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Map 3-3 
Hydrodynamic Model Results: Transect of Salinity and Velocity at Flood Tide with Mean Annual Upstream Flow 
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Hydrodynamic Model Results: Transect of Salinity and Velocity at Flood Tide with 2-Year Upstream Flow 
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Hydrodynamic Model Results: Transect of Salinity and Velocity at Flood Tide with 100-Year Upstream Flow 
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Map 3-6 
Hydrodynamic Model Results: Transect of Salinity and Velocity at Ebb Tide with Mean Annual Upstream Flow 
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Hydrodynamic Model Results: Transect of Salinity and Velocity at Ebb Tide with 2-Year Upstream Flow 
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Map 3-8 
Hydrodynamic Model Results: Transect of Salinity and Velocity at Ebb Tide with 100-Year Upstream Flow 
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Geochronology Core Location Map and Cesium-137 Sedimentation Rates (cm/yr)
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Predicted Annual Deposition (lb/sq.ft.) due to Lateral Loads, Base Case
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1. Deposition data (points) output from PTM model simulation
has been represented by a 50 ft x 50 ft resolution raster map of
mass accumulation per square foot  (lb/sq foot)
2. Mass accumulation represents deposition over one year
(extrapolated from a 28 day simulation time).
4. Lander, Hanford, and Hines are CSOs.
5. Outfall numbers (names) correspond to drainage basins.
6. Deposition pattern shown does not account for re-
suspension of particles due to prop wash.
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o NOTES:
1. Deposition data (points) output from PTM model simulation
has been represented by a 50 ft x 50 ft resolution raster map of
mass accumulation per square foot  (lb/sq foot)
2. Mass accumulation represents deposition over one year
(extrapolated from a 28 day simulation time).
4. Lander, Hanford, and Hines are CSOs.
5. Outfall numbers (names) correspond to drainage basins.
6. Deposition pattern shown does not account for re-
suspension of particles due to prop wash.
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Map 3-13
Predicted Annual Deposition (lb/sq.ft.) due to Lateral Loads, Lower Bounding Case (25% TSS Values)

Draft Supplemental Remedial Investigation Report
East Waterway Operable Unit

Areas with no color shading had no deposition
during the model simulation period.



&3

&3 &3
&3

&3

&3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3
&3 &3 &3 &3 &3

&3

&3&3&3&3

&3

&3
&3

&3

&3
&3

&3

&3&3

&3 &3

&3

&3

&3

&3

&3

&3

&3

7
6

5421

43

42

41
40

39
37

36
34

33 32

31

30

29 28 27 26
25

24
232221

191817
161413

121110

Hinds
LanderHanford #2

Hinds Storm
Lander Storm

R:
\Jo

bs
\06

00
03

-01
_E

as
t_W

ate
rw

ay
_S

ed
Tra

ns
\M

ap
s\2

01
1_

10
\SR

I F
igu

res
 PT

M_
pe

r y
ea

r to
tal

s.m
xd

  c
kib

lin
ge

r  2
/3/

20
14

  2
:11

:13
 PM

0 250 500 750 1,000
Feet

o NOTES:
1. Deposition data (points) output from PTM model simulation
has been represented by a 50 ft x 50 ft resolution raster map of
mass accumulation per square foot  (lb/sq foot)
2. Mass accumulation represents deposition over one year
(extrapolated from a 28 day simulation time).
4. Lander, Hanford, and Hines are CSOs.
5. Outfall numbers (names) correspond to drainage basins.
6. Deposition pattern shown does not account for re-
suspension of particles due to prop wash.
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Map 3-14
Predicted Annual Deposition (lb/sq.ft.) due to Lateral Loads, Upper Bounding Case (75% TSS Values)
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East Waterway Operable Unit

Areas with no color shading had no deposition
during the model simulation period.
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o NOTES:
1. Deposition data (points) output from PTM model simulation
has been represented by a 50 ft x 50 ft resolution raster map of
mass accumulation per square foot  (lb/sq foot)
2. Mass accumulation represents deposition over one year
(extrapolated from a 28 day simulation time).
4. Lander, Hanford, and Hines are CSOs.
5. Outfall numbers (names) correspond to drainage basins.
6. Deposition pattern shown does not account for re-
suspension of particles due to prop wash.
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Predicted Annual Deposition (cm/yr) due to Lateral Loads, Base Case
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Areas with no color shading had no deposition
during the model simulation period.
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o NOTES:
1. Deposition data (points) output from PTM model simulation
has been represented by a 50 ft x 50 ft resolution raster map of
mass accumulation per square foot  (lb/sq foot)
2. Mass accumulation represents deposition over one year
(extrapolated from a 28 day simulation time).
4. Lander, Hanford, and Hines are CSOs.
5. Outfall numbers (names) correspond to drainage basins.
6. Deposition pattern shown does not account for re-
suspension of particles due to prop wash.
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Map 3-16
Predicted Annual Deposition (cm/yr) due to Lateral Loads, Lower Bounding Case (25% TSS Values)

Draft Supplemental Remedial Investigation Report
East Waterway Operable Unit

Areas with no color shading had no deposition
during the model simulation period.



&3

&3 &3
&3

&3

&3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3 &3
&3 &3 &3 &3 &3

&3

&3&3&3&3

&3

&3
&3

&3

&3
&3

&3

&3&3

&3 &3

&3

&3

&3

&3

&3

&3

&3

7
6

5421

43

42

41
40

39
37

36
34

33 32

31

30

29 28 27 26
25

24
232221

191817
161413

121110

Hinds
LanderHanford #2

Hinds Storm
Lander Storm

R:
\Jo

bs
\06

00
03

-01
_E

as
t_W

ate
rw

ay
_S

ed
Tra

ns
\M

ap
s\2

01
1_

10
\SR

I F
igu

res
 PT

M_
pe

r y
ea

r to
tal

s.m
xd

  c
kib

lin
ge

r  2
/3/

20
14

  2
:15

:22
 PM

0 250 500 750 1,000
Feet

o NOTES:
1. Deposition data (points) output from PTM model simulation
has been represented by a 50 ft x 50 ft resolution raster map of
mass accumulation per square foot  (lb/sq foot)
2. Mass accumulation represents deposition over one year
(extrapolated from a 28 day simulation time).
4. Lander, Hanford, and Hines are CSOs.
5. Outfall numbers (names) correspond to drainage basins.
6. Deposition pattern shown does not account for re-
suspension of particles due to prop wash.
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Map 3-17
Predicted Annual Deposition (cm/yr) due to Lateral Loads, Upper Bounding Case (75% TSS Values)

Draft Supplemental Remedial Investigation Report
East Waterway Operable Unit

Areas with no color shading had no deposition
during the model simulation period.
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