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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

Date: September 19, 2007 
 

To: Project File 
 

From: Stuart Currie 
 

Subject: Data review of 2007 Enloe Dam sediment, water, and elutriate data 
 

cc: Jim Good 
 
 

Project Number: 553-2973-002 (06/7150) 
 

Project Name: Enloe Dam FERC 
 

INTRODUCTION 

This technical memorandum summarizes the results of an internal quality assurance/quality control 
(QA/QC) review of analytical results for sediment, surface water, and sediment elutriate samples 
collected in August 2007. Bulk sediment and ambient surface water analyses were conducted to allow for 
site-specific comparisons to sediment and water quality criteria and guidelines.  The Dredging Elutriate 
Test (DRET) was used to evaluate the potential for water quality impacts from sediment disturbance. 
Selected samples were analyzed for organochlorine pesticides (primarily 4,4’-DDE, 4,4’-DDD, and 4,4’-
DDT), metals (total and dissolved arsenic, cadmium, chromium), and grain size. Analytical Resources, 
Inc. (ARI) in Tukwila, WA conducted all analyses. 

Final laboratory data were submitted to Parametrix via two hardcopy Tier IV data reports (ARI Job Nos. 
LK07/LK08/LK11/LK13 on August 27, 2007 and ARI Job Nos. LK69/LK86 on August 28, 2007). All 
data and analytical QC elements were reviewed against laboratory and method QC criteria, and qualifiers 
were applied where judged appropriate. 

DATA REVIEW SUMMARY 
All samples collected were prepared and analyzed using standard methods and all method holding times 
were met. No target analytes were detected in any of the corresponding method blanks. Laboratory 
Control Sample (LCS) and matrix spike (MS) recoveries for the target analytes were in control, indicating 
good analytical accuracy. Sample and spike duplicate relative percent differences (RPDs) were also in 
control, indicating good analytical precision. For the organochlorine analyses, all surrogate recoveries 
were acceptable. No data were qualified based on this review. 

CONCLUSION 
All samples were analyzed within the required holding times and the appropriate methods were used. 
Analytical accuracy and precision were determined to be acceptable based on this review. No data were 
qualified and all data reported should be considered valid as reported and acceptable for further use. 




