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6.5 Results for Lot 1 DP 962558 (Greben

A summary of the analytical results for Lot 1 DP 962558 are shown in
Table 6.5.1 below. The sample locations are shown on Drawing Number
GJ0128.1.5.

Table 6.5.1. Summary of analytical results for Lot 1 DP 962558 (mg/kg).

omposite sample o
0 S c q o

C1(51.52,53,54) 8 <1 30 11 ] 108 | 02 | <0.1 | <01 | <0.3
C2 (55,56,57,58) 4 <1 31 6 67 01 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C3(59,510,511,512) 5 < 31 10 65 01 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C4(515,514,515316) 3 < 48 7 67 | <01 | <0.1 | <0.1 | <0.3
C5 (517,518,519,520) 5 <1 31 g 62 | <01 | <01 | <01 | <03
C6 (521,522,523,524) 4 <1 44 g 83 01 | <04 | <01 | <0.3
C7 (525,526,527 528) 29 <1 18 6 72 0.1 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C8 (529,530,531,532) 34 <1 19 8 110 | 041 | <01 | <01 | <03
C9 (S33,534,535,536) 30 <1 20 8 109 | 04 | <04 | <04 | <0.3
C10 (S37,538,539,540) 2 <1 64 7 66 | 0.1 | <0.1 | <0.1 | <0.3
C11(S41,542,543,544) 7 <1 14 13 45 | 041 | <01 | <0.1 | <0.3
Mean S 32 B 77 | <04 [ <04 | <04 | <03

Three (3) of the eleven (11) composite samples (C7, €8, & C9) analysed
exceeded the adjusted HIL of 25mg/kg for arsenic. The arsenic
concentration of these samples was 29, 34, & 30 ma/kg respectively. The
concentrations of lead, cadmium, copper, zinc, mercury and
organochlorine compounds were below the adjusted Hil's within all
eleven (11) of the composite samples analysed.

The eight (8) samples used to form composite samples C7 & C8 were
subsequently analysed for arsenic concentration. The analytical results
for these samples are shown in Table 6.5.2 below. No analyses were
undertaken on samples 533 to 536 representing composite sample C9,
due to these samples being misplaced by the laboratory.

Table 6.5.2. Arsenic results (ma/kg).

Sample no.

Arsenic

ALS Brisbane ALS Newcastle
S25 27 23
526 48 46
527 56 60
528 10 12
529 37 39
530 49 49
S31 19 18
532 39 38
Mean . 35863 _ . 3563

The concentration of arsenic was below the HIL of 100 mg/kg for all eight
(8 samples submitted to ALS Brisbane. To provide a check on the
analytical proficiency of the Brisbane laboratory, eight split samples
representative of the samples analysed by ALS Brisbane, were forwarded
to ALS Newecastle for analysis of arsenic. Similarly, the concentration of
arsenic was below the HIL of 100 mg/kg for all eight of the split samples
analysed by ALS Newcastle.
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Inferential testing was conducted to compare the results obtained by
ALS Brishane with those of ALS Newcastle across the distribution of
results. A paired samples t-test confirmed that there was no significant
difference (P=1.0) between the distribution of results between the two
laboratories, which demonstrates a satisfactory proficiency of the
Brisbane laboratory.

6.6 Results for Lot 1 DP 225183 (Greber)

A summary of the analytical results for Lot 1 DP 225183 are shown in
Table 6.6.1 below. The sample locations are shown on Drawing Number
GJ0128.1.6.

Table 6.6.1. Summary of analytical results for Lot 1 DP 225183 (mg/kg).

A
B
DD
DDD
DD

C1(51,52,53,54) 8 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C2 (S5,56,57,58) 7 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
€3 (59,510,511,512) 12 6 <0.1 <0.1 <03
C4 ($13,514,515,5816) 11 8 <(.1 <0.1 <0.3
C5 (817,518,519,520) 9 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C6 (521,522,523,524) 9 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C7 (825,526,527,528) 18 i <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C8 {529,530,531,532) 21 8 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C9(533,534,335,536) 11 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C10(537,538,539,540) 18 8 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C11 (541,542,543,544) 25 8 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C12 (545.546,547,548) 12 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C13 (549,550,551,552) 8 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C14 (553,554,555,556) 7 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C15 (857,558,559,560) 10 6 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C16 (561,562,563,564) 8 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C17 (565,566,567,568) &) 5 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C18 (569,570,571,572) 8 9 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C19 (573,574,575,576) 10 9 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C20 (877,578,879,580) 11 6 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C21(581,582,883,584) 8 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C22 (S85,586,587,588) 4 4 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C23 (589,590,591,592) 7 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C24 (593,594,595,596) 5 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C25 (S97,598,599,5100) 8 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C26 (5101,5102,5103,5104) 11 27 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C27 (S105,5106,5107,S108) 6 8 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C28 (S109,5110,8111,5112) 10 8 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C29{S$113,5114,5115,5116) 7 6 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C30{5117,5118,5119,5120) 7 9 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C31(5121,5122,58123,8124) 6 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C32 (5125,5126,5127,5128) 6 7 <0.1 <Q.1 <0.3
C33 (5129,5130,5131,5132) 13 7 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C34 (5133,5134,5135,5136) 7 7 <0.1 <0.1 <03
C35 (5137,5138,5139,5140) 17 9 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C36 (5141,5142,5143,5144) 7 6 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
Mean 10 8 <0.1 | <0.1 <0.3

one (1) of the thirty-six (36) composite samples (C11) analysed exhibited
an arsenic concentration of 25mg/kg, being equivalent to the adjusted
HIL for arsenic. The concentrations of lead and organochlorine
compounds were below the adjusted HIL's within all thirty-six (36) of the
composite samples analysed.

14
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The four ) samples used to form composite sample C11 were
subsequently analysed for arsenic concentration. The analytical results
for these samples are shown in Table 6.6.2 below.

Table 6.6.2. Arsenic results (mg/kg).

Arsenic
Sample no. ALS Brisbane ALS Newcastle
841 16 15
542 20 L
543 20 £
S44 3 :
Mean ; SEASTE = i3

The concentration of arsenic was below the HIL of 100 mg/kg for all four
(4) samples submitted to ALS Brisbane. To provide a check on the
analytical proficiency of the Brisbane laboratory, four split samples
representative of the samples analysed by ALS Brisbane, were forwarded
to ALS Newcastle for analysis of arsenic. Similarly, the concentration of
arsenic was below the HIL of 100 mg/kg for all four of the split samples
analysed by ALS Newcastle.

Due to the low sample number (n=4) and hence a low statistical power,
no inferential testing was conducted. However, the arsenic results
obtained by both ALS Brisbane and ALS Newcastle appear to be similar,
indicating a satisfactory proficiency of the Brisbane laboratory.

Additionally, one (1) sample was recovered from within the vicinity of a
shed used possibly for the storage and mixing of agricultural chemicals.
The results are shown in Table 6.6.2 below.

Table 6.6.2. summary of analytical results for a sample recovered from
within the vicinity of a shed located on Lot 1 DP 225183 (mg/kg).

Sample no.

BN Dieldrin
=] Chlordane

5145 (Shed) 7 8 <0.

The concentrations of arsenic, lead and organochlorine compounds were
below the HIL's (100, 300, 10, 50 & 200 mg/kg respectively) within the
recovered sample 5$145.

6.7 Results for Lot 4 DP 582842 (James)

6.7.1 (Site A)

A summary of the analytical results for Lot 4 (Site A) DP 582842 are shown
in Table 6.7.1 on the following page. The sample locations are shown on
Drawing Number GJ0128.1.7.

15
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Table 6.7.1. Summary of analytical results for Lot 4 (Site A) DP 582842
(ma/kg).
ompo + B o ©
O -‘ o 3 = = a )
g OO0

C1(51,82,83,84) 3 <1 14 6 72 04 | <01 | <0.1 | <0.3
C2 (55,56,57,58) 3 <1 13 5 69 | <01 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C3(59.510,511,512) 2 <1 18 8 67 0.1 <0.1 | <0.1 | <0.3
C4(S13,514,515,516) 4 <1 14 5 53 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C5 (517,518,519,520) 4 <1 14 7 65 0.1 | <0.1 | <01 | <0.3
CB6 (521,522,523,524) (5] <1 21 10 88 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C7 (525,526,527.528) 7 <1 27 11 174 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.33
C8 (529,930,531,832) 4 <1 20 9 79 0.2 | <04 | <01 | <03
C9 (533,534,535.536) 5} <1 16 8 76 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C10 (837,538,539,540) 8 <1 16 6 80 0.2 <0.1 <Q.1 <0.3
C11(541,542,543,544) 8 <1 16 [ 72 02 | <01 | <01 | <03
C12 (545,546,547,548) 6 <1 13 5 65 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C13 (849,550,851,552) 7 <1 14 6 69 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C14 (553,554,555,556) 5 <1 13 5 58 0.2 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C15 (S57,558,559,560) 6 <1 15 6 75 0.2 <01 | <0.1 | <0.3
C16 (S61,562,563,564) 5 <1 13 6 63 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.3
C17 (565,566,567,568) 4 <1 12 7 59 0.2 | <01 | <01 | <0.3

| Mean 5 <i 16 T7 76 | <0.16 | <01 | <01 | <0.30

The concentrations of arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, zinc, mercury and
organochlorine compounds were below the adjusted HIL's within all
seventeen (17) of the composite samples analysed.

6.7.2 (Site B)

A summary of the analytical results for Lot 4 (Site B} DP 582842 are shown
in Table 6.7.21 below. The sample locations are shown on Drawing

Number GJ0128.1.7.A.

Table 6.7.2.1. summary of analytical results for Lot 4 (Site B) DP 582842

(mag/ka).

C1(51,52,53,54) 4 <1 62 8 60 01 | <04 | <0.1 | <0.3
C2(55,56,57.58) 9 <1 &1 7 64 0.1 | <04 | <01 | <0.3
C3(59,510,511,512) 8 <1 86 7 62 01 | <04 | <01 | <0.3
C4(513,514,515,516) 8 <1 64 6 62 0.1 | <04 | <041 | <0.3
C5 (517,518,519,520) 7 <1 50 6 61 02 | <01 | <0.1 | <0.3
C6 (521,522,523,524) g <1 54 6 59 0.1 | <01 | =0.1 | <0.3
C7 (525,526,527,528) 7 <1 54 7 61 0.2 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C8 (529,530,531,532) 10 <1 69 7 62 0.1 | <04 | <01 | <0.3
C9(533,534,535,536) 7 <1 52 8 72 02 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C10 (S37.538,539.540) 4 =1 62 8 62 01 | <01 | <041 | <03
C11(S41,542,543,544) 3 <1 48 7 63 0.2 | <01 | <04 | <0.3
C12 (545,546,547,548) 3 < 56 7 53 0.1 | <0.1 | <01 | <0.3
C13 {S49,550,561,852) 4 <1 58 8 81 01 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C14 (S53,564,565,556) | 31 <1 | 60 7 59 02 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C15 (557,558,559,560) | 31 <7 51 8 57 02 | <04 | <04 | <0.3
C16 (S61,562,563,564) 2 <1 65 8 52 01 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
C17 (565,566,567,568) 3 <1 65 8 80 0.1 | <01 | <01 | <0.3
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