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ENDNOTES

1Value derived from the EqP method with Region III BTAG freshwater values (2004a) and logKow values from Karickhoff and Long 
(1995b).  Only logKow values between 2 and 6 were used, as suggested by the EPA (2000o). 
2Congener- and receptor-specific dioxin equivalency.

3Apparent Effects Threshold (AET) marine value from Washington State Sediment Quality Standards as cited by Jones et al. (1997f).

4Lowest Effect Level (LEL). 
5Effect Range Lows (ERL), equivalent to the lower 10th percentile of the analyzed data in Long and Morgan (1990j).

6 EPA has published Equilibrium Partitioning Sediment Benchmarks (ESB) for metal mixtures including this metal.  Implementation of the ESB requires metal concentration data based on the simultaneously extracted metals procedure (SEM) and measurement of the acid volatile sulfide (AVS) concentration during the period from November to May.  Application of ESB benefits significantly from the quantification of the organic carbon.  BTAG recommends that these metals be screened against listed benchmarks in the screening level ecological risk assessment.  Any exceedances should be further evaluated using ESBs following the sampling and analysis guidance in EPA-600-R-02-011 in Step 3 of the baseline ecological risk assessment.

7EqP value calculated using GLWQI Tier II and listed in source document (U.S. EPA 1996l) as “Endosulfan, mixed isomers.”
8EqP value calculated using Tier II Secondary Chronic Value from Suter and Tsao (1996).  Heptachlor LogKow 6.10 from Syracuse 

Research Corporation.
9ARCs TEL (Assessment and Remediation of Contaminated Sediments Program Threshold Effects Level – 28d test using Hyallela

azteca from U.S. EPA (1996h).
 10EPA has established an equilibrium partitioning (EqP) approach for PAH mixtures in sediments (EPA-600-R-02-013), which may be used as an alternative or in comparison to this empirical screening value.  Use of the EqP ΣESBTUFCV as a screening value requires that the PAH analyses include all 34 parent and daughter parameters (i.e., generic correction factors are not applicable).  Alternatively, a site-specific correction factor based on 20% of the samples having 34 parameters may be applied for datasets where n≥30. 

11Lowest reliable value among AET (Apparent Effects Threshold) tests: Microtox (Buchman 1999n)
