQ calculated using a double-crested cormorant exposure
model exceeded 1.0 (HQ = 1.6) when the LOAEL was used as the effect level and maximum fish
concentrations from the NRDA data set were used.

Published studiesin which the effects of PCBs on birds inhabiting the upper Green Bay were
reviewed as the third line of evidence for this assessment endpoint. Thisline of evidence also
indicates that piscivorous birds may be at risk from PCB exposure. Adverse effects associated
with PCB exposure (decreased hatching success, embryo deformities) were not observed in studies
conducted with Caspian terns. One study found a strong negative correl ation between nest site
tenacity and PCB concentrations, however population-level implications of subtle behavioral
changes are not known. Studies conducted on double-crested cormorants in the upper Green Bay
indicate this species has experienced adverse reproductive effects. Hatch success rates were lower
and physical deformity rates were higher in Green Bay cormorants than at reference sites. PCBs
have been shown in laboratory experiments to cause deformitiesin avian embryos similar to those
seen in Green Bay cormorants (crossed hills, edema, dwarfism).

The weight of evidence used to evaluate risk to piscivorous birds indicates these species are
potentially at risk from PCB exposure. Results from food chain exposure models indicate greater
risk using the double-crested cormorant model, which correlates with results observed in field
studies.
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Double-crested cormorants were utilized in this risk assessment as a model for piscivorous birds.
Although cormorant populations in the Great Lakes are doing well, risk calculations indicate that
other species within this feeding guild may be at risk for experiencing adverse effects. Factors
contributing to the cormorant population increase observed in the Great Lakes since 1973 include
arisein the numbers of prey fish, decreased levels of toxic chemicals, a decrease in commercial
fishing, and legidlation which protects cormorants (Environment Canada 1995). An additional
point which should be noted is that the decline in PCB concentrations measured in bird eggsin the
late 1970s reached a plateau in the mid-1980s; relatively little decline has occurred since.
Although the primary source of PCBs to the upper bay has been eliminated, exposure
concentrations for birds appear to have remained similar for the last decade.

Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival

The food chain model used to evaluate risk to piscivorous mammalsindicates mink are at risk from
PCB exposure in the upper Green Bay area. All HQs calculated for this species exceeded 1.0, and
ranged from 2.1 (LOAEL asthe effect concentration, mean overall fish PCB concentration) to
397.8 (NOAEL as the effect concentration, maximum fish PCB concentration from the NRDA data
set).
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Table 1. TRVs Selected for Use in the Upper Green Bay Risk Assessment
Upper Green Bay Portion of the Fox River Site
Green Bay, WI
February 2000

TRV
RECEPTOR MEDIA NOAEL | LOAEL UNITS EFFECT REFERENCE

Fish Egg 0.16 1.6 mg/kg, ww |Decreased fry growth Hendricks et al. 1981

Fish Whole-body| 0.77 7.7 mg/kg, ww | Estimated based on egg LOAEL, egg:body ratio Mac et al. 1993

Piscivorous Bird Egg 4.7 7.6 mg/kg, ww |Decreased hatching success Hoffman et al. 1993

Piscivorous Bird Egg 0.8 8 mg/kg, ww | Decreased hatching success, increased deformity rate| Ludwig et al. 1996

Piscivorous Bird Diet 0.112 1.12 |mg/kgBW/day|Reproductive success and nesting behavior Tori and Peterle 1983,
Peakall and Peakall 1973,
Peakall et al. 1972

Piscivorous Mammal Diet 0.004 0.13  |mg/kgBW/day |Kit survival Heaton et al. 1995

TRV = Toxicity reference value

NOAEL = No observed adverse effect level
LOAEL = Lowest observed adverse effect level
mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

mg/kgBW/day = milligrams per kilogram body weight per day



Table 2. PCB Concentrations in Surface Water,Upper Green Bay
Green Bay Mass Balance Model Data Set

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
PCB Concentrations (ug/L)
Sample Number SampleDate Dissolved Particulate Total
89GG20S23 4/30/89 0.00095 0.00099 0.00195
89GG20S43 5/1/89 0.00073 0.00238 0.00311
89GG20S63 5/1/89 0.00081 0.00044 0.00125
89GG20S83 4/30/89 0.00083 0.00057 0.00140
89GG21S03 4/30/89 0.00070 0.00207 0.00277
89GG21S23 5/1/89 0.00101 0.00131 0.00232
89GG32S63 6/9/89 0.00097 0.00040 0.00137
89GG32S65 6/9/89 0.00051 0.00024 0.00074
89GG32S83 6/8/89 0.00080 0.00019 0.00098
89GG33S03 6/9/89 0.00066 0.00035 0.00101
89GG33S05 6/10/89 0.00049 0.00025 0.00074
89GG33523 6/10/89 0.00045 0.00027 0.00072
89GG33543 6/10/89 0.00049 0.00027 0.00076
89GG33S63 6/10/89 0.00057 0.00037 0.00094
89GG33S65 6/10/89 0.00057 0.00047 0.00104
89GG33S83 6/11/89 0.00053 0.00035 0.00088
89GG33S85 6/11/89 0.00058 0.00038 0.00096
89GG42S63 7/28/89 0.00044 0.00024 0.00068
89GG42S65 7/28/89 0.00039 0.00024 0.00062
89GG42S83 7/28/89 0.00048 0.00035 0.00083
89GG43S03 7/29/89 0.00045 0.00029 0.00074
89GG43S05 7/29/89 0.00054 0.00029 0.00083
89GG43S23 7/29/89 0.00040 0.00021 0.00061
89GG43S25 7/29/89 0.00038 0.00030 0.00068
89GG43543 7/29/89 0.00035 0.00022 0.00057
89GG43S45 7/29/89 0.00051 0.00030 0.00081
89GG435S63 7/29/89 0.00041 0.00023 0.00064
89GG43S65 7/29/89 0.00000 U 0.00028 0.00028
89GG43S83 7/30/89 0.00050 0.00000 U 0.00050
89GG50S43 9/13/89 0.00045 0.00017 0.00062
89GG50S45 9/13/89 0.00069 0.00012 0.00081
89GG50S63 9/13/89 0.00048 0.00016 0.00064
89GG50S83 9/14/89 0.00055 0.00018 0.00073
89GG50S85 9/14/89 0.00052 0.00034 0.00085
89GG51S03 9/14/89 0.00038 0.00019 0.00056
89GG51S05 9/14/89 0.00048 0.00019 0.00067
89GG51523 9/14/89 0.00076 0.00021 0.00096
89GG51S525 9/14/89 0.00066 0.00038 0.00104
89GG51543 9/15/89 0.00063 0.00020 0.00083
89GG51545 9/15/89 0.00061 0.00033 0.00094
89GG51S63 9/15/89 0.00055 0.00021 0.00076
89GG51S65 9/15/89 0.00049 0.00024 0.00072
90GG02S63 10/20/89 0.00073 0.00037 0.00110
90GG02S83 10/21/89 0.00062 0.00075 0.00136
90GG03S03 10/21/89 0.00067 0.00038 0.00105
90GG03S23 10/21/89 0.00065 0.00043 0.00108
90GG03S43 10/21/89 0.00088 0.00051 0.00140
90GG03S63 10/21/89 0.00089 0.00059 0.00148
90GG03S83 10/22/89 0.00083 0.00123 0.00206
90GG10S63 2/17/90 0.00083 0.00052 0.00135
90GG20S43 4/26/90 0.00045 0.00025 0.00070
90GG20S63 4/27/90 0.00042 0.00032 0.00074
90GG20S83 4/27/90 0.00052 0.00032 0.00085
90GG21S03 4/27/90 0.00041 0.00046 0.00087
90GG21S23 4/27/90 0.00038 0.00029 0.00067
90GG21S43 4/27/90 0.00056 0.00040 0.00096
90GG21S63 4/28/90 0.00035 0.00040 0.00075
Mean Water Concentration, Total PCBs 0.00100
Maximum Water Concentration, Total PCBs 0.00311

Mg/L = micrograms per liter

U = Not detected




Table 3. Total PCB Concentrations in Sediment Collected from the Upper Green Bay
Green Bay Mass Balance Model Data Set

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Year Total PCB Concentrations

Sample # Collected (ng/kg, ww)
E052B09A 1987 18.61
E326B07A 1988 20.13
E309B11A 1988 19.54
E339B02A 1988 23.86
D342B08A 1989 18.68
D344B02A 1989 5.07
D342B02A 1989 12.83
D344B05A 1989 4.63
D344B08A 1989 3.24
E054B08A 1989 6.53
E063B0O7A 1989 11.47
E071B03A 1989 13.74
E148B02A 1989 16.92
D342B05A 1989 5.78
E184B02A 1989 27.07
E054B02A 1989 10.5
E054B05A 1989 7.98
E304B18A 1989 18.86
E148B07A 1989 19.18
E197B09A 1990 5.22
E204B02A 1990 9.73
E284B08A 1990 3.95
E204B05A 1990 9.31
E284B03A 1990 5.08
E191B05A 1990 4.65
E319B17A 1990 8.74
E191B02A 1990 2.4
E284B17A 1990 3.67
Mean Sediment Concentration: 11.33
Maximum Sediment Concentration: 27.07

pg/kg, ww = micrograms per kilogram, wet weight




Table 4. Total PCB Concentrations in Fish Collected in 1996 from Upper Green Bay

Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Number of
. Individual | Total PCBs
Sample # Species Fish per | (markg.ww)
Sample
UPPER TROPHIC LEVEL FISH:
BTUGO2CP | Brown Trout 5 1.75
BTUGO04CP | Brown Trout 5 1.75
BTUGO3CP | Brown Trout 6 1.17
BTUGO5CP | Brown Trout 4 1.98
BTUGO1CP | Brown Trout 5 1.70
WEUGO02CP Walleye 3 4.61
WEUGO03CP Walleye 3 7.26
WEUGO01CP Walleye 4 5.65
Mean: 3.23
Maximum: 7.26

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight




Table 5. Total PCB Concentrations in Fish Collected in 1989 from Upper Green Bay
Green Bay Mass Balance Model Data Set
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Sample Date Total PCBs
Number Collected Species (mg/kg, ww)

FORAGE FISH
WDI119001BC1 09/11/89 Alewife 0.11
WDJ049008BC1 10/04/89 Alewife 2.00
WDF199001BC1 06/19/89 Alewife 0.25
WDG189001BC1 07/18/89 Alewife 0.98
WDG189002BC1 07/18/89 Alewife 0.85
WDG189003BC1 07/18/89 Alewife 0.90
WDJ049009BC1 10/04/89 Alewife 1.80
WDJ049010BC1 10/04/89 Alewife 1.40
WDF199027BC1 06/19/89 Carp 3.70
WDI129011BC1 09/12/89 Carp 2.90
WDF199025BC1 06/19/89 Carp 4.10
WDKO099005BC1 11/09/89 Carp 2.40
WDJ039031BC1 10/03/89 Carp 1.70
WDJ039028BC1 10/03/89 Carp 3.20
WDKO089003BC1 11/08/89 Carp 1.90
WDI129015BC1 09/12/89 Carp 4.20
WDI129014BC1 09/12/89 Carp 1.80
WDJ039026BC1 10/03/89 Carp 2.50
WDI069008BC1 09/06/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.84
WDI069006BC1 09/06/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.26
WDI069005BC1 09/06/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.52
WDI069001BC1 09/06/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.78
WDJ049018BC1 10/04/89 Rainbow Smelt 1.60
WDI069004BC1 09/06/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.29
WDI069003BC1 09/06/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.33
WDF199007BC1 06/19/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.47
WDF199006BC1 06/19/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.53
WDF199005BC1 06/19/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.44
WDF199004BC1 06/19/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.43
WDJ049024BC1 10/04/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.22
WDJ049021BC1 10/04/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.19
WDJ049022BC1 10/04/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.81
WDJ049023BC1 10/04/89 Rainbow Smelt 1.10
WDF199003BC1 06/19/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.15
WDJ049025BC1 10/04/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.34
WDF199002BC1 06/19/89 Rainbow Smelt 0.16

Mean for Forage Fish: 1.28
Maximum for Forage Fish: 4.20




Table 5. Total PCB Concentrations in Fish Collected in 1989 from Upper Green Bay
Green Bay Mass Balance Model Data Set
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Sample Date Total PCBs
Number Collected Species (mg/kg, ww)
UPPER TROPHIC LEVEL FISH
WDF079018BC1 06/07/89 Brown Trout 1.80
WDJ099001BC1 12/30/99 Brown Trout 2.20
WDJ099003BC1 12/30/99 Brown Trout 3.90
WDJ189006BC1 12/30/99 Brown Trout 2.80
WDJ189007BC1 12/30/99 Brown Trout 2.40
WDJ189010BC1 12/30/99 Brown Trout 2.70
WDJ099002BC1 12/30/99 Brown Trout 2.30
WDF069003BC1 06/06/89 Brown Trout 1.70
WDG079001BC1 07/07/89 Brown Trout 2.30
WDG209001BC1 07/20/89 Brown Trout 2.30
WDF069002BC1 06/06/89 Brown Trout 2.90
WDG209003BC1 07/20/89 Brown Trout 3.70
WDG209002BC1 07/20/89 Brown Trout 3.10
WDI219001BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 3.80
WDF139004BC1 06/13/89 Walleye 4.80
WDJ149001BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 5.90
WDF139003BC1 06/13/89 Walleye 3.30
WDF139002BC1 06/13/89 Walleye 3.20
WDF139001BC1 06/13/89 Walleye 2.50
WDJ229002BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 0.62
WDJ229003BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 5.70
WDJ319001BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 2.10
WDKO089001BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 3.70
WDI209002BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 3.20
WDG209004BC1 07/20/89 Walleye 3.30
WDK149001BC1 12/30/99 Walleye 1.30
Mean for Upper Trophic Level Fish: 2.98
Maximum for Upper Trophic Level Fish: 5.90

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight



Table 6. Total PCB Concentrations in Upper Trophic Level Fish Collected from Upper Green Bay
NRDA and Mass Balance Data Sets Combined
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Total PCBs
Sample # Database Species (mg/kg, ww)

BTUGO02CP NRDA Brown Trout 1.75

BTUGO5CP NRDA Brown Trout 1.98

BTUGO1CP NRDA Brown Trout 1.70

BTUGO3CP NRDA Brown Trout 1.17

BTUGO04CP NRDA Brown Trout 1.75
WDF079018BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 1.80
WDJ099001BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.20
WDJ099003BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 3.90
WDJ189006BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.80
WDJ189007BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.40
WDJ189010BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.70
WDJ099002BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.30
WDF069003BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 1.70
WDGO079001BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.30
WDG209001BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.30
WDF069002BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 2.90
WDG209003BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 3.70
WDG209002BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 3.10

WEUGO02CP NRDA Walleye 4.61

WEUGO03CP NRDA Walleye 7.26

WEUGO01CP NRDA Walleye 5.65
WDI219001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 3.80
WDF139004BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 4.80
WDJ149001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 5.90
WDF139003BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 3.30
WDF139002BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 3.20
WDF139001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 2.50
WDJ229002BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.62
WDJ229003BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 5.70
WDJ319001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 2.10
WDKO089001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 3.70
WDI209002BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 3.20
WDG209004BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 3.30
WDK149001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 1.30
Overall Mean: 3.04
Overall Maximum: 7.26

NRDA = Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set
Mass Balance Model = Green Bay Mass Balance Model Data Set

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight



Table 7. Estimated Total PCB Concentrations in Fish Eggs
Based on Fish Whole Body PCB Concentrations
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000

Whole Body Estimated Total PCBs in

Sample # Database Species Fish Eggs (mg/kg, ww)
BTUGO02CP NRDA Brown Trout 0.37
BTUGO5CP NRDA Brown Trout 0.41
BTUGO1CP NRDA Brown Trout 0.36
BTUGO3CP NRDA Brown Trout 0.24
BTUGO04CP NRDA Brown Trout 0.37
WEUGO02CP NRDA Walleye 0.96
WEUGO01CP NRDA Walleye 1.18
WEUGO03CP NRDA Walleye 1.52
NRDA Database Mean: 0.68
NRDA Database Maximum: 1.52
WDFQ079018BC1 [ Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.38
WDJ099001BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.46
WDJ099003BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.82
WDJ189006BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.59
WDJ189007BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.50
WDJ189010BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.56
WDJ099002BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.48
WDF069003BC1 [ Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.36
WDGO079001BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.48
WDG209001BC1 [ Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.48
WDF069002BC1 [ Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.61
WDG209003BC1 [ Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.77
WDG209002BC1 | Mass Balance Model | Brown Trout 0.65
WDI219001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.79
WDF139004BC1 [ Mass Balance Model Walleye 1.00
WDJ149001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 1.23
WDF139003BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.69
WDF139002BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.67
WDF139001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.52
WDJ229002BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.13
WDJ229003BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 1.19
WDJ319001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.44
WDKO089001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.77
WDI209002BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.67
WDG209004BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.69
WDK149001BC1 | Mass Balance Model Walleye 0.27
Overall Mean: 0.64
Overall Maximum: 1.52

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

Egg concentration = Whole-body PCB concentration times 0.209

0.209 = Egg to whole body ratio calculated for lake trout; Mac et al. 1993

NRDA = Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set




Table 8. Total PCB Concentrations in Bird Eggs Collected from Islands In or Near Upper Green Bay
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Collection Collection Mean Total PCBs | Standard | # of
Location Year Species (mg/kg, ww) Deviation | eggs Reference
Gravelly Island 1980 Caspian tern 36.2 9.2 10 [Struger and Weseloh 1985
Gravelly/Gull Islands 1988 Caspian tern 11 nd 18 Yamashita et al. 1993
Gravelly Island 1991 Caspian tern 15.8 nd 10 Ewins et al. 1994
Little Gull Island 1986 Double-crested cormorant 14.8 0.1 nd Tillett et al. 1992
Gravelly/Little Gull Islands 1987 Double-crested cormorant 12.3 0.6 nd Tillett et al. 1992
Spider Island 1988 Double-crested cormorant 5.3 0.3 nd Tillett et al. 1992
Little Gull Island 1988 Double-crested cormorant 7.2 nd 41 Yamashita et al. 1993
Spider/Hog/Fish Islands 1988 Double-crested cormorant 14.2 nd 38 Dale and Stromborg1993
Spider Island 1989 Double-crested cormorant 15.5 8.04 27 Williams et al. 1995
Spider Island 1989 - 1990 | Double-crested cormorant 7.8 3.3 26 Larson et al. 1996
Spider Island 1994 - 1995 | Double-crested cormorant 10.4* 4.6 10 Custer et al. in press

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

* wet weight vs. dry weight not specified

nd = no data available




Table 9. Hazard Quotient Calculations for Fish
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
EGGS:
Estimated Fish Egg Fish Egg Fish Egg Fish Egg
PCB Conc. NOAEC LOAEC HQ using the | HQ using the
(mg/kg, ww) | (Hg/kg, ww) | (pg/kg, ww) NOAEC LOAEC
NRDA Database Mean 0.68 0.16 1.6 4.2 0.4
NRDA Database Max. 1.52 0.16 1.6 9.5 0.9
Overall Mean 0.64 0.16 1.6 4.0 0.4
Overall Max. 1.52 0.16 1.6 9.5 0.9
WHOLE BODY:
Whole Body | Whole Body | Whole Body | Whole Body
PCB Conc. NOAEC LOAEC HQ using the [ HQ using the
(mg/kg, ww) [ (mg/kg, ww) | (mg/kg, ww) NOAEC LOAEC
NRDA Database Mean 3.23 0.77 1.7 4.2 0.4
NRDA Database Max. 7.26 0.77 7.7 9.4 0.9
Overall Mean 3.04 0.77 7.7 3.9 0.4
Overall Max. 7.26 0.77 7.7 9.4 0.9

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

ug/kg, ww = micrograms per kilogram, wet weight

NOAEC = No observable adverse effect concentration

LOAEC = Lowest observed adverse effect concentration

HQ = Hazard quotient




Table 10. Hazard Quotient Calculations for Bird Eggs
Upper Green Bay

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
Bird Egg Bird Egg Bird Egg Bird Egg Bird Egg
PCB Conc. | NOAEC 2 LOAEC 2 | HQ using the | HQ using the
(mg/kg, ww) [ (mg/kg, ww) [ (mg/kg, ww) NOAEC LOAEC
Caspian tern 15.8 (mean) 4.7 7.6 3.4 2.1
Double-crested cormorant |10.4 (mean) 4.7 7.6 2.2 1.4
Double-crested cormorant | 20.1(max) 4.7 7.6 4.3 2.6
Bird Egg Bird Egg Bird Egg Bird Egg Bird Egg
PCB Conc. | NOAEC® LOAEC® | HQ using the | HQ using the
(mg/kg, ww) | (mg/kg, ww) | (mg/kg, ww) NOAEC LOAEC
Caspian tern 15.8 (mean) 0.8 8 19.8 1.9
Double-crested cormorant |10.4 (mean) 0.8 8 13.0 1.3
Double-crested cormorant | 20.1(max) 0.8 8 25.1 2.5

a8 TRV from Hoffman et al. 1993. Effect observed was decreased hatching success.

b TRV from Ludwig et al. 1996. Effect observed was increased deformity rate.

mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

NOAEC = No observable adverse effect concentration

LOAEC = Lowest observed adverse effect concentration

HQ = Hazard quotient




Table 11. Food Chain Model and Chronic Hazard Quotient Calculations for the Caspian Tern
Upper Green Bay

Using the NOAEL and the Maximum PCB Concentrations:

Green Bay, WI
February 2000

Maximum Maximum | Water Ing. | Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With

\Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose NOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) [ (mg/kg BW/day)| Ingestion |Ingestion
0.00000311[NRDA Database 7.26 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.51 0.112 4.6 4.6
0.00000311 | Mass Balance Model* 4.20 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.30 0.112 2.6 2.6
Using the NOAEL and the Mean PCB Concentrations:

Mean Mean Water Ing. | Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With
Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose NOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) [ (mg/kg BW/day) | Ingestion [Ingestion
0.00000100 [ NRDA Database 3.23 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.23 0.112 2.0 2.0
0.00000100 | Mass Balance Model* 1.28 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.09 0.112 0.8 0.8
Using the LOAEL and the Maximum PCB Concentrations:

Maximum Maximum | Water Ing. | Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With

Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose LOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) | (mg/kg BW/day) | Ingestion |Ingestion
0.00000311|NRDA Database 7.26 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.51 1.12 0.5 0.5
0.00000311 | Mass Balance Model* 4.20 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.30 1.12 0.3 0.3
Using the LOAEL and the Mean PCB Concentrations:

Mean Mean Water Ing. | Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With
\Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose LOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) [ (mg/kg BW/day) | Ingestion [ Ingestion
0.00000100NRDA Database 3.23 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.23 1.12 0.2 0.2
0.00000100 | Mass Balance Model* 1.28 0.04 0.0405 1 0.574 0.09 1.12 0.1 0.1

NRDA = Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set
* Data from the Mass Balance Model is for forage fish only.
mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

mg/L = milligrams per liter

L/day = liters per day

kg/day = kilograms per day

AUF = area use factor

mg/kgBW/day = milligrams per kilogram body weight per day
NOAEL = No observable adverse effect level

LOAEL = Lowest observed adverse effect level

HQ = Hazard quotient




Table 12. Food Chain Model and Chronic Hazard Quotient Calculations for the Double-Crested Cormorant
Upper Green Bay

Using the NOAEL and the Maximum PCB Concentrations:

Green Bay, WI

February 2000

Maximum Maximum |Water Ing.| Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With

Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose NOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) | (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) | (mg/kg BW/day) | Ingestion |Ingestion
0.00000311[NRDA Database 7.26 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 1.81 0.112 16.2 16.2
0.00000311 | Mass Balance Model* 4.20 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 1.05 0.112 9.4 9.4
Using the NOAEL and the Mean PCB Concentrations:

Mean Mean Water Ing.| Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With
Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose NOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) | (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) | (mg/kg BW/day) [ Ingestion |Ingestion
0.00000100NRDA Database 3.23 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 0.81 0.112 7.2 7.2
0.00000100 | Mass Balance Model* 1.28 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 0.32 0.112 2.9 2.9
Using the LOAEL and the Maximum PCB Concentrations:

Maximum Maximum |Water Ing.| Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With

Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose LOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) | (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) | (mg/kg BW/day) [ Ingestion |Ingestion
0.00000311[NRDA Database 7.26 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 1.81 1.12 1.6 1.6
0.00000311 | Mass Balance Model* 4.20 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 1.05 1.12 0.9 0.9
Using the LOAEL and the Mean PCB Concentrations:

Mean Mean Water Ing.| Food Ing. HQ Without | HQ With
Water Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Rate Body Weight Dose LOAEL Water Water

(mg/L) Source of Fish Data | (mg/kg, ww) | (L/day) (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day) | (mg/kg BW/day) | Ingestion |Ingestion
0.00000100[NRDA Database 3.23 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 0.81 1.12 0.7 0.7
0.00000100 | Mass Balance Model* 1.28 0.079 0.475 1 1.9 0.32 1.12 0.3 0.3

NRDA = Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set
* Data from the Mass Balance Model is for forage fish only.
mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight

mg/L = milligrams per liter

L/day = liters per day

kg/day = kilograms per day

AUF = area use factor

mg/kgBW/day = milligrams per kilogram body weight per day
NOAEL = No observable adverse effect level

LOAEL = Lowest observed adverse effect level

HQ = Hazard quotient




Table 13. Food Chain Model and Chronic Hazard Quotient Calculations for the Mink

Using the NOAEL and the Maximum PCB Concentrations:

Upper Green Bay
Green Bay, WI
February 2000

Maximum Maximum Maximum [Water Ing.| Sediment|Food Ing. HQ Without HQ with
Water Conc. [Sediment Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Ing. Rate | Rate Body Weight Dose NOAEL Sed. or Water |Sed and Water
(mg/L) (mg/kg, ww) Source of Fish Data _[(mg/kg, ww)| (L/day) [ (kg/day) | (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day)|(mg/kg BW/day) Ingestion Ingestion
0.00000311 0.027 NRDA Database 7.26 0.0572 | 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 1.59 0.004 397.6 397.8
0.00000311 0.027 Mass Balance Model* 4.20 0.0572 | 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 0.92 0.004 230.2 230.3

Using the NOAEL and the Mean PCB Concentrations:

Mean Mean Mean Water Ing.| Sediment|Food Ing. HQ Without HQ with
Water Conc. [Sediment Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Ing. Rate | Rate Body Weight Dose NOAEL Sed. or Water |Sed and Water
(mg/L) (mg/kg, ww) Source of Fish Data _[(mg/kg, ww)| (L/day) [ (kg/day) | (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day)|(mg/kg BW/day) Ingestion Ingestion
0.00000100 0.011 NRDA Database 3.23 0.0572 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 0.71 0.004 177.2 177.3
0.00000100 0.011 Mass Balance Model* 1.28 0.0572 | 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 0.28 0.004 70.2 70.2

Using the LOAEL and the Maximum PCB Concentrations:

Maximum Maximum Maximum [Water Ing.| Sediment|Food Ing. HQ Without HQ with
Water Conc. [Sediment Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Ing. Rate | Rate Body Weight Dose LOAEL Sed. or Water |Sed and Water
(mg/L) (mg/kg, ww) Source of Fish Data_[(mg/kg, ww)| (L/day) [ (kg/day) | (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day)|(mg/kg BW/day) Ingestion Ingestion
0.00000311 0.027 NRDA Database 7.26 0.0572 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 1.59 0.134 11.9 11.9
0.00000311 0.027 Mass Balance Model* 4.20 0.0572 | 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 0.92 0.134 6.9 6.9

Using the LOAEL and the Mean PCB Concentrations:

Mean Mean Mean Water Ing.| Sediment |Food Ing. HQ Without HQ with
Water Conc. [Sediment Conc. Fish Conc. Rate Ing. Rate | Rate Body Weight Dose LOAEL Sed. or Water |Sed and Water
(mg/L) (mg/kg, ww) Source of Fish Data_[(mg/kg, ww)| (L/day) [ (kg/day) | (kg/day) AUF (kg) (mg/kg BW/day)|(mg/kg BW/day) Ingestion Ingestion
0.00000100 0.011 NRDA Database 3.23 0.0572 | 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 0.71 0.134 5.3 5.3
0.00000100 0.011 Mass Balance Model* 1.28 0.0572 0.0103 0.114 1 0.52 0.28 0.134 2.1 2.1

NRDA = Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set
* Data from the Mass Balance Model is for forage fish only.
mg/kg, ww = milligrams per kilogram, wet weight
mg/L = milligrams per liter

L/day = liters

per day

kg/day = kilograms per day
AUF = area use factor
mg/kgBW/day = milligrams per kilogram body weight per day
NOAEL = No observable adverse effect level
LOAEL = Lowest observed adverse effect level
HQ = Hazard quotient



Table 14. Summary of Hazard Quotient Calculation Results

Upper Green Bay Portion of the Fox River Site

Green Bay, WI
February 2000
IASSESSMENT ENDPOINT LINES OF EVIDENCE NOAEL HQ | LOAEL HQ | PREDICTED RISK | SECTION NUMBER
Egg Concentration
NRDA data mean 4.2 0.4 Potential 6.1.1
NRDA data maximum 9.5 0.9 Potential 6.1.1
Overall mean 3.9 0.4 Potential 6.1.1
Pelagic Fish Reproduction and Survival Overall maximum _ 95 0.9 Potential 611
Adult Tissue Concentration
NRDA data mean 4.2 0.4 Potential 6.1.2
NRDA data maximum 9.4 0.9 Potential 6.1.2
Overall mean 4 0.4 Potential 6.1.2
Overall maximum 9.4 0.9 Potential 6.1.2
Egg Concentration (TRV = 4.7, 7.6)
Caspian tern 3.4 2.1 Yes 6.2.1
Double-crested cormorant
Mean 2.2 1.4 Yes 6.2.1
Maximum 4.3 2.6 Yes 6.2.1
Egg Concentration (TRV = 0.8, 8.0)
Caspian tern 19.8 1.9 Yes 6.2.1
Double-crested cormorant
Mean 13 1.3 Yes 6.2.1
Maximum 25.1 2.5 Yes 6.2.1
Food Chain Model
i : . ; Caspian tern
Piscivorous Bird Reproduction and Survival NRDA data mean 2 02 Potential 6221
NRDA data maximum 4.6 0.5 Potential 6.2.2.1
Overall mean 0.8 0.1 No 6.2.2.1
Overall maximum 2.6 0.3 Potential 6.2.2.1
Double-crested cormorant
NRDA data mean 7.2 0.7 Potential 6.2.2.2
NRDA data maximum 16.2 1.6 Yes 6.2.2.2
Overall mean 2.9 0.3 Potential 6.2.2.2
Overall maximum 9.4 0.9 Potential 6.2.2.2
Field Studies
Caspian tern NA NA Not Conclusive 6.2.3.1
Double-crested cormorant NA NA Yes 6.2.3.2
Food Chain Model
Mink
Piscivorous Mammal Reproduction and Survival NRDA data mean 173 53 Yes 631
NRDA data maximum 397.8 11.9 Yes 6.3.1
Overall mean 70.2 2.1 Yes 6.3.1
Overall maximum 230.3 6.9 Yes 6.3.1

HQ = Hazard quotient

NRDA = Natural Resource Damage Assessment Data Set
NA = Data not applicable to hazard quotient method
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- Figure 4
30 Hazard Quatient Calculation Results
by Assessment Endpoint - Maximum
Upper Green Bay Portion of the Fox River Site
Green Bay, Wisconsin
February 2000
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1 5 = Figure 5
Hazard Quotient Calculation Results
by Assessment Endpoint - Mean
Upper Green Bay Portion of the Fox River Site
Green Bay, Wisconsin
February 2000
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_ Figure 6
250 Hazard Quetient Calculation Results
for Mammals
Upper Green Bay Portion of the Fox River Site|
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February 2000
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APPENDIX A

TOXICITY REFERENCE VALUES

Derivation of Toxicity Reference Values (TRVS)

A toxicity reference value (TRV) is a contaminant dose level that is compared with a predicted exposure
dose level, calculated based on site-specific data, in order to assess the presence and degree of risk to a
receptor or group of receptors from that contaminant. A TRV is based on data from laboratory
toxicological evaluations. Usualy, two TRV s are used in order to predict ecological risk, ano observable
adverse effect level (NOAEL) and alowest observable adverse effect level (LOAEL). The NOAEL isthe
highest dose at which adverse effects are not expected to occur, and the LOAEL is the lowest dose at which
adverse effects are expected to occur.

In order to derive TRV'S, a comprehensive literature search was performed in which studies on the toxicity
of PCBsto ecological receptors were located. A variety of databases were available to be searched for
literature references containing toxicological information. Some of these literature sources included
Biological Abstracts, Applied Ecology Abstracts, Chemical Abstract Services, Medline, Toxline, BIOSIS,
ENVIROLINE, Current Contents, Hazardous Substances Data Bank (HSDB), Registry of Toxic Effects of
Chemical Substances (RTECS), Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS), and the Aquatic Information
Retrieval Database (ACQUIRE).

In addition, a number of secondary literature sources provided summaries or reviews of the toxicological
literature related to a variety of contaminants. These documents were not used directly to derive TRVS
because they do not capture the details of the toxicological methods which are imperative to the selection of
technically defensible TRVs. However, these summary documents provided an excellent source of original
studies that may have been overlooked in the database searches. Examples of such summary documents
include Agency for Toxic Substances Disease Registry (ATSDR) documents, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service Contaminant Hazard Reviews, U.S. EPA Great Lakes Water Quality Initiative documents, and U.S.
EPA Ambient Water Quality Criteria documents.

Studies that were obviously not useful or appropriate for deriving a TRV were eliminated. A number of
criteria were considered when eval uating the appropriateness of using a particular study for deriving a TRV.
The most important consideration was the suitability of the test result for evaluating the assessment
endpoint. A number of additional criteriawere also considered. For example, studies were selected in
which the test organism wasin as similar a taxonomic grouping as possible to the measurement endpoint
species. Doses had to be quantified and effects measured and reported. The exposure duration was
preferably either chronic, sub-chronic, or involved a sensitive life stage, and multigenerational studies were
also deemed appropriate. For laboratory studies, the likelihood that a similar result would be obtained if the
test were repeated was an additional consideration. Sample sizes had to be adequate and the treatment
groups must have been compared to appropriate control groups. At the very least, a negative control should
have been included in the study design. In addition, the measured endpoints of the study had to be
ecologically relevant. For the purposes of deriving a TRV for an ecological risk assessment, an
ecologically relevant endpoint is one which is closely tied to the survival of a population in the field.
Usually, the endpoints that are measured for this purpose are survival, growth, and reproduction. In
addition, appropriate statistical analyses must have been performed and the statistical significance reported.
Finally, the study design preferably included at least three treatments in addition to any controls which may
have been selected.

The selected TRV s were based preferably on high-quality studies which satisfy many or all of the
requirements above. From these high quality studies, the lowest concentration that was associated with
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adverse ecological effects on the test organism was selected asthe LOAEL. Studies which reported both a
LOAEL and NOAEL were selected over studies which reported only one effect level, due to the uncertainty
associated with an unbounded effect level. 1If aLOAEL could not be located for a receptor, the highest
concentration that was associated with no adverse effects was selected as the NOAEL. If only aLOAEL or
aNOAEL could be identified from the studies, an uncertainty factor of 10 was used to convert from one to
the other (U.S. EPA 1989; Sample et al. 1996; Amdur et a. 1996). Professional judgement was used in
some cases to select the most appropriate TRV.

The studies which were used to derive toxicity reference values for this risk assessment are described
below. In addition, these studies are also summarized in Table Al.

Toxicity of PCBsto Fish
A.2.1 Toxicity of PCBsin Fish Eggs

A number of studiesindicate that the early life stages of fish are the most sensitive to PCB toxicity
and that PCBs are transferred from maternal tissue to eggs (Ankley et a. 1991; Newsted et al.
1995; Larsson et al. 1993). Lake trout eggs have been shown to be particularly sensitive to PCB
toxicity (Mac et al. 1985; Mac 1988; Zabel et al. 1995). Therefore, aliterature review was
conducted to determine toxicity reference values for PCBsin fish eggs. Ankley et al. (1991)
collected 10 female Lake Michigan chinook salmon, sampled their eggs, and measured hatching
success and fry survival to swim-up. Total PCBs in the eggs were negatively correlated with
hatching success. Concentrations of approximately 3.7 and 4.2 mg/kg ww in the egg were
identified as the NOAEC and LOAEC, respectively. Mac and Schwartz (1992) found a decrease
in hatching of eggs from lake trout collected from the Great Lakes at a PCB concentration of
approximately 3 mg/kg,ww, and observed no effects at an egg concentration of approximately 2.8
mg/kg, ww. When 2-year old female rainbow trout were exposed to Aroclor 1254 in the diet for
two months and then spawned, fry growth was decreased at a corresponding egg concentration of
1.6 mg/kg, ww (Hendricks et al. 1981). In another study, rainbow trout eggs containing 2.7 mg/kg
PCBs, ww, exhibited 75% mortality, and 60 to 70% had deformities after 30 days posthatch
(Hogan and Brauhn 1975). Mac and Edsall (1991) collected lake trout from southeastern Lake
Michigan, reared them in the laboratory, and measured egg hatchability and fry survival. They
found a significant decrease in hatchability and fry survival in eggs with a concentration of 0.314
mg/kg total PCBs. No adverse effects on hatchability and fry survival were noted in eggs with a
concentration of total PCBs of 0.173 mg/kg, ww.

Studies conducted using fish collected from the Great Lakes were not utilized to derive TRV s for
PCBsin thisrisk assessment due to the presence of measurable concentrations of other
contaminants due to their exposure in Lake Michigan. The study by Hendricks et al. (1981) was
used to derive the fish egg toxicity reference values for thisrisk assessment. Thisis because of the
low LOAEC observed in this study, and the fact that the test species used in this study (rainbow
trout) is taxonomically similar to the measurement endpoint species (lake trout). Therefore, afish
egg concentration of 1.6 mg/kg, wet weight, was used as a LOAEC to evaluate the toxicity of
PCBsto fish in the upper Green Bay. This value was converted to a NOAEC of 0.16 mg/kg, wet
weight, using an accepted conversion factor of 10.

A.2.2 Toxicity of PCBsin Fish Whole Body Tissues

A variety of additional studies have been performed on fish in which reproductive endpoints have
been adversely affected and whole body concentrations of PCBs were measured. Lethal body
burden concentrations have been estimated at greater than 100 mg/kg for young fish and greater
than 250 mg/kg for older fish (Niimi 1996). When fathead minnows were exposed to Aroclor
1254 at 1.8 ug/L, spawning was reduced. Corresponding male and female mean tissue
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concentrations were 196 and 429 mg/kg PCBs, respectively (Nebeker et al. 1974). Freeman and
Idler (1975) exposed brook trout to 0.2 mg/L Aroclor 1254 in water, and exposed the resulting
eggs to either control water or water containing 0.2 mg/L Aroclor 1254. They found that egg hatch
was only 78% (compared to 100% in the control) when the eggs were exposed to control water.
When the eggs were exposed to water containing Aroclor 1254, none of the eggs hatched. The
corresponding adult muscle tissue contained 32.8 mg/kg PCBs. In another study, when fingerling
channel catfish were exposed to four Aroclorsin the diet for 193 days, no effects on growth were
observed, and PCB tissue concentrations were 14 to 32 mg/kg. In the same study, growthin
salmon was not affected after exposure to Aroclor 1254 in the diet for 260 days. The salmon
tissue concentrations were from 0.4 to 645 mg/kg (Mayer et al. 1977). In another study, adult
fathead minnows were exposed for 16 weeks in aquaria containing a 2 to 4 cm layer of sediment
contaminated with three different concentrations of PCBs, and tissue PCB concentrations were
measured at 7 and 16 weeks. Reproduction was significantly less than the controls in fish exposed
to the two highest concentrations. Corresponding mean tissue PCB concentrations ranged from
13.7 to 47.2 mg/kg, wet weight (wet weight). No significant adverse effects were noted in fish
exposed to the lowest concentration, corresponding to tissue concentrations ranging from 5.25
mg/kg, wet weight, at 7 weeksto 11.6 mg/kg, wet weight, at 16 weeks (U.S. ACOE 1988). When
Mayer et al. (1985) exposed rainbow trout to 2.9 ug/L of an Aroclor mixture (1:2 ratio of
1254:1260) for 90 days, growth was reduced by ten percent. The corresponding PCB tissue
concentration was 120 mg/kg. In fish exposed to 0.2 to 5 ug/L of the Aroclor mixture, growth was
not affected, and fish tissue concentrations were 6 to 70 mg/kg. Hansen et al. (1976) exposed
catfish to 20 mg/kg Aroclor in the diet for 140 days, after which PCB administration was
suspended for 56 days, followed by another 56 days with 20 mg/kg PCBs in the diet again. By day
130, growth rates in the PCB-fed fish were significantly lower than those in the control. However,
from day 140 to day 252, during which PCBs were fed only during the last 56 days, the growth rate
of the PCB-fed fish was greater than that in the controls. By the end of the study, the mean whole
body fish concentration in the treated group was 10.86 mg/kg PCBs. When Aroclor 1254 was fed
to trout at 15 mg/kg in the diet for 224 days, growth and liver histology were not affected at
corresponding tissue concentrations of 8 mg/kg PCBs (Lieb et al. 1974). When brook trout were
exposed to 3.1 to 13 ug/L Aroclor 1248 for 118 days, 21-100% mortality was observed, and
concentrations of PCBs in dead fry were greater than 125 mg/kg (Mauck et al. 1978). When
cyprinid minnows were exposed to Clophen A50 in the diet, premature hatching and death of fry
were observed, with corresponding whole body concentrations of 15 and 170 mg/kg, wet weight.
No significant adverse effects were noted in fish with corresponding whole body concentrations of
1.6 mg/kg, wet weight (Bengtsson 1980). Mac et al. (1993) found a correlation between embryo
mortality and PCB concentrationsin lake trout whole body tissues at concentrations ranging from
approximately 3 to 14 mg/kg, wet weight. However, since the lake trout in this study were not
compared to appropriate controls, a NOAEC and a LOAEC could not be determined from this
study.

Another method to determine whole body concentrations at which adverse effects would be
expected is to estimate a whole body concentration based on an egg concentration that is
associated with adverse effects. This method was derived based on the fact that whole body
concentrations are often available, while fish concentrations are not. Early life stages are most
sengitive to adverse effects of PCBs, therefore it is important to identify maternal whole-body
concentrations that result in critical egg/fry PCB concentrations. 1n astudy by Mac et al. (1993),
lake trout whole body and egg concentrations of PCBs were measured in seven lake trout collected
from various Great Lakes. When the egg PCB concentrations (wet weight) were divided by the
whole body PCB concentrations (wet weight), a mean ratio of 0.209 was calculated. Using this
ratio, one can calculate an expected lake trout whole body concentration based on a lake trout egg
concentration. Therefore, awhole body concentration that would be expected to elicit adverse
effects can be calculated from an egg concentration that has been shown to elicit adverse effects.
When the egg LOAEC concentration of 1.6 mg/kg, wet weight, derived above (Section A.2.1), is
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divided by 0.209, the resulting whole body concentration is 7.7 mg/kg, wet weight.

Since the latter method provided the lowest LOAEC for whole body fish PCB concentrations, a
LOAEC of 7.7 mg/kg, wet weight was selected to eval uate the effects of PCBs on fish survival and
reproduction in the upper Green Bay using whole body concentrations. This LOAEC was
converted to a NOAEC of 0.77 mg/kg, wet weight, in whole body fish tissue using an accepted
conversion factor of 10.

Toxicity of PCBsto Birds

Thereisagreat degree of variability among different bird species in response to PCBs. |n sensitive species,
normal patterns of growth, behavior, reproduction, and metabolism may be altered. Liver concentrations of
PCBs are generally highest in piscivorous birds, followed by birds that feed on other small birds and
mammals, birds that feed on worms and insects, and herbivorous or seed eating birds, respectively (NAS
1979).

A.3.1 Dietary Toxicity of PCBsto Birds

No studies were found in which the toxicity of PCBsto either of the two measurement endpoint
species (Forster’ stern and double-crested cormorant) was examined. Therefore, literature
pertaining to the toxicity of PCBsto other bird species was reviewed and is summarized below. It
should be noted that due to the fact that the test species used in the studies summarized below are
different from the measurement endpoint species, the dosages calculated in these studies had to be
normalized to account for differencesin food ingestion rates and body weights between the test
species and the measurement endpoint species. To do this, the concentrations of PCBsin food
reported in the literature were multiplied by the food ingestion rate and divided by the body weight
of the test species. If the food ingestion rate and/or the body weight of the test organisms were not
reported in the study, then afood ingestion and/or body weight reported elsewhere in the literature
was used. If thisinformation was not available elsewhere in the literature, then body weights were
obtained from Dunning (1993) and converted into food ingestion rates using an allometric equation
developed by Nagy (1987).

A dietary concentration of 1500 mg/kg (dry weight) was administered to red-winged blackbirds for
six days, by which time 50 percent of the birds had died (Stickel et al. 1984). Due to the acute
nature of this study (short duration and high mortality), it was not used to assess the chronic effects
of PCBsto hirdsin thisrisk assessment. In another study, robins, Erithacus rubecula, fed a diet
containing 5 mg Clophen A50 per day for a period of 11 to 13 days displayed abnormal nocturnal
behavior and activity patterns compared to control birds (Ulfstrand and Sondergrund 1971). The
average body weight of this robin isreported to be 18.2 grams (Dunning 1993). Subsequently, the
daily dose would equal 275 mg Clophen A50/kg/day.

Mallard ducklings, over 9 weeks of age, were fed a PCB-treated diet for 5 days, followed by 3
days of an untreated diet. The 8-day LC50s ranged from 1,975 mg/kg for Aroclor 1260 to 3,182
mg/kg for Aroclor 1242 (Heath et al. 1972). The lowest LC50 value was converted to a LOAEL

of 197.5 mg/kg using an accepted conversion factor of 10. In order to express this value in units of
mg/kg BW/day, 197.5 mg/kg was multiplied by a food ingestion rate of 0.15 kg/day and the
inverse of the lowest reported body weight of 1 kg, both reported for juvenile mallard ducks (Szaro
et al. 1981). Thisyielded an exposure concentration of 29.63 mg/kg BW/day. In another study, a
dietary concentration of 150 mg/kg Aroclor 1242 resulted in egg shell thinning of 8.9% in mallard
ducks (Haseltine and Prouty 1980). To convert this dosage to units of mg/kg BW/day, the dose
was first multiplied by the food ingestion rate for the mallard duck of 0.25 kg/day (Newell et al.
1987), and then divided by the lowest reported adult body weight of 1.043 kg (U.S. EPA 1993) to
yield adose of approximately 36 mg/kg BW/day.
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When Aroclor 1254 was fed to 9 month-old mallard hens at a concentration of 25 mg/kg, dry
weight, in the diet for at least one month prior to egg laying, no detrimental effects on reproduction
or nest attentiveness were observed (Custer and Heinz 1980). Assuming that the diet was one-third
solids, this equates to a wet weight concentration of approximately 8.3 mg/kg. To convert this
dosage to units of mg/kg BW/day, the dose was first multiplied by the food ingestion rate for the
mallard duck of 0.25 kg/day (Newell et al. 1987), and then divided by the lowest reported adult
body weight of 1.043 kg (U.S. EPA 1993) to yield a dose of approximately 2.0 mg/kg BW/day.

When screech owls were fed Arclor 1248 in their diet at a concentration of 3 mg/kg for two
breeding seasons, the number of eggs per clutch, hatchability, chick malformations, survival, and
eggshell thickness were not affected (McLane and Hughes 1980). To convert to units of mg/kg
BW/day, this value was divided by the reported mean body weight of 0.185 kg for screech owls
(Dunning 1993) and multiplied by afood ingestion rate of 0.019 kg/day that was calculated using
an alometric equation (Nagy 1987). Thisresulted in a dietary dosage of 0.3 mg/kg BW/day.

Nestling white pelicans captured from the wild received 100 mg of Aroclor 1254 as daily ora
doses for 10 weeks in addition to a controlled diet. Following the 10 week exposure period, the
birds were stressed for an additional 2 weeks by reducing their food consumption in half. The
initial mean body weight of the birds prior to the treatment was 6.2 kg. The mean body weight at
the end of the 12 week experimental period was 4.8 kg. Micrograph examination of the livers
from the birds in the treatment group indicated a 22 percent increase in hepatocyte size, a
significant 25 percent increase in the number of mitochondria, a significant 20 percent fewer
cristae per mitochondria, and a 22 percent increase in the number of lysosomes, microbodies, and
other membrane-bounded vacuoles (Stotz and Greichus 1978). For this risk assessment, the dose
(100 mg/day) was multiplied by the inverse of the lower mean body weight (from the end of the
experimental period) to yield an exposure concentration of 20.8 mg/kg BW/day.

Peakall and Peakall (1973) maintained ring doves on a diet that contained 10 mg/kg Aroclor 1254.
They found that reproductive success was dependent on exposure of the female to the PCB
compound. Females fed PCB-spiked food were |ess attentive to their nest and had erratic nesting
behaviors which interfered with egg development. Artificia incubation greatly increased the
breeding success for these birds. The food concentration of 10 mg/kg was converted to 1.12 mg
Aroclor 1254 /kg/day in chicken feed using 11.2 gm/day as the ingestion rate, and 100 grams as a
body mass estimate (data based on mourning dove; Kenaga 1973). Similar values were obtained
by Peakall et al. (1972) for the ringed turtle dove, in which a dietary Aroclor 1254 concentration of
10 mg/kg adversely affected hatching success due to heavy embryonic mortality .

Another study investigated the behavioral component of reproduction in mourning doves given
dietary supplements of 0, 10, or 40 mg/kg Aroclor 1254 (Tori and Peterle 1983). Using the
ingestion rate and body weight specified previously (Kenaga 1973), these doses correspond to 0,
1.12 mg/kg BW/day, and 4.48 mg/kg BW/day. Control doves displayed normal courtship
behaviors and patterns. Dovesthat were fed at the 10 ppm (1.12 mg/kg BW/day) level spent
twice as much time in the courtship phase as the control birds, with only 50% completing courtship
and nesting. Of the 50% that did nest and incubate eggs, nest initiation was significantly delayed,
resulting in adelay in egg laying aswell. None of the doves on the 40 ppm dietary supplement
completed the nesting process (Tori and Peterle 1983). It was hypothesized that the decline of
reproductive activity was induced by the degradation of estrogen and androgen present in the birds
which is presumably aresult of increased hepatic microsomal enzyme activity due to the presence
of PCBs (Tori and Peterle 1983).

Hatchability of chicken eggs was reduced in hens fed a diet which was supplemented with 20
mg/kg of total PCBs; reproductive impairment was observed at supplemental dietary levels aslow
as5 mg/kg (Heinz et al. 1984). The lower dose was converted to 0.9 mg/kg BW/day using a
reported body weight of 0.8 kg and an ingestion rate of 0.14 kg/day for adult chickens (RTECS
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1986). When Lillie et al. (1975) exposed chickens to diets containing either Aroclor 1016, 1232,
1242, 1248, or 1254 for 8 weeks, hatching success was significantly reduced at a concentration as
low as 10 mg/kg (for Aroclor 1232 and Aroclor 1242), while no effects were noted at a
concentration of 5 mg/kg. These values were converted to 1.75 and 0.875 mg/kg BW/day,
respectively, using the reported body weight and ingestion rate for chickens indicated above.
Similar results were described in Britton and Huston (1973), in which eggs from chickens fed diets
containing 10 mg/kg Aroclor 1242 also exhibited reduced hatching success. Again, no effects
were observed at a dietary concentration of 5 mg/kg. Similar results were also obtained by Scott
(1977), in which hatching success was also decreased in chickens fed a diet containing 10 mg/kg
Aroclor 1248. In this study, no effects were observed at 1 mg/kg. The value of 1 mg/kg was
converted to 0.175 mg/kg BW/day using a reported body weight of 0.8 kg and an ingestion rate of
0.14 kg/day for adult chickens (RTECS 1986). When Platanow and Reinhart (1973) exposed
chickensto Aroclor 1254 in the diet, a concentration of 5 mg/kg resulted in a decrease in both egg
production and female fertility. This concentration was converted to a dietary dosage of 0.875
mg/kg BW/day using the reported body weight and ingestion rate indicated above. Finally, when
Lillieet al. (1974) exposed chickens to diets containing either Aroclor 1221, 1232, 1242, 1248,
1254, or 1268, chick growth was significantly reduced at a concentration as low as 2 mg/kg (for
Aroclors 1248 and 1254). To convert this concentration to units of mg/kg BW/day, the body
weight and ingestion rate indicated above were used, yielding a dietary dosage of 0.35 mg/kg
BW/day.

Y earling male American kestrels were fed prey items (day-old cockerels) containing approximately
33 mg/kg, wet weight, of Aroclor 1254 for 62 to 69 days. This dose was converted by the
investigators to a daily exposure concentration of 9 to 10 mg/kg BW/day. Kestrels receiving the
treated diet exhibited a significant 22 to 27 percent reduction in sperm concentrations. This
response was associated with a muscle PCB concentration of 107 mg/kg, lipid normalized, and a
testes concentration of 128 mg/kg, lipid normalized (Bird et al. 1983).

Male and female pairs of American kestrels were fed diets containing 3 mg/kg, wet weight, of
Aroclor 1248 incorporated into a commercial diet for approximately 20 weeks. Eggs were
collected from the pairs 2 to 4 days after egg-laying was complete. The eggs collected from the
treated pairs of birds exhibited a significant 5 percent reduction in eggshell thickness. This
response was associated with a parent muscle tissue PCB concentration of 18.5+5.1 mg/kg, wet
weight (Lowe and Stendell 1991). Neither the body weights nor the food ingestion rates were
reported in this study; therefore, values from a different study were used to convert the 3 mg/kg
dose into an exposure concentration to be used in this risk assessment. The 3 mg/kg dose was
multiplied by the inverse of an adult American kestrel body weight of 0.200 kg and a food
ingestion rate of 0.0154 kg/day (Nice 1938) to yield an exposure concentration of 0.231 mg/kg
BW/day. However, amore recent summary paper by Peakall and Lincer (1996) indicates that
PCBs do not cause eggshell thinning except at very high doses that are likely to cause other
reproductive toxicological effectsaswell. Therefore, the LOAEL based on the Lowe and Stendall
(1991) study was not used in this risk assessment to evaluate the dietary toxicity of PCBsin birds.

Summer et al. (1996a) exposed white Leghorn hens for eight weeks with commercial diets mixed
with contaminated carp from Saginaw Bay, Lake Huron. The concentrations of PCBsin the
resulting diets, measured as the sum of Aroclors 1242, 1248, 1254, and 1260, were 0.3 mg/kg
(contral), 0.8 mg/kg, and 6.6 mg/kg, wet weight. Hens were artificially inseminated weekly, and
food consumption, body weights, and egg production were monitored daily. Food consumption
initially declined in all the treatment groups but was greatest in the high dose group by the end of
the study. Body weights were greater in the control and the low dose groups by the end of the
study. Finally, egg production initially decreased during the acclimation period prior to the study,
but egg production in the high dose group returned to pre-tria levels by the end of the study while
egg production in the control and the low dose group remained significantly lower. The decreased
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egg production, as well as the increased body weights, in the control and the low dose group were
explained by the authors as effects of fatty liver hemorrhagic syndrome (FLHS), with which the
necropsy results were consistent. It was hypothesized that the PCBs in the high dose group
provided a protective mechanism against FLHS, thus resulting in the higher egg production, since
this protective mechanism had been observed in other studies. In a second phase of this
experiment (Summer et al. 1996b), eggs were allowed to develop through day 25 of incubation,
and hatching and deformity rates were observed and noted. Rates of deformities correlated with
concentrations of PCBs in food, and both treatments (0.8 and 6.6 mg/kg, wet weight, in the diet)
produced significantly higher rates of deformities (24% and 40%, respectively) compared to the
control (17%). To convert the lower PCB treatment concentration (0.8 mg/kg, wet weight) to units
of mg/kg BW/day, the average daily PCB consumption of hens in this treatment group reported by
the authors (Summer et al. 1996a) for the 8-week duration of the study (67.1 ug/day) was divided
by the corresponding average body weight (1620 g) to obtain a dietary dosage of 0.0414 mg/kg
BW/day. To convert the control PCB concentration (0.3 mg/kg, wet weight) to units of mg/kg
BW/day, the average daily PCB consumption of hensin this treatment group reported by the
authors (Summer et al. 1996a) for the 8-week duration of the study (26.75 ug/day) was divided by
the corresponding average body weight (1690 g) to obtain a dietary dosage of 0.0158 mg/kg
BW/day. Although this study provided the lowest LOAEL and NOAEL of the studies presented
here, these values were not selected for usein this risk assessment because the food source for the
study came from an area that is known to contain a variety of pollutants in addition to PCBs, and
the contribution of these other contaminants to the effects observed in this study are unknown.

The results of the Tori and Peterle (1983), Peakall and Peakall (1973), and Peakall et al. (1972)
studies were selected for use in this risk assessment due to the significance of the endpoints
(reproductive success and behavior) and the specificity of the test chemical (PCBs only).
Therefore, a LOAEL of 1.12 mg/kg BW/day will be used in this risk assessment to evaluate the
risk from PCBs to the Forster’ s tern and the double-crested cormorant. A NOAEL of 0.112 mg/kg
BW/day was calculated from this LOAEL using an accepted conversion factor of 10.

Toxicity of PCBsin Bird Eggs

A variety of field and laboratory studies have been performed in which concentrations of PCBsin
bird eggs have been correlated with adverse effects on survival, growth, or reproduction. No
apparent adverse reproductive effects were observed in nine colonies of great blue herons, of
which the highest mean egg PCB concentration was 7.8 mg/kg, wet weight (Boily et al. 1994).
Similarly, no adverse reproductive effects were observed in afield population of black-crowned
night herons with mean egg PCB concentrations of up to 10.9 mg/kg, wet weight (Tremblay and
Ellison 1980). Mallard ducks fed Aroclor 1254 did not exhibit any adverse effects on reproductive
success or nest attentiveness at corresponding egg PCB concentrations of 23.3 mg/kg, wet weight
(Custer and Heinz 1980). Haseltine and Prouty (1980) observed 8.9% egg shell thinning at a
corresponding mean egg concentration of 105 mg/kg, wet weight, in mallard ducks fed 150 ppm
Aroclor 1242. No effects on the number of eggs laid, eggs hatched, number of young fledged, and
eggshell thickness were observed in screech owls fed 3 ppm Aroclor 1248, resulting in a mean egg
PCB concentration of 7.1 mg/kg, wet weight (McLane and Hughes 1980). In bald eagles, the
mean egg PCB concentration in successful nests (defined as having one or more young produced in
the year of sample egg collection) was 7.2 mg/kg, wet weight, and in unsuccessful nests, the mean
egg PCB concentration was 13 mg/kg, wet weight (Wiemeyer et al. 1984). Similar results were
obtained for bald eagles by Wiemeyer et a. (1993), in which a significant reduction in the number
of young raised were noted at a corresponding mean egg PCB concentration of 13 mg/kg, although
the authors indicate that DDE may have contributed more to the decreased production than PCBs.
Wiemeyer (1990) later reports that eagle egg PCB concentrations of 4.0 mg/kg should be adequate
to ensure normal reproduction. These studies, however, are confounded by the presence of DDE
in the eggs, and controversy exists over the contribution of DDE versus PCBs causing the
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observed effects (Bosveld and Van den Berg 1994). Bosveld and Van den Berg (1994) aso
report adverse effects on hatching successin the Forster’ s tern and common tern at egg PCB
concentrations of 19 mg/kg and 8 mg/kg, respectively, with a corresponding NOAEL for both bird
species of 7 mg/kg (Bosveld and Van den Berg 1994).

Struger and Weseloh (1985) did not observe any adverse effects on eggshell thickness or
reproductive successin caspian terns from the Great L akes with egg PCB concentrations as high as
approximately 39 mg/kg PCBs, wet weight. Based on data presented in Kubiak et al. (1989), a
NOAEC and aLOAEC of 4.5 mg/kg, wet weight, and 22.2 mg/kg, wet weight, respectively, can be
derived for hatching success in the Forster’ stern. Hoffman et al. (1993) did not observe any
apparent adverse effectsin afield population of common terns with corresponding egg PCB
concentrations of 4.7 mg/kg, wet weight, but a decrease in hatching success and increase in embryo
deformities was observed at corresponding egg PCB concentrations of 7.6 mg/kg, wet weight.
Peakall et al. (1972) observed a decrease in hatching success due to heavy embryonic mortality at a
corresponding mean egg concentration of 50 mg/kg, dry weight, in turtle doves fed 10 ppm
Aroclor 1254. Assuming a percent solids composition of 33% for chicken eggs, this corresponds
to awet weight concentration of approximately 16 mg/kg.

Ludwig et al. (1996) reviewed available data on concentrations of contaminantsin eggs and
observed deformities in embryos and chicks of Double-crested cormorants and Caspian terns.
Between 1986 and 1991, hatched chicks and live and dead eggs from 37 colonies in the upper
Great Lakes were evaluated annually for gross anatomical deformities. Deformity rates were
higher in all Great Lakes areas evaluated (including Green Bay) than at a reference colony.
Hatching and deformity rates were correlated with concentrations of planar PCBs and TCDD-EQs.
PC concentrations ranged from 3.6 mg/kg in eggs collected from Lake Superior to 7.3 mg/kg in
eggs collected from Green Bay; PCB concentration in eggs from the reference colony was 0.8
mg/kg. The authors concluded that the weight of evidence was sufficient to conclude thereisa
causal relationship between the incidence of deformitiesin cormorants and terns and exposure to
planar hal ogenated compounds measured as TCDD-EQs or total PCBsin the Great L akes.

Tillitt et al. (1992) monitored 11 double-crested cormorant colonies around the Great L akes as
well as areference site outside of the Great Lakes for hatching successin 1986, 1987, and 1988.
A significant correlation was found between total egg PCB concentrations and egg mortality. A
NOAEC and LOAEC could not be derived from this study because 21% egg mortality was
observed in a colony whose mean egg PCB concentration was 0.1 mg/kg, wet weight, whereas the
reference area exhibited 8% egg mortality with a corresponding mean egg PCB concentration of
0.8 mg/kg, wet weight. The next highest mean egg PCB concentration was 4.4 mg/kg, wet weight,
for another colony, where 26% egg mortality was observed.

When Britton and Huston (1973) exposed laying hens to a dietary concentration 10 ppm Araoclor
1242 in the lab, no effects on hatching success were noted at a corresponding mean egg yolk PCB
concentration of 0.95 mg/kg, wet weight, but hatching success was significantly reduced at a
corresponding mean egg yolk PCB concentration of 1.5 mg/kg, wet weight. In another study, a
drastic reduction in the hatchability of chicks was observed at a corresponding mean egg PCB
concentration of 2.5 mg/kg, but no adverse effects on eggshell quality, egg production, or
hatchability were noted at a mean egg PCB concentration of 0.36 mg/kg in chickens (Scott 1977).
In another study, chickensfed 5 ppm Aroclor 1254 exhibited a significant reduction in egg
production and femal e fertility, with a corresponding egg PCB concentration of 5 mg/kg (Platanow
and Reinhart 1973). The same study states that no adverse effects were noted at egg PCB
concentrations less than 5 mg/kg, wet weight.

These studies indicate that the chicken is the most sensitive speciesto PCB toxicity. Indeed,
numerous studies have documented the greater sensitivity of chickensto TCDD-like toxicity as
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compared to bird speciesin the wild (Eisler and Belisle 1996). Therefore, studies in which
chickens were used as the test subject were not selected for derivation of the NOAEC and LOAEC
in this risk assessment, since doing so would overestimate the risk posed to the bird species
inhabiting the upper Green Bay.

Based on the Hoffman et al. (1993) study, a LOAEC of 7.6 mg/kg, wet weight, and a NOAEC of
4.7 mg/kg, wet weight, for PCBs in bird eggs were selected for use in the ecological risk
assessment.  Ludwig et al. (1996) reported a NOAEC of 0.8 mg/kg. This concentration will also
be evaluated in this risk assessment for comparative purposes, however it should be noted that this
is an unbounded NOAEL and it was not selected asthe sole TRV for this reason.

PCB Toxicity to Mammals

A variety of PCB-induced toxic effects have been observed in mammals. Mink are particularly sensitive to
dietary PCB levels (Aulerich et a. 1985; Giesy et al. 1994). Anorexia, weight loss, lethargy, enlarged
livers, and intestinal discharge of blood have been noted in exposed mink (Eisler 1986). Placental and
mammary transfer of PCBs have been shown to be direct routes of transfer of PCBs between mother and
young. PCB exposure can lead to behavioral disorders, specifically in sleep/wake cycles, and in animals
that hibernate or aestivate (Montz et al. 1982; Sanders and Kirkpatrick 1977). Negative effects of PCBson
metabolism, thyroid control, ATPase activity, oxidative phosphorylation, steroid hormone activity,
immunity, and vitamin A pathways have been noted (Safe 1984; U.S.EPA 1980).

PCB toxicity in mammalsis highly variable. While some PCBs are extremely toxic, and can produce death
and cause reproductive failure in very low levels, others appear to produce few, if any, toxic responses
(Eider 1986). Toxic responses to PCBs are also highly species specific. Mink are highly susceptible to
PCB toxicity, while closely related mammals, such as the European ferret, are more resistant (Eisler 1986).
Y ounger mammals appear to be more susceptible to PCB poisoning than adults (Eisler 1986). Mutagenic,
carcinogenic, and teratogenic effects of PCB exposure have been observed, with mutagenic activity
appearing to increase with increasing chlorination of the PCB molecule (Eisler 1986).

Several studies were found pertaining to the dietary toxicity of PCBsto mink, most of which examined
effects on reproduction, growth and survival. Since the mink is the measurement endpoint receptor to be
evaluated in this risk assessment, these mink studies were the only studies that were reviewed to derive a
TRV for piscivorous mammals.

In apreliminary study to determine the cause of reproductive complicationsin mink fed Great Lakes fish,
adult breeder mink were fed a basal diet supplemented with 30 mg/kg of PCBs for six months (181 days).
However, all of the mink died, emaciated, by the end of the experimental period (Aulerich and Ringer
1977). Asaresult of the preliminary study, along-term study was conducted to ascertain the effects of
long-term, low-level consumption of PCBs on growth. Mink were fed a basal diet supplemented with 5 and
10 mg/kg of PCBs for a period of approximately 8.5 months. The basal diet plus 10 mg/kg of PCBs
resulted in a significant 56 percent decrease in body weight gain after a period of 4 months. Body weight
gain was reduced by 39 percent in the 5 mg/kg treatment group, but this reduction was not significant. Both
the 5 and 10 mg/kg treatment groups failed to produce offspring; the control group produced 17 live and 8
dead kits. Various degrees of embryotoxicity were observed during necropsy of the treated animals
(Aulerich and Ringer 1977). The 5 and 10 mg/kg doses were converted to daily exposure concentrations by
multiplying them by the food ingestion rate of 0.114 kg/day [cal culated by multiplying the highest reported
food ingestion rate for mink of 0.22 g/g BW/day (U.S. EPA 1993) by the lowest reported body weight of
520 g (Merritt 1987), and dividing by 1000] and dividing by the lowest body weight (0.923 kg) reported by
the investigators for this treatment group. This yielded exposure concentrations of 1.1 and 2.2 mg/kg
BW/day for the 5 and 10 mg/kg treatment groups, respectively.

Based on the results of this experiment, another experiment was conducted to determine the effects of long-
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term consumption of low-level PCBs on reproduction. Fifteen mg/kg of Aroclor 1254 in the diet resulted in
a complete inhibition of reproduction and 31 percent adult mortality, compared to 6 percent mortality in the
controls. Five mg/kg of Aroclor 1254 resulted in a 95 percent reduction in the number of kits born live; the
ratio of live kits to femal e adults was reduced by 87 percent. However, in an effort to determine the
persistence of the impaired reproductive condition, 11 adult females that received 5 mg/kg of Aroclor 1254
for a period of six months were placed on a control diet for one year. The results indicate that the impaired
reproductive performance of these females was not a permanent condition (Aulerich and Ringer 1977).

The 5 and 15 mg/kg doses were converted to daily exposure dosages by multiplying them by the food
ingestion rate (0.114 kg/day) for the mink and dividing them by the lowest reported body weight for the
mink (0.52 kg) to yield exposure dosages of 1.1 and 3.3 mg/kg BW/day, respectively.

Eight month old mink fed a basal diet containing 1.0 mg/kg of Aroclor 1254 for a period of approximately
six months exhibited no mortality or any significant changesin the thyroid, pituitary, adrenal glands, or
serum T3 and T4 levels (Wren et a 1987a). Reproduction and kit development was evaluated under the
same test conditions in a separate study (Wren et al. 1987b) by the same investigators. Male fertility and
female offspring production were not affected by the 1.0 mg/kg Aroclor 1254 diet. However, growth rate of
kits nursed by exposed mothers was significantly reduced. The investigators estimated the daily exposure
concentrations to be 0.10 mg/kg BW/day for males and 0.18 mg/kg BW/day for females.

When Kubiak and Best (1991) fed mink aliver diet contaminated with PCBs, a concentration of 1.0 mg/kg
PCBs resulted in reproductive impairment and a concentration of 5 mg/kg resulted in mortality. This dose
was converted to a daily exposure concentration by multiplying it by the food ingestion rate of the mink
(0.114 kg/day) and dividing by the lowest reported body weight of mink (0.52 kg). Thisyielded an
exposure concentration of 0.22 mg/kg BW/day.

In another study, one-year-old mink were fed adiet of beef and cereal prepared from cows which had been
given 10 consecutive daily oral doses of 1 and 10 mg/kg of Aroclor 1254 dissolved in an olive oil and dairy
concentrate (Platanow and Karstad 1973). The cows did not exhibit any clinical, gross, or histopathological
signs of PCB toxicity. The cowswere killed 24 hours following the last dose, and the musculature, liver,
and kidneys ground and mixed with commercial mink food cereal at alevel of 24 percent cereal. The
resulting rations containing 0.64 and 3.57 mg/kg of total PCB were fed to mink for a period of 160 days.
The mink were fed this diet ad libitum 2 months prior to the breeding season and continued for 160 days.
All 16 mink that were fed 3.57 mg/kg of PCBs died by day 105. Two of the 16 mink that were fed 0.64
mg/kg died by days 122 and 129. The mink exhibited poor appetites, lethargy, and weakness before dying.
Some passed tarry feces, indicating gastrointestinal hemorrhaging. At both treatment levels, males survived
longer than females. These doses were converted to daily exposure concentrations by multiplying them by
the food ingestion rate of the mink (0.114 kg/day) and dividing by the lowest reported body weight of mink
(0.52 kg). Thisyielded exposure concentrations of 0.14 and 0.78 mg/kg BW/day for the 0.64 and 3.57
mg/kg doses, respectively.

In another study, male and female ranch-bred mink were acclimated to a diet consisting of ocean fish
scraps, commercial mink cereal, and meat by-products. Ocean fish scraps made up 40 percent of this diet.
Dietary treatment levels were prepared by substituting 10, 20, and 40 percent of the ocean fish scraps with
PCB-contaminated carp from Saginaw Bay, Lake Huron. The mean dietary PCB concentrations were 0.015
mg/kg (control), 0.72 mg/kg (10 percent carp), 1.53 mg/kg (20 percent carp), and 2.56 mg/kg (40 percent
carp). Groupsof 15 mink (3 males, 12 females) were assigned to one of the four treatment groups for a
period of 12 weeks. Mink receiving the highest PCB-containing diet (40 percent carp or 0.32 mg/kg
BW/day, as reported by the investigators) exhibited a 42 percent reduction in mean litter size, 86 percent
fewer live kits at birth, and no kits surviving beyond 24-hours post-partum. Even mink receiving the 10
percent carp diet (or 0.13 mg/kg BW/day, as reported by the investigators) exhibited a 67 percent reduction
in kits surviving three to six weeks relative to the control (Heaton et al. 1995).

In arelated study on multigenerational effectsin mink fed the same Saginaw Bay PCB-contaminated carp,
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Restum et al.(1998) observed a significant reduction in kit body weights after parental exposure to 0.25
mg/kg, wet weight (0.05 mg/kg BW/day, as reported by the authors) of PCBsin fish. A significant
reduction in kit survival was observed at a parental exposure concentration of 0.5 mg/kg wet weight. Of
note in their study was that adverse effects on kit survival were observed even several months after the
parents had been placed on the control diet. The inference was that long-term effects on mink can be
observed even after short exposure periods to a PCB-contaminated diet. Some uncertainty is associated
with using this study to derive the LOAEL because the mink in these studies were fed carp from Saginaw
Bay, an area known to contain contaminants in addition to PCBs. However, the authors purport that the
results of other studies on the effects of DDT, dieldrin, and heptachlor on mink indicate that at least these
contaminants are not likely to have contributed to the toxicity observed in their study.

The LOAEL and NOAEL observed in the Heaton et al (1995) study (0.72 and 0.015 mg/kg diet) were
selected asthe TRV sfor thisrisk assessment. The LOAELSs cited by Heaton et al. (1995; 0.72 mg/kg) and
Restum et al. (1998; 0.5 mg/kg) are effectively the same, and probably fall within the margin of error of the
two studies. The daily exposure levels of 0.134 and 0.004 mg/kgBW/day reported by Heaton et al. (1995)
were used in risk calculations.
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APPENDIX B

LIFE HISTORIES AND EXPOSURE PROFILES FOR THE FOOD CHAIN MODELS

Lake Trout (Salvelinus namaycush)

B.1.1

Life History

Lake trout are large, torpedo-shaped fish similar to the brook trout. Their body coloring consists
of white spots on a silvery-gray background, shading to white on the belly. Lake trout range over
much of the glaciated North America and are usually found near the bottom of well-oxygenated
lakes. They usually occur in water about 50 degrees Fahrenheit (Smith 1985). The average lake
trout in Lake Michigan weighs 7 pounds (with arange of 3 to 9 pounds) and adults range in length
from 17 to 27 inches. Lake trout are longed lived and do not reach sexual maturity until 6 to 8
years old (University of Wisconsin 1998).

Lake trout spawn between September and December over rock and rubble. The eggs drop into
crevices and are protected from predation in the crevices. Newly hatched lake trout feed on small
zooplankton, but as they grow the diet shifts to insects and small fish. The diet of adult |ake trout
is 100 percent fish and may consist of chubs, sculpin, smelt, and alewife. Madenjian et al. (1998a)
also found that the diet of lake trout greater than 600 millimeters total length in both the near shore
and off shore waters of Lake Michigan was dominated by alewife.

Habitat deterioration causing lowered dissolved oxygen levels and reduced spawning grounds,
over fishing, sealamprey infestation, and pesticides caused a severe decline in the population of
lake trout. Lake trout were once the most valuable commercial fish in the Upper Great L akes.
Lakes Erie and Ontario formerly supported a commercial fishery for this species but the native
stock is now considered extinct (Smith 1985). There are many active programs to restock the
population, improve habitat, reduce pesticide levels, and control sealamprey which have increased
the size of the population. Currently, thereis still acommercial fishing ban for this species (Smith
1985).

Cagspian Tern (Sterna caspia)

B.2.1

Life History

Cagspian tern (Sterna caspia) is one of about fifty species of ternsworldwide. Itis19-23" andis
the largest tern in North America and the world. It is often mistaken for agull dueto itslarge size
and gull-like characterigtics. It islargely white, with ablack cap, pale gray back and wings, and a
heavy bright red bill and dusky underwing. Its legs and feet are black and has a dlightly forked tail.
In winter, the adult has white streaks on the crown. 'Y oung Caspian terns resemble their parents
but they have a mottled plumage and an orange bill. A Caspian ternslarge sized, thicker bill, and
low pitched harsh calls makes them easily distinguishable from other tern species. (WDNR 1998;
Cassidy 1990; Bull and Farrand 1977; NRC 1998).

Cagspian terns inhabit sandy or pebble shores of lakes and large rivers along seacoasts (Bull and
Farrand 1977). The Caspian tern breeds on sea coasts, estuaries, or shores of inland lakes and seas
and occasionally on rocky islands. These terns return to their breeding groundsin April, May and
June (Richards 1990). They nest in colonies but may join Common tern or Ring-billed Gulll
colonies and they have been known to nest in isolated pairs (Environment Canada 1999). The eggs
are either laid in a shallow depression in the ground or in nests lined with grasses, seaweeds, or
mosses (WDNR 1998). Eggsarelaid from May to July, two to three at atime and are buff
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B.3

B.2.2

colored, blotched and spotted with dark brown. The shell lacks gloss and is rough to the touch
(Richards 1990). They incubate 20-27 days, and chicks remain near the nest after hatching. The
fledgling stage lasts 28-35 days and typically one young fledges from a successful nest (WDNR
1998). Caspian terns of the Great Lakes, disperse along the Atlantic Coast, in fall. They winter on
the shores of the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean Islands (Environment Canada 1999).

Cagspian terns typically plunge dive for small fish but also feed on the surface sometimes eating
eggs or young of other birds. Alewives and rainbow smelt are the main prey for Caspian ternsin
and around the Great L akes area but they have also been known to take Y ellow Perch and Rock
Bass (WDNR 1998; NRC 1998).

Exposure Profile for the Food Chain Model

The body weight of the Caspian tern ranges from 574 to 782 g (Dunning 1993). Data on food
ingestion rates were not available, so the food ingestion rate for the Caspian tern was cal culated
using an allometric equation for food ingestion for birds (Nagy 1987). The food ingestion rate (FI)
was calculated as 0.648* (weight in grams)®®* (U.S. EPA 1993). Using the lowest reported body
weight of 574 g, afood ingestion rate of 40.5 g/day was cal cul ated.

No data for water ingestion rates were available. Therefore, an allometric equation was used to
calculate the water ingestion rate (WI1) for Caspian ternsaswell. The rate was calculated in liters
per day as 0.059* (weight in kilograms)®®” (U.S. EPA 1993). Using the lowest reported body
weight of 574 g (0.574 kg), the water ingestion rate was determined to be 0.04 L/day (Nagy
1987).

An incidental sediment ingestion rate could not be located for Caspian tern. However, due to the
open water feeding habits of this bird, it was assumed that the Caspian tern does not ingest
sediment directly. Based on the probable feeding habits of Caspian tern prey items, it isalso
unlikely that the birds ingest sediment indirectly through their prey items.

A feeding radius for the Caspian tern could not be located in the literature. However, given the
large size of the upper Green Bay, it was assumed that a Caspian tern could obtain 100 percent of
its food from the upper Green Bay. Therefore, an area use factor of one will be assumed for this
receptor.

Since Caspian terns consume fish, and given the habitat of the upper Green Bay, it will be assumed
that 100 percent of the diet of the Caspian tern is comprised of fish for the purposes of the food
chain model in this study.

Double-crested cormorant (Phalacrocorax auritus)

B.3.1

Life History

Cormorant is the common name for any of several web-footed water birds of the family
Phalacrocoracidae, in the order Pelecaniformes. These fish-eating birds nest in colonies on the
seacoasts of temperate and tropical regions of the world. A few species also live on large island
lakes and rivers. They have slender, hooked beaks, long flexible necks, a patch of bare skin under
the mouth, and a stiff tail. Their plumage is usually a glossy black, but some have white areas and
many have brightly colored featherless rings around the eyes. They dive and swim deeply
underwater in pursuit of fish (Environmental Advocates 1998).

The most widely distributed North American speciesis the double-crested cormorant, P. auritus,
of both the Atlantic and Pacific coasts; it is the only species likely to be seen in the interior of the
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B.3.2

continent (Environmental Advocates 1998). The double-crested cormorant is a black duck-like
bird with an orange beak with a hook at the tip and orange at the jowls or cheeks. When paddling,
the beak is held angled higher than parallel to water. It has an expandable throat pouch that is
orange colored, and itswing span is four feet (Environmental Advocates 1998). The length of the
body ranges from 74 to 89 cm. Tufts of narrow and curved black feathers found on its head during
breeding season are referred to in the bird's name. Immature birds are more gray and brown (Nova
Scotia Museum of Natural History 1998).

The double-crested cormorant breeds from southwestern Alaska and the interior of North America
to the Gulf of St. Lawrence and southern Newfoundland, south to the southern United States and
the Bahamas. Most of the birdsin Atlantic Canada breed in the western Gulf of St. Lawrence and
on the Atlantic coast of mainland Nova Scotia. The bird winters from the southern parts of its
summer range south to Florida and the Gulf of Mexico (Nova Scotia Museum of Natural History
1998). In some of the mid-western United States cormorants are listed as endangered or
threatened (SCCF 1995).

Double-crested cormorants nest in both salt and fresh water areas. In the south they nest in trees
and in the north they nest in rocky ledge areas. They can be found nesting among the heron
rookeries (SCCF 1995). Their nests are made from seaweed and other coarse vegetable matter
placed on arude foundation of small sticks. They usually nest in colonies, but sometimesin
smaller groups, and the sites commonly chosen are of three types: on projecting shelves on the
sides of steep cliffs; on level surfaces above the seawall and preferably near its edge; and in trees
2-10 m or more in height. The trees chosen are usually on islands with low shores without cliffs
and quickly die from exposure to the cormorants excreta. The double-crested cormorant lays from
three to six eggs (usually 4 to 5). The eggs are bluish white with an overlay of a chalk-like
substance (Nova Scotia Museum of Natural History 1998). Both mother and father sharein the
child care. Babies are blind and helpless at the time of hatching. The young eat semi-digested
foods from the parent’ s beak. Fledging occurs at 8 weeks (SCCF 1995).

The double-crested cormorant eats almost entirely fish and for the most part species of fish not
important to commercial fisheries. They chase fish underwater using both their powerful webbed
feet and their wingsin a sort of breast stroke to propel them through the water. Cormorants appear
clumsy trying to get airborne after feeding. They generally always leave the water faced into the
wind and use their feet to help them build speed for take off. Cormorants often sit on posts or wires
to dry out with their wings outstretched (SCCF 1995).

Exposure Profile for the Food Chain Model

The body weight of an adult double-crested cormorant has been reported to be 1.9 kg
(Environment Canada 1996). The double-crested cormorant has been estimated to consume
approximately 25% of its body weight in fish per day (Environment Canada 1996), which equates
to 0.475 kg/day. A water ingestion rate of 0.079 L/day was calculated using an allometric equation
for water ingestion for birds (Nagy 1987).

An incidental sediment ingestion rate could not be located for the double-crested cormorant.
However, due to the open water feeding habits of this bird, it was assumed that the double-crested
cormorant does not incidentally ingest sediment.

A feeding radius for the double-crested cormorant could not be located in the literature. However,
given the large size of the upper Green Bay, it was assumed that the double-crested cormorant
could obtain 100 percent of itsfood from the upper Green Bay. Therefore, an area use factor of
one will be assumed for this receptor.
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Since double-crested cormorants are primarily piscivorus, it will be assumed that 100 percent of
the diet of the double-crested cormorant is comprised of fish for the purposes of the food chain
model in this study.

B.4 Mink (Mustela vison)

B.4.1

B.4.2

Life History

Mink are distributed over much of boreal North America, southward throughout the eastern United
States and in the west to California, New Mexico, and Texas (Jones and Birney 1988). They are
brown, weasel-like animals that can be found in virtually any habitat containing permanent water
and are not commonly found in upland areas (Jones and Birney 1988). Although primarily
nocturnal, their activity often extends into midday (Hoffmeister 1989).

Dens are always near water, and they are usually an old muskrat burrow or constructed by the mink
itself (Jones and Birney 1988). Malestend to live in their own burrows which are less elaborate
than ones occupied by females (Barbour and Davis 1974). Home ranges tend to be linear since
mink often follow a shoreline (Jones and Birney 1988). Mink are solitary and mark their territories
by spraying (Merritt 1987).

Seasonal food availability governs the dietary composition (Barbour and Davis 1974). Their diets
may consist of crayfish, frogs, fish, snakes, rodents, rabbits, and plants among other items (Jones
and Birney 1988; Schwartz and Schwartz 1981). Crayfish are amajor portion of the summer diet
in many regions of North America (Barbour and Davis 1974; Jones and Birney 1988; Merritt
1987).

Breeding occurs from January to early April with highly variable gestation periods ranging from
40 to 75 days (Merritt 1987; Schwartz and Schwartz 1981). A highly variable single litter of 1 to
17 young may be produced (Schwartz and Schwartz 1981). Average litter sizes vary among
regions (Barbour and Davis 1974; Hoffmeister 1989; Jones and Birney 1988; Merritt 1987,
Schwartz and Schwartz 1981). Y oung are weaned at about five to six weeks of age and are
sexually mature by ten months (Merritt 1987; Schwartz and Schwartz 1981). Occasionally great
horned owls, foxes, coyotes, bobcats, and dogs will prey on mink (Merritt 1987; Schwartz and
Schwartz 1981). Although some individuals have lived up to six years, mink seldom exceed two
years of age in the wild (Schwartz and Schwartz 1981).

Exposure Profile for the Food Chain Model

Adult mink weigh from 520 to 1,730 g (Merritt 1987; U.S. EPA 1993). Home ranges vary from 19
to 1,900 acres (U.S. EPA 1993).

A year-round food ingestion rate of 0.22 g/g BW/day has been estimated for both male and female
mink (U.S. EPA 1993). To expressthisvalue in units of g/day, the food ingestion rate was
multiplied by the lowest reported body weight (520 g) to yield afood ingestion rate of 114 g/day.

An estimated water ingestion rate of 0.11 g/g BW/day was reported for farm-raised females (U.S.
EPA 1993). To expressthisvaluein units of g/day, thiswater ingestion rate was multiplied by the
lowest reported body weight of 520 g to yield a water ingestion rate of 57.2 g/day (57.2 ml/day).

An incidental soil or sediment ingestion rate was not available from the literature for the mink.
Therefore, an incidental soil or sediment ingestion rate for another mammalian species with similar
feeding habits will be used to represent the incidental sediment ingestion rate for amink. The
raccoon was selected as a mammal with similar feeding habits as the mink because both species are
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omnivorous, opportunistic feeders and will consume mammals, but also hunt aquatic prey such as
fish, crayfish, and amphibians (U.S. EPA 1993). Beyer et al. (1994) reported a soil ingestion rate
of 9 percent of the diet for raccoons. Therefore, it will be assumed for the purposes of this risk
assessment that the sediment ingestion rate of the mink is also 9 percent of the diet. Using afood
ingestion rate of 114 g/day, the incidental sediment ingestion rateis calculated to be 10.3 g/day for
amink.
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PCBsin Walleye from Green Bay and Tributaries
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Data, December 1999
Upper Green Bay Portion of the Fox River Site
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PISH / SEDIMENT CONTAMINANTS SYSTEM JOB ID: 657 12:01 ronday, December 27, 1999
F1SH RESULTS BY SITE MAHNE oLy STYTE
PCBE IN WALLEYE FROM OREXN HAY AND TRUMUTAL(ES
fmeeee e i ieeiaas ETTR-FOK RIVIR BELON DCPERE LOCAT-ON CLDE-055008 (OUNTY-BROWM ---c-ccv . comon o, .
FLELD COLLECTION BAMPLE NUMBER AVERAGE AVRRAGE s
MRBER T/R/8 DATE 1YPE HAMPLE PORM 0f FLEH LENOTE (IN.) W8 IGHT (X0 ! >cB
7708 21 20E 1S 05/06/1977 WALLEYH SXIN ON F1LLET 1 17.00 4.5 - wa/Ge
7714 23 20K 15 a5/06/1911 WALIEYE SKIN ON FILIET 1 17.80 6.8 - wg/a
8304 23 208 LS 06/1371983 KALLEYR WIDLE F:84 2 1%.70 1.30 16. - wg/c
8405 2] 20E 15 vi/0L/ L1984 WAL EYE BKIN O FILLET 3 15,80 0.40 8.1 - 1a/a
8406 2! 20€ LS 01/0171984 WALLRYR BKIN ON FILLET 3 16.57 " D.&) 2.4 - wa/a
601 21 20€ L5 10/06/1986 WALLEYE WHOLRE P-8H 3 17.00 0.78 12. - 18/u
860]1 a1 20€ 1S 10/06/1986 WALLEYE BKIN OM FILLET 1 1%.00 L.06 2.1 - 1G/G
B604 2? 208 15 L0/06/1986 WALLEYE BKIN ON FILLET 1 2..00 1.45 2.1 uG/a
B60S 21 2UE 1> LO/06/1986 WALLEYE SXIN ON FTLLET 1 23.50 2.39 1.6 - vafa
8727 2% 208 1% 0s/23/1987 WMALLRYE E%IN OM FILLET 1 15.50 0 65 0.A8 - UG/C
8728 2: 20R 15 05/22/1987 WALLSYE BKINM ON FILLET 2 11.00 0.34 0.76 - va/c
8729 2% 208 15 05/22/1987 WALLEYB SXIM ON FILLET 3 1.60 0.08 0.51 - UG/C
CLTY ] 2: 20K 1§ 04/28/19088 WALLEYE BXIN ON FPILLET 1 1v.88 1.29 1.2 - /G
8849 2: 208 15 us/28/1988 WAIEYE SXIN ON FILLAT 1 2..e8 1.57 1.9 - va/a .
88so a: 20R 1S 04/28/1988 WALIRYR BYXIN ON FILLAT 1 21.88 2 .14 2.1 - w/G
8306 23 20K 15 10/25/1989 WALLEYE SXIN ON FILLET 5 14.00 2.0 - wa/a
8907 27 20E 15 10/25/1989 NALLRYR BXIN OM FILLET s 16.60 1.25 - wa/0
%08 2. 20E 15 10/25/1989 MALLEYR B¥IN OM FILLET s 16.70 1.47 - w/a
4909 2: 20K 15 10/25/1989 WALLE YR SFIN ON FILLET S ir.30 1.56 vc/a
@910 2: 20K 1S 10/25/1999 WA IREYR SKTN OM FILIRT 5 11.60 1.53 - uG/C
8911 2. 20 15 10/25/1989 WALLEYE SKIN OM FILLET 5 17.80 0.8 - wa/a
8912 2, 20E 15 10/25/1989 WALLEYE B¢LN OW FILLET 5 11.00 2.04 - ro/a
8913 23 20E 15 10/25/1989 WALLEYE SKIN ON FLLLET 5 17.00 LS - o0G/a
8914 23 20€ 15 10/25/1L98% WALLEYE SNIN ON FILLET S 19.60 1.589 . m3/c
s9LS 25 108 1% 10/25/1989 WALLEYE 8¥TN ON FTLLIT 5 24.10 1.7 - oa/a
8916 23 208 15 10/25/1989 WALLEYE BrIN ON PILLEIT 5 21.50 1.6 - 0G/C
9232 23 20E 15 04/13/19%2 WALLBYE SKIN O FILLET 1 14.30 0.16 0.26 - 0Q/G
9233 2} 20B 15 04/18/1992 WALLEYE 8yIN ON PILLEIT 1 19.50 a.16 0.2% - og/a
9234 2) 20% 15 04,23/1992 WALLEBYB #YIN ON VILLIT 1 13.20 0.33 0.75 - vg/¢
9215 3 2nR 1% Nn4/29/1992 WALLEYR SYIN ON FILLIT 1 13.20 Q.35 0.78 - oo/G
9216 2) 20 15 04/23/1992 WALLEYHE SLIN ON PIILLT 1 14.50 0.41 1.1 oQ/a
92137 23 208 15 04/23/1992 HILLRYR 8YIN ON FILLCT i 14.50 0.45 g.7L. - m™/G .
9238 ?2) 4UE 15 04/23/1992 WALLMY B GLIN OM FlLLET 1 13.00 ©.47 G.47 - w/a
9239 21 20B 15 04/21/1792 _ WPLLRYE SLIM ON FILLCT 1 15.00 ©0.57 o AR - BG/C
9240 2) 20F 15 04/23/1992 W/ LLEYR GLEIN ON PILLET 1 17.00 D.84 0.35 - m/a !
9241 2] 20K 15 o4/2/ 1992 WALLEYT BLIN OM FILLET L 17.50 0.82 0.2 - W3/G
9242 21 20€E 1S5 031/29/1992 WZLILEYR SLIN OM FILLET L 17.80 0.93 1.1 - WG |
9243 2) 20E 15 04/23/1992 WALLEYE SCIN ON FILLIT 1 11.20 L.0L < 0.2 va/a
9244 2) 208 1% 03/29/1992 W.LLFYE SCIN O WILLET 1 17.50 ) 19 46 - we/a
9245 2) 20 15 03/29/1992 WALLEYE SETN ON FIVLIT 1 13.80 1.74 1. - us/o
9246 2) 20k AS 03/29/1992 WALLEYE BLIN ON FILLIT 1 2).20 1.48 2.3 - ug/G
! 9247 2) 208 15 03/29/12992 WALLEYR SCIN ON FILLEIT 1 21.50 1.85 2.6 - u3/a

9248 2} 208 15 01/23/1992 ALLLEYE SCIN OM PILLIT 1 21.50 1.84¢ 3.4 vg/a
9249 23 208 15 01/25/1992 ALLIBYR f11¥ OMN PILLET 1 2).00 2.22 3.8 - VG/G
9250 23 20E 15 03/29/1992 WALLEYE SIIN ON FPILLLET 1 231.50 2 130 1.7 - mjc
9251 2) 20E 15 03/25/1992 AALLEYE SKIN ON PILIET 1 2¢4.00 2 44 2.7 7a/0
9401 2) 208 15 10/06/1994¢ WALIEYE SKIN ON FILLET k] 16.10 0 61 V.78 - WG

. 9645 23 20E 13 08/2¢/1996 WALLEYR BXIN OM PILLET 1 15.70 Q.48 wa/«a




8519R105
TISH ; BEDIMENT CONTAMINANTE BYSTEM J0B ID: 657 10:03 Mondsy, Dezember 27, 1999
FISH RESULTS BY SITE NAME - COLUMY STYLE
PCBS IN WALLEYC FROM CREEN BAY AND T2IBUTARIES

---------------------------------- £1TE=-FOX RIVER BELOW DEPERE LOCATION CODE«035008 COUNTY=BRORN - - - - - - --s--sssm-occ--comomo=sos
{cant.inued}

FIELY OMAECTION 3AMPLE NUWBER RVERAGE AVERAQ3
MDETR /R, 8 PATE ™PE BAMPRE FORM OF FIBH LENGTH (1X.) WEICHT (K0.) PCB

9646 21 20C LS 08/20/1956 NALLEVE 3XIN OM FILLET 1 16.60 0.12 1.6 - NG/KG
9647 1) 20K 15 08/10/1956 NALLEYE 3XIN OM FILLET ) 15.90 0.14 1.4 - WG/x3
9648 23 20C 1S 08/20/19% MALLEYE SXIN OM FILLET ] 16.50 0.15 0.83 MG/XG
9649 1) 20C 15 08/20/19%6 NALLSYE IxXIMN ON FILLET ] 17.20 0.15 2.7 - Ma/%a
2650 21 20C 1S 08/20/195%6 VALLEYE gXIN oM FILIERT ] 15.90 1.0 - Mo/Ka
%51 1) 20€ 1S 98/20/1956 WALLEYE 9KIN OM FILLET 1 16.90 0.15 6.8)3 - NG/KQ
9652 23} 20C 15 08/20/19%6 WALLEYE 9KIN oW FILLET 1 15.70 0.93 - MG/KG
965, 44 4UC LS 08/20/19%6 ‘4ALLEYE SKIN ON FILLET b 18.00 0.16 2.9 - MG/KG
965¢ 13 20C LS 08/20/1956 4ALLEYE IXIN oM FLLLET ] 15.30 0.85 - Na/K0
9655 23 20C 1S 08/20/1956 MALLEYE SKXIN OM FILLET ] 16.00 0.12 0.93 - MA/KG
9656 1) 20T 1S 08/20/19% MALLRYE SXIN .OM FILLET 1 16.50 0.69 0.935 - MO/XG
9657 131 240C 1S 08/20/19%6 NALLEYE SKIN OM FILLET ] 14.80 0.50 0.75 - MG/XG
9658 13 20C LS 08/10/1956 NALLKYE SKIN O FILLKT ] 15.50 0.56 0.7 - MG/KO
9659 11 20C 15 00/20/19%6 VALLEYE! SXIN oM FILLET ) 15.50 0.67 - MO/Ka
9660 13 20C LS 08/20/1956 YALLEYE SKIN OM FLLLET ] 15.00 0.73 - MG/RG
9661 23 20C 15 08/:0/1956 NALLEYE SXIN oM FILLRT ] 21.00 1.5 - MO/XG
9662 2] 20C 15 08/20/19% YALLBYE #IOLE FISH 1 16.00 8. - ¥G/XG
9663 23 20C LS 08/20/1956 YALLBYE MIOLE FLEBH ) 16.60 0.53 v.l - M RU
9664 1) 20T 15 00/30/19%¢ NALLEIE WIOLE FL8H ] 18.00 0.86 8. - HMC/RC
9665 23 20 15 a8/20/1956 YALLEYE WBOLE FISH b 16.90 0.7) 7.5 - Ma/Ka
9666 23 20C 15 08/20/19%6 MALLBYE RIOLE FIBH )} 15.70 0.65 7.1 - ¥0/K0
9667 13 20 15 08/20/1956 NALLBYE MHOLE FLSH ] 15.90 D.65 14. MG/XG
2664 2) 20C 15 08/10/193% MALLSYE MOLE FISH ] 16.50 0.71 7. - KO/E0
9669 23 20C 15 08/20/1956 VALLEYE WHOLE FISH ] 17.20 0.75 . - ®o/xa
9674 21 24t 15 04/:5/19%6 WALLEYE 9XIN OM FILLET ] '20.00 0.9 - KG/KG
9671 23 20C 15 04/15/195%6 NALLBYE SXIN ON FILLET ] 21.00 1.5 - ®K3/K0
3672 11 240C 15 a5/03/1956 YALLEYE IXIN ON FLLLET ) 21.00 1.6 - MG/KG
9675 23 20C 15 04/29/1956 MALLEVE SKIN OM FILLET 1} 22.40 1.4 - MG/RG
9674 21 20r0 1% ne/219/19%56 NALLEVE 3XIN OM FILLET 1 23.%0 4. - Ma/xa
9675 1) z20C 1% 04/.5/195%6 NALLENE 3KIN OM FILLET | 20.50 2. - MG/X0
9676 2] 20t 15 04/.5/19%6 VALLBYE 3XIN ON FILLET 1 20.50 1.3 - wa/xa
98137 2) 20E 15 04/20/1954 NALLBYE SKIN oM FILIEBT 1 11.50 0.20 0.19 /G
S0 21 20C 15 04/20/19%8 MALLDYE IXIN OM FILLET » 11.7% 0.22 0.1% - va/a
99139 27 24QF 15 04/12/19¢%8 YALLEYE SKIN ON VILLET » 12.7% 0.37 0.15 - wafa
040 23 20C 15 04/22/1958 YALLEYE 3XIN ON FILLET 3 12.81 0.29 0.21 - ug/o
wAdl 21 720K 18 na/yvriiQen WALIRVE QrTN O BTTIRY 1 11 AR nn n M - min
96842 21 20€ 15 04/22/1958 VALLEVE 9KIN OM FILLRT 1 15.86]1 0.54 0.3 - UG/G
2045 2) 20C 15 04/23/1958 YALLEYE SKIN OM FILLET ] 17.7S 0.76 L.1 - unifa
9944 21 20F 1S 04/21/1958 MALLFPF 9XIN oM FILLET ] 17.83 0.76 1.4 - we/c
LT 1) 20E \5 07/98/1958 4ALLBE SX(N O FLLLET ] 1R.25 1.11 0.54 -.ua/a
9851 21 30C 15 04/12/1958 4ALLEYE SXIN O¥ FILLET 1 22.00 1.69 1.2 - va/fa
9451 2) 20C 1S 04/17/1958 4ALLEE 9KIN OW FILLET ] 22.50 1.63 1.4 - (g/o
9652 2} 20C 15 04/17/1958 4ALLEYVE SXIN OH FLLLET ] 24.25 2.5) 0.7% - va/a
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FISH RCEULTS BY SITE WK - COLUMY BTYLR
PCHE 1N MALLEYER FROM GREES BAY AND TEIBUTARLES
e et eieni-aensnes-=+ BITE=-FON RIVER DEPEBAE FAIRGRO\NDS LCCATION CODE=055016 COUNTY=BROWMM ------s------===co-ammcococoonos
FIRLS COLLECT1ION SAMPLE MMEER AVERAOC AYERAOE
MUMBER T/R/8 BATE TYPE SANMPLE FORM OF FISH LEXGER (1B.) WB1GET (XGQ.) pce f
7005 23 20% 22 /. 1/19m SALLETE THOLE F18H 5 18.00 25. - ua/a
7901 23 208 22 M/ /1979 WALLEYE YHOIE F188 2 15.80 16. - v3/0
7904 23 208 72 o4/ /1979 WALLETE 3RIR (M PILLET 1 15.20 3.7 - vG/a
7905 2) 20 12 o4/84/19719 WALLETE IRIN O FILLET 4 17.10 3.3 - va/a
1906 23 30 22 o4/04/1979 EALLEYR IXIN 08 FLLLET 3 11.40 3.3 - mja
7907 33 20c 12 p4/04/1979 PALLEYR IKIN OM PLLLEY % 9.40 1.5 - 7/a
7908 23 20¢ 22 o4/04/1979 WALLETR SKIN OM FILLET 2 12.00 3.2 - 19/0
0001 231 308 2 10/¢2/1980 RALLEYE SHOLR PIBR L] 15.10 049 9.1 - xja
sio: 2) 208 22 03/13/1%81 BALLEVE BEOLE F1SH 5 19.32¢ 1.10 10.7 - ;a0
2103 21 282 22 03/13/1901 BALLEVE #M0LE VIBH . 20.48 1.60 131.7 - 'm/a
104 23 208 22 09/10/1991 RALLEYR MHOLE FI18H 5 17.00 ¢.70 22, - ‘mafa
s10¢ 23 208 22 09/18/1%81 SALLEYE M0LE FISH 5 17.30 .70 11. - 'K3/a
s2e. 23 208 22 08/93/1902 WALLEYE M0LE FISH 5 16.20 067 16.3 - G/a
959, 23 203 22 08/91/191 WALLEVE SXIM ON FILLAT 1 14.%0 +.50 1.6 - x/a
sl 23 202 22 R /21/1908 MALLRYR 9KIN O PILLET 1 15.00 .46 2. - xe/a
£50) 23 203 22 e8/31/190% NALLEYE SRIN oM FILLET 1 15.75 ¥.58 1.6 - Ja/a
[ 31 7] 23 201 22 *8/21/198S NALLRYE BXIN OM FILART 1 17.25 $.91 2.9 - 20/4
8503 23 203 22 e8/)1/19¢8s NALLEYE SKIN OM FILLET 1 18.00 4.96 1.2 - fo
830 2> 203 22 0a/)1/1985 VALLETE OKIN OM F1LLET 1 19.50 1.17 2.2 vg/o
8508 23 201 22 o8/11/19¢S YALLEYE LIVER 4 18.00 12. - va/a
870: 23 203 22 os/11/19¢€7 4ALLEYE BKIN ON FILLET Y 9.90 .13 0.47 - vg/c
memmad Wiaa s . .. .. ... @ITB~-FOX AIVER MWICEMAY 173 BRIDGE LOCATION OOOC-055CL2 OUMTY-FROWM - ----.cco-mnccoc onnrarmmmnrnss
F1ELD COLLECT MOM BAMPLE NUMBER AVERAGE AVRARAGE
MRAER T/3/8 DATE TYPE BAMILE FORM OF rIisa LE)OTH (IN.) WETGHT (#Q.} PCY
0703 23 2% 14 0s/11/1987 WALLCYR SXIM ON PILLET 2 12.123 n.as 0.59 - wjo
0704 23 208 A4 08/11/1%87? WALLEYE SKIN ON PILLET 1 13.5) 0.36 .4 - uafn
(111 23 208 14 0s/11/1%7 WALLEYE SKIN ON FILLET 1 15.12 0.54 1.7 uc/a
................................... SITE=FOX R'VER MHICHWAY 29 LOCATION OCOF=055006 OOUMTY«BROWN - - - ----e- oo -oocascmcmmonrom oo oo
F1BLD CLLECTION SAMPLE FFUIREEE AVEBRAGE AVERAGE
WUNBER /R/8 DATE TYPR SAMPLE PCRM OF YIBH LRNGTH (IN.) WELUNT (RU,) rce
(D] 23 208 O 0s/18/1980 WALLRYR WHO'.R FIFH 5 13.% 0.45 15. - /e
“ ettt miemamateeein—---- SITE=FOX RIVER HIOEMAY I1] BRIDOE LOCATICN COU3=055014 COUNTY=FROMN - ---------cosom=c-oomiomrmmssss
FIFLD CON ECT 0N BAMPR WUMBER AVERASE AVERAGE:
RUMRER T//8 DATE TYPE BAM?LE FCRM OF FIBN LEXOTH (IN.) WEIJNT (£0.) [Je:]
87318 24 208 01 05/11/1%87 MALLEYE SKIN ON FILLBT 1 19.1 1.14 2.3 - va/o
. s73C 24 208 01 095/11/1987 NALLEYE EXIN ON PILLET 1 0.5 1.41 3.1 - va/a ‘




FLELD
NMBPEER

7906
8202

FIED

0702
8706

oo

8904
4905
LE ]
907
9908
0909
8910
8?11
3912
1)
AQ1a
891s
8916
891
8Ix2
91
8934

T/t/8

23 208 14

T/R/B

24 20K 24
24 208 24

T/R/8

24 21K 11
14 21K )1

T///8

24 21E 1L
24 21E 1)
24 21E 11
24 1R 1)
24 11E 11
24 218 11
24 21E 11
24 218 11
24 21B N1
24 218 11
24 2\ M
24 21E 11
24 218 11
74 21E 11
24 21 11
24 2IX 11
24 218 11

COGLLEBCT.ON
UATE

10/02/1%80

COLLECT.OM
DATE

10/07/1979
Q8/21/1982

FLEH / BEDIFENT CMNTAMINANTGE GYETIM J0B 1D: 657
FISH RFSULTS BY STTE MAME - COLOMK STYLE
PCBS8 IN HWALLEYE FROM GREEN BAY ARD TRIBUTARIES

BAMP.E
Y3

MALLIYE

BlITewkOX t1VER

BENE
P

WALLIYR
WALLIYR

BAMP_E POFM

WHOLI FISH

ROUEA LOCATION QODE=0155004 COUNTY-BRCMN - - - -

SANPLE FOFM

WHOL: FLBN
WHOLZ FLSX

NUMBIR
oF FLIH

HUMBER
OF PISH

5
<

tremescc- BCTE-FCX RIVER JCNBS POINT LOCATION CQODE=055007 COUNTY =~BROWN

AVERAOR
LENGTE (IN.)

2.3

AVIRAGE
LEWOTH (IN.)

15.0
17.1

RS19R10%

10:03 Monday, December 27, 1999

AVERME
NELIUHT (KG.})

©.11

AVERAQR
VELOHT (XO.)

0.70
0.71

BITE-FOI RIVER HRAILROAD AT PIRT HOMARD LOCATION (XDE=055015 COUNTY -HROWN

COLLRCTLON
DATE

03/11/1907
053/11/1987

c-- - -- JITE=CREBN JAY GRID 1001 LOCATION COO3=055(11 OTMNTY=EROMN -----:--c-euao- .

COLILECTION
OATE

04/21/1989
04/21/1949
04/24/1999
OR/21/1949
09/11/199
09/13/1919
08/24/1919
08/21/1999
08/24/1919
08/24/1999
0R/24/1929
11/13/1949
09/28/194%
04/24/193%
05/01/1939
05/01/1939
11/01/1939

QAN
TYPE

WALLE(K
WALLEYE

BAMPLI
T™PE

WALLEYE
WALLRYE
WALLETE
WALLEYR
WALLEYR
WALLEYR
WALI BEYR

BAMPLE FOrPM

BKIN N FILLET
SKIN O FILLET

EAMPLE FOMPM

BKIN 2N PILLET
BKIN JN PILLET
BKIN JH PILLET °
RKTM W FILLRY
SKIN DN FILLET
SKIN ON VILLET
BKIN DN FPILLE?P
BKIN O FILLET
SKTIN IN VILIFT
SXIN R FILLET
SXIM 2N FILLET
SXIN DN FILLET
SXIW DM FILMILET
SXIM O¥ PILLBT
SXIM ON FILLET
OXIN O FILLET
SKIN DM FILLET

TUMBER

or

TIEH

1
1

or

TIBH

ML W W W e W ALY Y

MW W W e W

AVERACR
LENITH (IN.)

21.3
22.3%

AVERAGE
1F0TH (IN.)

19.2
17.2
17.6
tA.0
21.1
21.1
18.4
20.
2
19
18
20,
18.
16.
18.
R
21

“LCARTIO@OY SO

LVERRAGR
WEIOHT (M3.)

1.2S
2.16

AVERAGE
WETOHT (W)

e
6. ma‘a
(Lec]
6. - w/a
9.4 - we/a
PCB
2.3 - wa/a
1.9 - wa/a
PCR

2.383 - wi/a
1.96 G/G
1.32 - wW/o
1.4k WG/
1.%6 - ®wG/o
2.059 G/a
1.3 - ¥G/C
1.44 - /0
1.245 G/
2.064 - ¥a/Q
1.499 /o
0.9 - ¥3/0
0.055 - wu/a
1.457 - wafa
1.492 - va/C
1.1s - ¥a/a
1.6464 - UG/O




85)9R10Y

PIEH / GEDIMENT COWTAMINAWTS RYSH JOB IC: 637 L8103 Monday, December 17, 1999
. TIGH RESULTS BY SITE MAME - Cu..# STYLE
f PCBS 1IN MALLEYE FROM ORERN BAY MSD TRIBUTARIES
SeTmtessressssesscsiiiccio---------. GITE-OREEN BAY ORID 605 LOCATION OCOIM=155014 OOUMTY=DOOR - - - == =cmmmcmmmamecmmmmemcmmemmm ==
FUELD COLLCTION SNHPLE A AVERAOE AVIRAGE !
o EER T/1/8 DNTR weR BAMPLE FORM OF FIBH LENGIH (IN.) WEIAGHT (RO.) B
1506 0c/10 /1985 MALLEYE BKIN OW FILLETY 5 um.1 1.99 1.32 - vo/g ,
%07 06/13/1%8% WLLETE BKIN OB FILIET 5 2.0 1.61 1.25 - va‘ae
3908 06/13/198¢% WALLEYE BXIN O8 FILLBT -1 n.4 1.9 L.45¢ - volfa
3909 07/21/19% WALLEYE BXIN OB FILIBT 4 20.3 1.76 1.37 - vglg
y9Le 09/33/1%8¢ WLLEYS SKIM O FILLET 9 1.1 .75 9.884 - WO'G
ELI81 07/1%/198% WALLETE I OO FILLRT 5 n.7 1.99 1.5t - wa/g
------------------------------------ SITE~GREEN BAY ORID 703 LOCATION OOCE~155030 OCUNTY=DOOR ---—--:--cme-c-coecccmsonrccsmmennnns
PIR'D ' COLARCT JOM BAMPLE MUMEER AVERAGE AVERACR
BaER T/1/8 DATE ™PE BAMPMLE FORM OF FIBA LENGTH (IN.) WRIGHT (x3.) PCB
[}1%] 3o 21K 0Y 11/10/1%89 MALLIYE SKIN ON FILLET 5 21.) 1.82 1.0712 - 'W0/0
[ 31 ] 1o 212 0% 0%/11/1%9 NALLIYE 8KIN ON FILLET 4 20.4 1.57 0.9%¢ - x%fa
8911 10 248 o9 11/09/1%09 MALIITE SKIN OF FILLEY 5 2t.3 1.61 1.437 - X/o
0923 30 21E *9 *a/31/1%9 MALLIYR SXIN ON FILLETY 5 20.7 1.66 0.799 - mja

- -- BITE~JMEEN BAY JRID 002 LOCATION COUE=4)5011 OOUNTY=OCOMTO - -- - r=rmeemmme ommmioanssonmesnnn

FIED OCOLLECT )om SAMILE WUMBER AVERAE AVERACE
WOMBER T/UB DATE TVYPE BAMPLE FORM OF FISH LENOTH (IN.) WEIOKT (n3.) PCB
95 29 )8 *7 ec/19/1v09 WALLXYE SXIN ON FILLET 3 12.9 1.3 1.02 x/a
emeeeesiiiiioiiiiiicioiiooioio.. BITE=GREEN BAY GRID 803 1OCATION COLE=155008 COUNTY=DOGR - - - <= e ommom oo m oo mmmem e
FEXLn ON1LECTTON IAMOLE wERn AVERACE ATERAGE
WUMBIR T/R/S JATE TIPS BAMPLE FOBM OF FIBH LENTTH (EN.) WEIGAT (Kr.) [}
7601 e 2531 Je 06/23/1%6 #ALLEYE 9XIN ON FILLET 5 12.8 0.7 - ‘x/a
7602 28 253 1 06/13/1976 WALLBYE IKIN oW FlLLEY L] 14.8 a.6 - KG/G
T6D) 28 251 e 06/23/ 196 MLIEYE SKIN oM FILLET L] 16.5 0.5 x/a
00% 28 251 )@ 07/3%1/1%¢t0 #ALLETE SXIN ON FILLET 7 15.9 ¢.95 8.1 x/a
arail 2R 25T & ns/an/vas MLIRTR auTM M FTILEY | ] 1 3 1 na v oa - m/n
si101 aa a5 Jo 05/10/1941 WALLETE SKXIN ON FIILET 3 19.5 1.35 2.) - /o
[ 1.0 28 253 e 03/10/1%4) SAILBTE SKIN o FILLET 1 1.3 1.71 4.2 - a0
Amm 28 251 Je os/10/1 961 SALLETR SKIN oM FILLET 1 21.% 1.93 2.8 -~ ',aja
8103 28 353 30 0s5/20/1911 MLLEYE  SKIN oW FILLET 1 21.8 1.80 2.3 - 'mja
, 8105 28 352 3¢ 0S/i10/19%t1 WALLEYE SKIN ON FILLET 1 2.4 1.20 4. ‘0/o
8107 28 251 3¢ 0S/10/19¢€1 BALLETE AHDOMIMAL PRT 1 2%.6 1.90 94. - ‘ma/a
810} 28 257 e os/10/19¢1 BALLEYR 9XIN O FILLET 1 23.0 1.%0 5.1 - |/
860L 28 251 3@ 0S/i8/19%66€ SALLEYR SXIN ON FPLILET 1 17.5 ‘*.00 0.92 - mafa
8602 28 251 e 05/18/1916 SALLEYR SXIN oN FILLET 1 22.3 1.85 2.1 - 'xaja
860} 28 2%% )0 0s/18/) 916 MALIETE SXIN ON FPIlLLET 1 24.5 V.04 4.7 - '}/0
[ B TIT 28 251 J0 10/11/191 AALLBYE BXIN ON FILLET ] 17.7 1.02 a.R%6 - Ia/n

80 HEEREREREREEEEE

—— e ——




RSIomlOe

PIBH [/ BEDIMENT CONTAMINANTS SYS\ JOB ID: 657 10: 03 MPonday, Decrber 27, 1999
FIBH RERILTS BY SITE NANE - COLUMM BTYLI
PCBS 1IN WALLEYE FRCM GREBN BAY MID TRIBUTARIBS
- Tt iesscemmc e ee e - SITRACREUN BAY IJRID 403 LOCATION CODE=155070 COUNTYIOOR --=--- = <= —cmm e e mmmmmmem e e mmmmmm =
(cont Loued)
FIELD COLLECTICN INMPLE WUPBER LVERAMGE AVERAGE
WUMBEER T/m's DATE TYPR SAMPLE RO OF FISBH LENOTH (IN.) WEIGHT (x9.) ecn
8902 28 254 30 10/12/19¢€9 BALLETE SXIN ON FILLET L 19.2 1.43 0.822 - WG/G
8%0) 20 258 30 10/21/19€9 BALLETE BKIN ON PIILET 4 19.7 1.48 1.37 - w3/a
8906 28 253 30 10/21/19¢9 AALLETE BKIN OM FILLET H: 19.4 1.38 1.308 wJ/G
Tmeeeeesesssceiaac. oiccee-e-------- BITE=JREEN BAY ORID 804 LCCATIOT COOE=155005 COUNTY=DDO® ------ - IR R e
FIELD COLLECT IO SAMPLE RUMBER AVERAGE AVERAGI
wUNBER T/R/S JATE TYPE BAMPLE PORM OF rIgH LENGTH (IN.) WEICHT (K1.) PCB
7901 28 253 25 04/30/1979 HALLETE WHOLE FISH ] 17.1 6.3 - wW/0
790) 28 253 25 0S/38/19°9 WALLE'E WHOLE FISH H 17.9 1.10 7.5 - WG/G
8901 28 253 25 05/35/198% KALLETE SXIN oM FILLET 4 15.9 Q.70 0.802 - §G/0
8%0) 28 3252 25 05/32/1949 WALLETE SKIN M FILLET ] 18.7 1.11 1,11 - ee/c
& B 28 257 25 05/%2/1989 WAILE"R BKIN ON FIILRT 5 17.6 0.92 0.92¢ - UG/G
[ 3.3 28 252 25 07/12/1949 WALLEYE SKIN ON FILLRT L 17.2 0.a9 0.593 - 1G/C
8909 28 25:& 25 08/22/1989 WALLETE SKIN ON FLLLETY 5 18.3 1.09 1.227 - ©G/G
Tesmsssssii-- --cecs--oce-so--- BITE-GREEN BAY LITTIE BTUROBON BAY LOCATION COCE=155004 OCUNTY=DOOR - ==----o-cimmmmmenocnoeoman
FLELD COLLECT ION SAMPLE NUNBER AVERACE AVERAGZ
NUMBIR T/®/S UATH TYPE GAMP .E PORN O FLSH LEWGTH (I¥.) WEICHT (X5.) PCB
aiol 37 248 11 05/19/1943 WALLEYE SKIN 0 FILLET H 15.3 0.58 0.92 03/G
8302 27 248 11 05/19/1943 WALLEYE BKIN ON FILLET 5 22.6 2.10 4 - Du/a
8403 27 242 11 05/30/ 1504 WALIFTE SKIN ON FILLET 3 15 5 0.70 0.84 - DG/G
8405 21 248 11 05/30/ 1984 WALLLETE S8KIM ON FILVLET 3 19.0 1.20 1.3 - vg/o
T H 37 248 11 0S/30/1994 MALLETE SKIN ON FI1LLET 3 23.0 2.60 .7 - 03/G
meeereses o e ceemceecceeaa- AITE~CRBEN BAY RED AKROM POINT LOCATION CODE=385011 OOUNTY-MARINITTF --------=------=- -
F1EL) ONLLECTION BAMPLI WUMBER AVEPACE IVERAG?
WUNEIR T/R/8 DATE TYPE SAMPLE FOMM OF YI19H LENGTTL (IN.) WEIGHT (K3.) (58]
7601 3D 24E 10 08/03/19% WALLE?E SKIN 2N FILLET ) 14.8 0.52 - ac/0
seemsmsssessoiccosecooo- oo BITE=MENOMINEE RIVIR ANSUL. CHENICAL LOCATION COOE=3BS025 COUITY=MAAINEBTTIE -« ~------v---emm-me oo comuan
FIELD COLLECTION EANPLE NUMBER ATRRAGS AVERAOE
WUMEBER TIR/S LATE TYPE BAMPLE PORN OF P.8H LERGTH (Y¥,) HBIOHT (%O.) PCH
7604 10 24K 09 ©9/18/197s SALLEYS SKIN OM PILMET 3 L6.7 ] - va/e
8303 1O 24R 08 05/31/194) ¥ALLBYS SXIN ON PILMET 6 15.2 ¢.32 < 0.2 - wo/a
8304 10 24% 08 05/31/198) SALLRYZ SKIN ON FILLET 1 L7.6 1.15 0.31 vG/G

L roL
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gSIIR1ES
7184 / BEDIMENT CONTAMINANTY SYSTHI on ID: €57 .019) Honday, Deocember 27, 1999
FIEH RIBULTE BY SIUTE WME - (Du.- STYIR
PCBE IN WALLEYE FROW GREEN BAY AND TRIBUTARIES
------------------------- STTE-MENONTWER RIVEW FHLOY ANGUL CHEYICAL LOCATION OOCH-1@5007 COUMTY-MHARIDETTE ----------oocm-moo-oom o~
FLELD COLLECTION SAMPLE NUMBER AVERAGE AVERACE
MRMEIR T/R/8 DATR TYPE BMNIPLE FORY OF FIBH LENGIH (I¥.) WELGET (KG.) (e ]
8701 30 24 04 08/04/1937 YALLEWE IKIN (M F1LLET 1 14.1 .44 0.34 - wa/fa
8702 30 24E 08 06/ /1987 NALLEYE SKIN ¢ FILLET b | 190.) L. 96 8 | - va/fa
80} 30 24k 03 oS/ /1917 NALLEYE IKIN OM F1LLET 1 19.4 L.2e 3. - uc/o
9704 30 24C OB o6/na/ 1987 MALLEYE FXIN ON FILLET 1 1.4 .29 1.9 - UG/o
8708 30 24E 08 ok/ei /1947 SALLEVE SKIN 0N FILLET 3 24.4 2.2¢ 1.3 - va/o
8801 30 24 08 11/11/1538 MALLETE FXIN OM PILLET 2 g 8.06 < 0.2 - ue/a
e80) 30 24 08 11/11/15%8 ‘GALLETE SXIN ON PILLET 3 13.6 .39 <« 0.2 - ba/o
2804 30 24E 08 11/11/1988 AALLEYH 9KIN ON PILLET : 15.3 0.49 < 0.2 - va/a
0003 30 24E 08 1L /111988 CALLETE SKIN ON FULLET i 16.6 .70 < 0.2 - UG
---------------------------- SITE-MFIOMINTE RITER JATTIE STREEr LOCATION CODE-]85021 OOUNTY«MARINETTE ---- ----:-----------ome-cooo-
i COLLECTION BAMME UMD R AVERADH AVERALE
SUMSER T/0/8 DATE ™S SAMPLA FORM oF PIEBH LENCTH (M.} WEIGHT (»0.) rcD
T2 30 J\E OB 06788 /1577 WALLIYE EKIN O8 PLLLET 4 19.9 0.2 - vo/a
e e cecomeccecsccececanmesens GITE-MEROMINEE LIVER MARINNTTC LOCATION CODE=-1BS010 COUNTY-MARIMETTE -----------: - cceromon oo or o
F1ELD COLBCTICN SAHOLE WUMPER AVERAGE AYERAGF
HUMBER T/nle DATR VR BAMOLE PORY OF FIGH LENOTH (1D.) WEICNT (XG.) PCB
T01 30 724F OB os/m/1977 WALLETR WOLE VIBH L 17.5 ¥ - va/a
9114 30 248 OO 04/76/1953 BALLEIR SXIM ON FYLLET 1 19.5 1.1 0.12 - vg/c
931¢ 30 248 09 04/26/195) AALLETR SXIW ON FILLET 1 22.0 1.9 1.9 - ue/c
---------------------- vemmaimman alm-mxuni RAVER MOVITN LOCATION (DOB=3AS0 4 COUNTY=PARINETTR -~ ------o---.ccccmoomooommm oo o
YIBLD OOLLECTION EAMPLE RUMEBRR AVERAGR AVIRACE
IRELBESTIRL T'R/B DATS TIFN BAMILE PUKM OF FIBH LEWGTIM (1w ) wEIONT (RU.) (T
T4 30 148 0% 01/12/197% WALLBYE WHOLE FIBH 5 1¢ ).36 - wa‘o
ceemmeieiimmesrommceccmnersenn §1TEOCONT) RIVIR BELOW STILES LAM LOCATIUN OUOE=4350L4 LOWNTY«OCONTO - -===mss=-cssosoonmsosronsoros
FIBLD OOLLECTION BAMPLR NUMBER AVEWAQE AVRRAGE
HBER T//8 DATE TYIPL FANKLK PORM or YIBR LENO'TH ('N.} wgIGHT (rO.) bl
934 o5 21K 18 04707/129) WALIIVE SKIN ON FILLET 1 23.3 2.20 3.3 - BG/G
9185 a% 21R 10 od4/07/1%9) WATALYR ANIN ON FIILET 1 3.5 2.40 2.2 - mi/a
931 0s 21k 18 05/08/1%9) WALIEYE BXIN O FILLET 1 21.0 1.33 17 - /fa

FEETETIINEEE
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319105
F1EH / SEDIBENT CONTAMINANTS BYSTEM JOB IL: 657 10:0) Moiday, December 27, 1999
FIBH RESULUTE BY SITE MIME - DOLUMY STYLR
PCBS IN WALLEYR FROM GREEN BAY AND TRIBUTARIRS

B i BITE~OCONTO RIVER OCINTO LOCATION OODE=835004 OOUNTY=OOOWTC - --=: - -cocmmmmocaos ctmmmmne e o mne mm
F1ELD COLLECTION BAMPLE NUMBER AVERABE AVERAGE
B BR T//8 DATE TYPE BAMFLE PO OF PISH LEMOTH (IN.)} WEICHT (Ma.) ©CR
B4lE 28 278 19 09/19/1%84 WALLETR EXIN ON PILLET 3 16.85% 0.95 1.1 - va/e
|
swsssesssscssss-ccc.co-o--- G1TE~PRSHTICO RIVER BELOW BADOER MILL LOCATION CODE=185022 COUNTY=PARIMETTE --=-=----ccee —cmmrmeremonan
FIELD COLLECT IO BAMPLE NUMBER AVERAOH AVERACE .
BLOEER T/e/8 DATE TYPR BAMPLE FOWM or risy LENOTH (IN.) WEIGAT (M3.) PCB
L1198 3D 24E 06 05,31/1994 WALLEYR 6KIN ON FILLEY 5 L. 9 0.24 0.27 - va/a
a2 30 24 06 0%,31/1%84 WALLEYS BXIN OM PILLEY ) 13.2 0.39 0.29 - va/e
932 3D 24F 06 04,09/199) WALLEYR EXIN ON PILLET 1 20.9 1.56 1.1 - ma/a
934 10 24E 06 04,09/1933 WALLETE BKIN ON FPILLET 1 21.6 1L.96 0.62 - US/G
L RS -] 30 24E 08 06,02/1993 WALLEYTE BKIN ON FILLEY 1 27.0 3.15 1.6 - vg/a
mmmiememmeeeeeeiecccreo--o- - BITE~PRESATICO RIVER BELOW HICHWAY 41 LOCATION CODE=3IB5023 COUNTY=MARINETTE - -------. T T
FIRLO COMLECTION EAMPLE WMBER AVERAOE AVERACE
KUMEER T/¥/8 DATE ‘TYPR SAMILE FOWM OF F1bH LENOTH (IN.) WEIGHT (P3.) PR
(314} Jo 2:F 30 06,16/1983 WALLEYE BKIN ON FILLET 2 22.9 2.42 3. - wa/o
830 Jo 2:E M0 06,21/1983 WALLEYE BKIN ON FILLET ) 20.8 1.70 4.6 - wa/c
------------------------------- BITO-PESHTICO RIVER PESHTIOO LOCATION CODE~385024 COUNTY=-MARINETTE - - --- ----: -« -
FIELD COLLECTION BAMPLE WUMBER AVERAGE AVIRAGE
WFBER T/R/B DATE TR BAMFLE FOWM OF FI3H LENOTH (IN.) WEIGHT (KG.) rce
[T1}] 30 3E 19 03/04/1900 WALLEYE WHOLR PIBi 2 16.6 ©.80 7.3 ua/a0
8102 30 ;38 19 ae/L4/1981 WALLEYE WHOLE FIS{ 2 ©.32 3.5 Uc/o
8105 30 3B 19 08/24/1981 WALLEYE WIOLE FIB4 4 16.1 0.75 3,25 - ug/e
8201 30 3E 19 08/19/1982 WALINYE WHOLE FISi 4 1.7 0.22 .71 - us/o
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