
2.  Lower Fox River & 
Green Bay, OU1 –
Wisconsin

4.  Moss-American

Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 2005*

Volume awaiting remediation

Volume remediated in 2005

Volume capped

Volume undergoing natural 
recovery

Volume remediated prior to 2005

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.

88,000 cy

739,000 cy

Milwaukee, Wisconsin

3,400 cy 5,000 cy

18,560 cy

6.  Velsicol Chemical
St. Louis, Michigan

544,100 cy

143,000 cy
28,000 cy (4,536 kg 

DDT)

8. Detroit River, Black Lagoon
Trenton, Michigan

55,000 cy

60,000cy

9.  Alcoa Grasse River –
1.  Newton Creek / 
Hog Island Inlet

7.  Shiawassee River
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2

1

3

4
5

6
7

8

46,288 cy

Superior, Wisconsin

5.  Ruddiman Creek
Muskegon, Michigan

35,900 cy

54,000 cy

Howell, Michigan
63 cy

5,000 cy

17,000 cy

Massena, New York

26,000 cy

9

#

3.  Hayton Area

Wisconsin
Remediation Project

1,100 cy
16,300 cy

60,000 cy

Remedial Options Pilot Study

##
#

(689 kg 
CPAHs)

Remedy not yet selected for this site.



#

## 4, 7

1

# Action taken in 2004
# Sites remediated or natural 

recovery decided
# Sites where some remediation

has occurred
# Sites awaiting remediation 

decision

# #

Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 2004*
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#

#

#

#

#

#

Volume awaiting remediation

Volume remediated in 2004

Volume capped

Volume undergoing natural 
recovery

Volume remediated prior to 2004

#

##

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.

1.  St. Louis River/ 
Interlake/Duluth Tar -
Duluth, Minnesota

69,000 cy

409,400 cy

4.  Velsicol Chemical / Pine River
St. Louis, Michigan

394,100 cy
150,000 cy

250,000 cy

8
#

7. Alma Iron and Metal/

8. St. Clair River -
DOW Chemical Canada

4,200 cm

9,490 cm

2.  Lower Fox River & 
Green Bay, OU1 –
Wisconsin
17,000 cy

770,000 cy

(18 kg PCBs)

3.  Moss-American
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

8,560 cy

6,500 cy10,000 cy

(9,072 kg 
DDT)

5.  Detroit River, Black Lagoon –
Trenton, Michigan

55,000 cy

60,000cy

6. Consolidated Packaging
Monroe, Michigan

30,000 cy

#2

3
5, 6

#

St. Louis, Michigan

15,904 cy

TBD

#

#

Smith Farms Property
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# Action taken in 2003
# Sites remediated or natural 

recovery decided
# Sites where some remediation

has occurred
# Sites awaiting remediation 

decision

Pine River & Horse Creek, 
MI

# #

Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 2003*
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#
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##
#

#

#
#

#
#

#

#

#

#

#

#

48,101 cy

#

Volume awaiting remediation

Volume remediated in 2003

Volume capped

Volume undergoing natural 
recovery

Volume remediated prior to 2003

#

#

4.  Velsicol Chemical – 6.  CR 681 at Black River –
Bangor, Michigan

25,000 cy

#

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.

1.  Newton Creek
Superior, Wisconsin

4,055 cy

1,800 cy

230 cy

2.  Occidental Chem. 
Corp. – White Lake, MI

10,500 cy

3.  Tannery Bay –
White Lake, MI

35,000 cy

60,000 cy

Pine River, Michigan

332,100 cy
62,000 cy

300,000 cy 
(Phase 2)

5.  TPI Petroleum, Inc. –

7. Unnamed Tributary to 
Wolf Creek, Michigan

1,948 cy

4, 5

6

7

8

#

#

(1,100 pounds PCBs & 
hexachlorobenzene)

Remaining – TBD

14,200 cy 
(previously 
removed)

8. U.S. Steel – Gary Works
Gary, Indiana

788,000 cy
(6,813 kg  
PCBs)

(17,800 kg  
Chromium)

9. St. Clair River -
DOW Chemical Canada

9,800 cm
3,200 cm

2,000 cm

2, 3
9
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Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 2002*
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# Action taken in 2002
# Sites remediated or natural 

recovery decided
# Sites where some remediation

has occurred
# Sites awaiting remediation 

decision

#
#

#

#

#

#

#

#

1

5 6

10,000 cy

10,000 cy

5. Moss American
Milwaukee, WI

#

Volume awaiting remediation

Volume remediated in 2002

Volume capped

Volume undergoing natural 
recovery

Volume remediated prior to 2002

#

6. Pine River, Michigan

260,000 cy

311,000 cy
(Phase 1 and Phase 2) 

72,100 cy

(244,000 pounds 
DDT)

#

3. U.S. Steel-Gary 
Works - Gary, Indiana

739,000 cy

11,000 cy
( 1031 kg PCBs) 

2.    Ten Mile Storm 
Drain - St. Clair Shores, 
Michigan

13,000 cy

18,500 cy 

1. U.S.S. Lead Refinery 
Inc. - East Chicago, IN

10,000cy

UNDETERMINED
4

4.  Tannery Bay –
White Lake, Michigan

(345,000 pounds 
chromium)

15,000 cy

60,000 cy

#

7. St. Clair River -
DOW Chemical Canada

23,000 
cubic metres 2,000 cubic 

metres

(19.3 kg mercury)

3

8.  Fields Brook Superfund 
Site – Ashtabula, Ohio

42,000 cy

11,094 cy

7

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.
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Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 2001*
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1

#
#

#

#
#

# Action taken in 2001
# Sites remediated or natural 

recovery decided
# Sites where some remediation

has occurred
# Sites awaiting remediation 

decision

1. Hayton Area Remediation Project -
OU1 – Source Abatement, Wisconsin

2. Fields Brook Superfund Site,
Ohio

4. Saginaw River & Bay
205,000 cy

137,433 cy  (4,500 pounds PCBs) 

5. Pine River, Michigan

140,000 cy

240,000 cy
(Phase 1 and Phase 2) 

120,000 cy

#
#

#

#

#

#

#

# 2

3

4

6,000 cy
11,800 cy

(935 kilograms

PCBs)

4,300 cy

3. Reynolds Metals/Alcoa East
St. Lawrence River

11,000 cy

42,000 cy

#

#

Volume awaiting remediation

Volume remediated in 2001

Volume capped
Volume undergoing natural 
recovery

Volume remediated prior to 2001

# (50,300 pounds 
DDT)

#

6. Thunder Bay – Northern
Wood Preservers, Ontario

6

11,000 cm

28,000 cm

81,700 cy
(20,000 pounds PCBs)

21,000 cm

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.



Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 2000*
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##

#

#1

#
#

#
#

#

#

#

#
#

# Action taken in 2000
# Sites that have been remediated
# Sites where some remediation

has occurred
# Sites awaiting remediation

volume remediated in 2000

volume remediated prior to 2000

volume awaiting remediation

1. Fox River – Deposit 56/57 2. Manistique River & Harbor
Emergency Removal

4. Saginaw River & Bay

205,000 cy

125,000 cy

5. Pine River

100,000 cy

110,000 cy
(19,200 pounds of DDT)

30,000 cy

#
#

#

#

#

#

(10,600 pounds of PCBs) 

#

#

2

3

4

5

31,300 cy 50,300 cy

(670 pounds

PCBs)

3,200 cy

10,900,000 cy total  in Fox River

3.  USX Vessel Slip Project –
Lake Michigan

153,032 cy 33,130 cy

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.



# Action taken in 1999
# Sites that have been remediated
# Sites where some remediation

has occurred
# Sites awaiting remediation

2. St. Marys River

3. Manistique River
and Harbor

4. Menominee River -
Ansul Eighth Street Slip

5. Fox River -Deposit N

8. Fox River - Deposit 56/57

7. Kalamazoo River -
Bryant Mill Pond

6. Pine River

3,000 cy

34,873 cy

118,159 cy

28,000 cy

13,000 cy

7,200 cy
(111
pounds 
PCBs)

30,000  cy

50,000 cy

150,000 cy  
(20,000 lbs
PCBs)

30,000 cy 
(430,000 lbs 

DDT)

230,000 cy

10,900,000 cy total in      
Fox River

10,900,000 cy total in Fox River

7,000,000 cy total in Kalamazoo River

Remainder of contaminated 
sediments undergoing natural attenuation

3,800 cy

21,000 cm 11,000 cm

Volume awaiting remediation

Volume remediated in 1999
Volume remediated prior to 1999
Volume capped
Volume undergoing natural 
recovery
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#
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#

#
4

5,8

# 7
#
6

#
2

#
1, 

#

#
#

#

#

#

#
#

Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 1999*

#

28,000 cm

1. Thunder Bay –
Northern Wood 
Preservers

*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.



Action taken in 1998
Sites that have been remediated
Sites where some remediation has occurred
Sites awaiting remediation

volume remediated in 1998

volume remediated prior to 1998

volume awaiting remediation

1. Manistique River
and Harbor 2. Newburgh Lake 3. Willow Run Creek

31,159 cy

87,000 cy

45,000 cy

400,000 cy
(3,400 lbs 
PCBs, heavy
metals &
other organics)

450,000 cy
(440,000 lbs
PCBs)

4. Ottawa River -
Unnamed Tributary

5. Niagara Mohawk -
Cherry Farm/River Road

6. Gill Creek

8,000 cy
(56,000 lbs

PCBs)

42,000 cy

6,850 cy
8,020 cy

Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 1998*
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*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.



Action taken in 1997
Sites that have been remediated
Sites where some remediation has occurred
Sites awaiting remediation

volume remediated in 1997

volume remediated prior to 1997

volume awaiting remediation

1. Newton Creek/
Hog Island Inlet

1,800 cy

2,380 cy

2. Manistique River and
Harbor

62,000 cy

25,000 cy
76,000 cy

3. Evans Product Ditch –
Upper Rouge River

6,900 cy

4. Monguagon Creek

25,000 cy

5. River Raisin –
Ford Monroe Outfall

27,000 cy
(45,000 lbs

PCBs)

6. Niagara Transformer

11,500 cy

Great Lakes Sediment Remediations in 1997*
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*Information included in the pie charts are quantitative estimates as reported by project managers.  Data collection and reporting efforts are described in the “Great Lakes Sediment 
Remediation Project Summary Support” Quality Assurance Project Plan (GLNPO, March 2006).  Detailed project information is available upon request from project managers.


