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Fifth Southwest Washington Coastal
Erosion Study Workshop

Olympia, Washington
November 15-17, 2000

WORKSHOP AGENDA
Wednesday, November 15

0800 PICK-UP AT HOTEL FOR SHUTTLE TO WORKSHOP

0815 Welcome G. Gelfenbaum, USGS
G. Kaminsky, DOE

0830 Motivation, goals, and status of USGS/DOE study G. Gelfenbaum, USGS

COLUMBIA RIVER & ESTUARY
0930 Preliminary findings from a geophysical survey of

the John Day Reservoir, Columbia River D. Twichell, USGS
0945 Holocene sedimentation rates in Columbia River

estuary D. Baker, PSU
1000  BREAK

1030 Preliminary results and interpretation of
Columbia River estuary vibracoring S. Vanderburgh, UCFV

1045 Separating human and climate effects on Columbia
River flow and sediment transport D. Jay, Oregon Graduate Inst.

1100 Columbia River mouth dredged material disposal
plans V. Shepsis, PIE

1115 MCR - trends in sediment management H. Moritz, COE
1130 LUNCH & Posters
1300 Group Discussion: Columbia River Sediment Source

1500 BREAK
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Prehistoric shorelines in the Columbia River
littoral cell C. Peterson, PSU

Data integration and modeling D. Percy, PSU
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subsidence events P. Cowell, U of Sydney

Group Discussion and Posters
Session ends
SOCIAL MIXER & DINNER (sponsored by SWCES at the Schmidt House)

Thursday, November 16
PICK-UP AT HOTEL FOR SHUTTLE TO WORKSHOP

High resolution 2D and 3D GPR datasets H. Jol, UWEC
Shoreline response to climate variability L. Moore, USF/USGS
An overview of historic bathymetric and

topographic change analysis M. Buijsman, DOE
Aggregating beach monitoring data to inform

management-scale predictive modeling P. Ruggiero, DOE
Assessing coastal susceptibility in the CRLC B. Voigt, DOE
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Group Discussion: Shoreline Change Predictions
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WILLAPA BAY & GRAYS HARBOR
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1345

1400

Status of Seattle District COE coastal projects E. Nelson, COE
Bay Center channel and Willapa navigation studies D. Simpson, PIE

Linking equatorial SST and hydrodynamics off
SW WA E. Hands, WES
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Session ends
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1015

Late Holocene framework and evolution of the
Southwest Washington coast

Insights from high-resolution bathymetry and
backscatter studies on the inner shelf

Wave climatology in the Pacific Northwest

SWAN model calibration and validation on the
SW WA inner continental shelf

Sediment transport during the 1999 Grays Harbor
wave refraction experiment

BREAK

Models, assumptions, and what we know for sure
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Objective evaluation of the Study P. Komar, OSU
P. Cowell, U of Sydney
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12



INTRODUCTION

This report is a compilation of abstracts that correspond to oral presentations and posters
presented at the fifth principal investigators workshop of the Southwest Washington
Coastal Erosion Study. The workshop was held November 15 - 17, 2000 at the
Department of Ecology headquarters building in Olympia, WA. For the fourth
consecutive year in November, the workshop convened the entire multi-disciplinary group
of scientists and engineers working on the Study or on related projects within the
Columbia River littoral cell (CRLC) (Figures 1 and 2). The workshop participants are
listed in the List of Attendees section towards the end of this report.

The purpose of this workshop was to bring all Study investigators and associated
engineers and scientists together to discuss recent work, ongoing tasks, and future
research plans in the CRLC. Investigators were asked to present recent data, preliminary
interpretations, and research results to invoke discussion and correlation with parallel
scientific efforts. The abstracts compiled in this report represent a wealth of information
on the CRLC, but because much of the work is in progress, the reader is advised that the
information provided herein is preliminary and subject to change.

The workshop abstracts are grouped together into the different sedimentary environments
that make up the Columbia River littoral cell. After an introductory abstract summarizing
the motivation, goals, and status of the Study, the workshop report continues with a set of
abstracts on the Columbia River and estuary. These abstracts discuss the Columbia River
as a source of sediment to the littoral cell, as well as the roles that the estuary and river
play as sinks of sediment. Several of these studies explore the impacts of human
interventions, such as channel dredging and flow regulation, on altering the flow, sediment
transport, and sediment accumulations in the river and estuary. The next set of abstracts
discusses results from studies of the coastal barriers and beaches of the CRLC. These
abstracts describe studies that have quantified changes in the barriers and beaches over
pre-historical and historical time scales. Also included are summaries of processes
associated with coastal evolution such as shoreface sand supply and the influence of
climate changes, and a paper describing a method of predicting coastal change. Next in
the report are a group of abstracts on studies from Willapa Bay and Grays Harbor, the two
major bazs of the littoral cell. These abstracts include reviews of ongoing, recent, and
early 20™ century coastal engineering projects at the entrances to Grays Harbor and
Willapa Bay. Also included are summaries of natural cycles of sea level and
morphological changes in Willapa Bay. The final group of abstracts associated with a
CRLC sedimentary environment describes studies of the ebb-tidal deltas and inner shelf.
This group includes abstracts of studies covering the complete range of time scales over
which sediment from the Columbia River is transported and accumulates, from long-term
evolution of the shelf to short-term wave, current, and sediment transport processes
associated with storms.

The last group of abstracts in this report addresses topics that are integrated across the
different sedimentary environments, including the sediment budget, a straw plan for
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regional sediment management, information sharing tools, and two reviews of the Study.
In part, these abstracts describe examples of the important function that science can play
in improving management decisions. Abstracts by internationally renowned coastal
scientists Drs. Paul Komar of Oregon State University and Peter Cowell of the University
of Sydney offer independent evaluations of the progress of the Study.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We would like to thank Brian Voigt for his help in organizing the workshop and Etienne
Kingsley, Laura Kerr, and David Thompson for their help in preparing the workshop.
Much thanks goes to Laura Kerr and Brian Voigt for preparing this workshop report.
Finally, we would like to thank John Chin of the U.S. Geological Survey for his thoughtful
review of this report.
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Figure 1. The Columbia River littoral cell is bound by Tillamook Head in the south and Point
Grenville in the north.
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16



MOTIVATION, GOALS, AND STATUS OF THE SOUTHWEST WASHINGTON
COASTAL EROSION STUDY

Guy Gelfenbaum, U.S. Geological Survey
George M. Kaminsky, Washington Department of Ecology

CONCLUSIONS
Below is a short synopsis of important preliminary findings and progress of the Study:

* The Study is actively integrating geologic data sets from the shelf, bays, and
barriers to reconstruct the Holocene evolution of the coastal system. Dated
material from cores and the occurrence of tephra (volcanic glass) layers are
enabling the calculation of sedimentation rates and the development of a time
history of sediment accumulation along the mid-shelf and within the Columbia
River littoral cell (CRLC).

* Dune ridges are common features along the coastal plains of all four CRLC sub-
cells. The Study has correlated the dune ridges along each sub-cell and across the
sub-cell boundaries. The locations of dune ridges are being interpreted to be
correlated to prehistoric shoreline positions. Tentatively, shoreline positions from
4.0, 2.5, 1.7, 1.2, and 0.3 thousand years ago have been identified. These times
correspond to co-seismic subsidence events associated with Cascadia Subduction
Zone earthquakes and they allow for the calculation of shoreline change rates prior
to human intervention.

» Simulations of the shoreface and shoreline response to co-seismic subsidence
events are being conducted using a geometrical-based coastal evolution model.
Preliminary simulations for Long Beach Peninsula suggest significant shoreline
retreat (erosion) associated with a subsidence event similar to those documented to
have occurred over the last few thousand years on the Washington coast. Initial
model results suggest shoreline recession varying from 100-900 m depending on
whether or not the inner shelf is considered as a source of sand to the beaches.

* Grays Harbor and Willapa Bay are predominately filled with sediment that
originated from the Columbia River. Are the bays still filling with sediment from
the open coast or has the filling ceased? Whether the bays are sinks or sources of
sediment to the coast is important to the CRLC sediment budgets and thus to
shoreline change predictions. Bay sediments are being examined to assess their
late Holocene to historical sedimentation history.

» The historical evolution of the CRLC barriers is now well documented. Through
systematic, detailed analysis of historical topographic surveys (NOS T-Sheets back
to 1868) and aerial photographs (through 1999) the Study has determined the
spatial patterns and temporal trends of shoreline change between Tillamook Head,
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OR and Point Grenville, WA. In addition, sediment accumulation rates over three
periods since the late 1800s have been derived for each of the sub-cells.

A multibeam survey of the region off Grays Harbor and Grayland Plains was
conducted to provide accurate and detailed bathymetry and backscatter data. The
survey reveals several distinct depressions in the seafloor surface along both the
north and south sides of the Grays Harbor entrance. A series of obliquely-angled
depressions south of the South Jetty in water depths from 10-16 m, are up to 2 m
deep, 200 m wide, and 1 km long. A wider and longer shore-perpendicular
depression exists north of the Grays Harbor entrance. The bottoms of the
depressions contain well-rounded gravel-size sediment probably of glacial origin.
The depressions are surrounded by fine to medium-sized sand that originated from
the Columbia River.

Climate changes associated with El Nifio cycles and the Pacific Decadal
Oscillation affect precipitation and thus river flow and sediment discharge. There
is also a correlation with shifting storm tracts, frequency, and severity and thus
wave height and direction, and sea level. These factors may have a measurable
effect on both the sediment discharge from the Columbia River and on the
magnitude and direction of longshore sediment transport along the coast. The
degree to which these climate change factors effect coastal morphology is of great
interest and they are currently being studied.

The construction of jetties at the entrances to the Columbia River and Grays
Harbor have had a profound effect on the local sea floor morphology and the
positions of the adjacent shorelines. Detailed sediment budgets at both estuary
entrances accounting for these changes are providing critical data necessary to
calibrate and predict future shoreline change.

The magnitude and direction of longshore sediment transport along the beaches of
the CRLC, and ultimately the shoreline change that results from gradients in
transport, are sensitive to the magnitude and direction of incoming waves.
Sensitivity analyses are improving the ability to accurately numerically simulate
the shoaling and refraction of incoming waves. Extensive field experiments in
which waves, currents, sea level, and suspended-sediment concentration were
measured are being used to test and calibrate wave and sediment transport models.

The beaches of the CRLC undergo morphological change, including net accretion
and erosion, at several spatial and temporal scales. A variety of highly accurate
GPS techniques are used to conduct extensive and detailed mapping of the beach
from the dune fields to -10 m elevation (MSL) along each of the four sub-cells.
Results are used to document short-term changes in beach elevation and shoreline
position, as input to shoreline change models, and in assessments of susceptibility
to coastal flooding and beach erosion.
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* Findings from the Study are being used in a variety of cases to aid in management
decisions. For example, Washington State Park officials are developing long-term
plans for Fort Canby State Park using historical analysis and shoreline change
predictions based on Study findings (Kaminsky et a/., 1999a). Other examples of
the application of Study results to management decisions include the erosion at
Damon Point (Kaminsky et al., 1999b) and at Ocean Shores (Voigt and Ruggiero,
1998).

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

The paucity of data and lack of understanding of the sedimentary processes along the
southwest Washington coast necessitated the development of a comprehensive Study plan.
All relevant aspects of the coastal geologic and oceanographic processes that operate on
scales ranging from meters to kilometers and from seconds to thousands of years needed
to be addressed. The timeline below shows the tasks that have been addressed in the
Study as well as the phasing of Study elements. The timeline has been modified over the
life of the Study to reflect changes in emphasis, and the need to pursue important findings.

Task FY9% | FY97 | FY98 | FY99 | FY00 | FYO01

Assess Previous Studies

Establish Geodetic Control

Barrier Accretion/Erosion
Study
Shoreline Change Analysis

Bathymetric Change
Analysis
Sediment Source Analysis

Inner Shelf Framework
Studies

Beach Morphology
Monitoring

Shoreface Processes

Coastal Change Modeling

Develop Database/GIS

Education and Outreach

i

The data collection phase of many of the tasks is complete. For example, the data
collection for the geodetic control network, the historical shoreline change, and the inner

19



shelf framework studies are complete. Likewise, the data and error analyses are complete
or are near completion for the historical shoreline change task and the bathymetric change
task. Several tasks, such as the sediment source analysis have extended beyond the
original end date, and other tasks, such as the beach morphology monitoring, are still in
progress. The array of multi-scale and multi-disciplinary tasks of the Study can be
grouped into the following five categories:

1) Coastal Change: these tasks involve the analyses of past and present changes in
geomorphic features that include barrier evolution, shoreline behavior, beach
morphology monitoring, and bathymetric change. These efforts involve mapping the
evolution of the littoral cell over a continuum of scales in order to understand the system
functioning. The observed coastal changes are being related to environmental forcing,
climatological events, sediment budgets, and other influences, including human
intervention and tectonic activity.

2) Sediment Budget: this research characterizes and quantifies the sources, pathways and
sinks of sediment within the littoral cell. Research is conducted to determine the
volumes, accumulation rates, and transport rates of sediment for each of the major
environments of the CRLC, including the Columbia River, Willapa Bay, Grays Harbor,
the beaches and dunes, and nearshore and shelf sand bodies. This information is critical
for determining the sand supply available for shoreline change.

3) Coastal Processes: these tasks include measuring, monitoring, and/or modeling
currents, waves, sea level, sediment transport and other climatic conditions that drive
coastal responses over a wide range of spatial and temporal scales. The Study also uses
historical data, hindcast data, and interpretations of morphologic expression to infer
process-response relationships.

4) Predictive Modeling: modeling efforts are based on integrated input data sets derived
from the analysis of coastal change, sediment budgets, coastal processes, and other
environmental forcing conditions and geological constraints. The initial tasks help
clarify important geologic and oceanographic processes that govern the coastal changes
and refine the conceptual and mathematical models used to make quantitative
predictions. Modeling efforts include shoaling and refraction of waves as they
propagate from deep to shallow water, inner shelf and surf zone sediment transport due
to storms, changing shoreline position, and shoreface change due to episodic coastal
subsidence events.

5) Management Support: these tasks involve the development of information and
products of direct value to coastal management and the land-use planning efforts of
local communities. In addition to basic products such as maps and reports, this work
includes susceptibility analyses, development of geographic information system (GIS)-
based decision support systems, databases and the application of research results to case
studies.
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The Study approach and research topics described above were developed in recognition of
the need to predict shoreline change at a temporal scale relevant to developing viable
long-term management alternatives. Because quantitatively accurate prediction of coastal
change is inherently difficult at any scale, the Study tasks are directed toward obtaining
the most fundamental information needed to develop a sufficient understanding of the
natural and human-induced complexity of the littoral system so that a predictive capability
may be developed. This includes developing an understanding of errors, model
sensitivities, and limits to predictability.

QUESTIONS

In the course of the Study questions have been raised based on preliminary findings and
our developing conceptual understanding of the CRLC. In addition, some questions that
were raised at the onset of the Study have remained unanswered. Below is a list of a few
of these questions:

1) What is the net flux of sediment out of the Columbia River estuary into the coastal
system? Has the sediment flux changed over time? What is the influence of natural
climatic-induced changes in runoff versus modifications in discharge due to flow
regulation on the sediment flux out of the estuary? Is the Columbia River estuary a net
sink of littoral sediment?

2) Is there a relationship between nearshore morphology (number of bars, size of bars,
etc.) and short-term shoreline change trends? If so, does a certain bar morphology cause
shoreline change, or is it a result of the shoreline change?

3) Is there significant sediment transport between the inner shelf and the littoral zone?
What are the underlying conditions that favor exchange between the inner shelf and the
littoral zone? Is the exchange controlled by certain processes (e.g., large waves), by the
sediment supply, or by both in some combination?

4) Is there a record of climate variability or climate change in the progradational strata of
the coastal barrier plains?

5) Can the sediment budget be constrained enough to provide useful boundary conditions
and input to shoreline change predictions? Does the sediment budget balance? Are the
errors and uncertainties in the sediment budget too large to make it useful?

ANALYSIS

The Southwest Washington Coastal Erosion Study was initially conceived in 1994 as a
result of the recognition by public officials of a lack of basic understanding of coastal
processes and shoreline changes along the southwest Washington coast. The Study began
in the spring of 1996 and is now in the fifth year of a five-year plan. The Study is a multi-
disciplinary investigation of the 165-km long coastal region between Tillamook Head,
Oregon and Point Grenville, Washington, that is referred to as the Columbia River littoral
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cell. The Study is jointly sponsored and directed by the U.S. Geological Survey, Coastal
and Marine Geology Program, and the Washington Department of Ecology, Coastal
Monitoring & Analysis Program, with active participation by local communities.
Kaminsky and Gelfenbaum (1999) provide details about the development of this federal-
state-local partnership. Gelfenbaum et al. (1997) is a report of the first workshop and
provides an inventory of the state of the knowledge at the beginning of the Study. An
overview of the Study elements and initial results is provided in Kaminsky et al. (1997).
The abstracts of the 1998 principal investigators workshop are compiled in Gelfenbaum
and Kaminsky (1999) and the abstracts of the 1999 principal investigators workshop are
compiled in Gelfenbaum and Kaminsky (2000).

The Study has three principal goals:

1) understand regional sediment system dynamics;

2) determine natural and anthropogenic influences on the littoral system; and

3) predict coastal behavior at management scales (i.e., decades and tens of kilometers).

These goals are pursued through a wide range of investigations into the geology and
coastal processes that span over four orders of magnitude in time and space (days to
millennia and meters to hundreds of kilometers). The Study approach is to apply a
hierarchical systems perspective that considers coastal morphodynamics at the scale of
interest in context with the morphodynamics at both smaller and larger scales. At the
smaller scale are the important process-drivers of aggregated-scale coastal change, and at
the larger scale are the boundary conditions that impose constraints on the
morphodynamics at smaller scale.
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GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY OF THE JOHN DAY RESERVOIR: COLUMBIA
RIVER

David Twichell, U.S. Geological Survey
Michael Parsley, U.S. Geological Survey
Guy Gelfenbaum, U.S. Geological Survey
VeeAnn Cross, U.S. Geological Survey
Mindi Sheer, U.S. Geological Survey

Ken Parolski, U.S. Geological Survey
Laura Kerr, U.S. Geological Survey

CONCLUSIONS

A geophysical and video sampling cruise was conducted in the John Day Reservoir of the
Columbia River to assess whether sediment has accumulated since impoundment in 1968
and if so, has the bottom type changed enough to alter the habitat for spawning fishes.
Results from the John Day study will also address the effects that dams and flow
regulation have on sediment supply from the Columbia River. Preliminary findings from
the recently completed field work include:

* A thin layer of mud, from less than 1 cm to several decimeters thick covers much
of the reservoir floor, blanketing well-rounded gravel, cobbles, and boulders.

* Many large-scale features such as gravel or cobble bars, abandoned roads, etc. as
discerned in sidescan sonar images appear unaltered as compared to pre-
impoundment photography of the river.

QUESTIONS
The findings in the John Day reservoir suggest several important questions:

* Has the thin layer of mud that blankets the reservoir bottom accumulated since
impoundment in 1968, since the most recent large river flow in 1997, or since the
last spring freshet a few months prior to our survey?

» How representative is the John Day Reservoir as compared to other reservoirs
within the Columbia basin with respect to trapping of sediment since
impoundment?

ANALYSIS

Over 400 dams have been constructed on the Columbia River and its tributaries, however,
the volumes of sediment trapped behind the dams and a detailed understanding of changes
in the surface sediment cover are not well understood. To better understand the effects of
a dam on sedimentation within an individual pool, a collaborative field program was
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conducted by geologists and biologists from the USGS. The John Day Reservoir was
selected for this pilot study because of a large amount of data that had already been
compiled by USGS fisheries biologists, and because the John Day was being considered
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for partial drawdown. The John Day Reservoir, also
known as Lake Umatilla, is located along the mainstem of the Columbia River,
approximately 348 km (216 miles) upstream from the mouth. The reservoir, extending
upriver to McNary Dam, is approximately 125 km long and 1 km wide with water depths
up to 57 m. Construction of the John Day Dam began in 1958 and was completed in 1968.
The dam was built primarily for power generation and flood control, however irrigation
and recreation are additional beneficial uses. The reservoir is surrounded by highly
resistant basalts that form high cliffs around the western part and lower lying plateaus
around the eastern part. Surrounding high plateaus contain very little natural vegetation as
most of the area is heavily farmed for agriculture. A small number of tributaries enter the
reservoir, the largest are the John Day River and the Umatilla River. Neither river is a
major source of water and probably not a significant source of sediment.

New data collected during a two week field program included sidescan sonar coverage of
a large part of the reservoir, high-resolution seismic-reflection profiles from a more
limited area, and 48 ground-truth stations where underwater video observations were
made and sediment samples and bottom photography were attempted. Preliminary results
suggest little change to the area since completion of the John Day dam in 1968 (Figure 1).
Orthophotographs taken in 1964, prior to filling the reservoir, show numerous gravel and
cobble bars in the river, and subsequent bathymetric surveys show that these bars are
preserved and appear not to have moved. The seismic-reflection profiles show that these
bars are still present and that any sediment that blankets them or other parts of the
reservoir floor is below the resolution of the seismic system (approximately 50 cm).
Although the seismic data do not show a thick accumulation of sediment covering the pre-
impoundment surface, the sidescan imagery does suggest that some parts of the reservoir
are covered by a thin veneer of post-impoundment sediment while other parts appear to
have no sediment cover. Several roads and railroad tracks remain well preserved on the
lake floor and large areas of the western part of the reservoir appear to have outcrops of
Tertiary volcanics still exposed on the reservoir floor. The eastern end of the reservoir
appears to be mostly floored by gravel deposits with a surface sculpted by furrows. These
furrows probably are the result of scouring by the stronger currents in the eastern part of
the reservoir. Bars that were mined for aggregate still show the causeways leading to them
as well as evidence of mining on the bars themselves. In contrast to these areas where
pre-impoundment features are well preserved, other parts of the reservoir floor have a
low-backscatter signature on the sidescan image that is interpreted to represent
accumulations of finer-grained sediment. These areas are most common in the deeper
parts of the reservoir along the original riverbed and in the lee of promontories and bars.

Video imagery and bottom photographs provide a higher-resolution view and document
the actual sediment types on the floor of the reservoir. Well-rounded gravel, cobbles, and
boulders observed in many photographs are interpreted to be pre-impoundment deposits
while an unconsolidated mud and sandy-mud drape that was sampled at many stations is
interpreted to be the result of post-impoundment deposition (Figure 1). Gravel, well-
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rounded cobbles, and boulders still remain uncovered by mud on the crests of some bars.
Along the flanks of the bars and in the deeper parts of the reservoir cobbles and boulders
had a thin veneer of sediment that partially covered them. At a few stations the sediment
cover was thick enough that the cobbles were completely buried. Samples show that the
sediment covering the cobbles is mud in the western part of the reservoir and that the sand
content increases slightly in the eastern half of the reservoir.

The results of this survey show a discontinuous thin cover of fine-grained sediment has
been deposited on the floor of this reservoir since impoundment. The sidescan imagery
suggests this fine sediment covers approximately 50 percent of the reservoir floor.
Assuming this sediment is on average 5 cm thick (based on video and sampling), the
volume of post-impoundment sediment is approximately 3 Mm?>. This volume is small
relative to the storage capacity of the reservoir, the influence of up-river dams on the
sediment load provided to this reservoir and the importance of local sediment sources to
this reservoir are needed to better understand the effectiveness of this reservoir as a
sediment trap.
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Figure 1. Orthophotograph taken prior to construction of the John Day Dam (A) and
sidescan sonar image from the same area (B). The presence of roads and the alluvial fan in
the sidescan image indicates that the floor of the reservoir has not been significantly
modified since construction of the dam. The photographs show well rounded cobbles (C),
often with a thin veneer of finer sediment (D through G) exposed on the reservoir floor.

28



WARRENTON BOREHOLE - SEDIMENTATION RATES

Diana L. Baker, Portland State University

CONCLUSIONS

The Lower Columbia River valley underwent a period of high sedimentation between
13,300 and 8,000 years before present. During that time period approximately 85 m of
sediment accumulated at the site of the Warrenton borehole. The average sedimentation
rate was 17 m/ka. The sedimentation rates then substantially decreased during the last
8,000 years to an average of 2.1 m/ka. This may suggest a lack of basin accommodation
space for this later period.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

In 1999 a 123 m deep borehole was obtained at the mouth of the Columbia River in
Warrenton, Oregon. In 1999, ten C!* AMS dates were obtained to constrain
sedimentation rates. These dates have been augmented by 5 new C!'* AMS dates obtained
in October 2000 (Figure 1). This core represents a time interval of 13,300 years.

Preliminary sedimentation rates were then calculated for five distinct intervals of time
picked on the basis of a change in slope of the sedimentation curve.

QUESTIONS
What are the sediment fill rates for the Lower Columbia River valley?

+ Age dating the summer 2000 vibracores (Vanderburgh et al., this volume) and
integrating the data with the Warrenton Borehole data will be required to
recalculate the sediment fill rates for the Lower Columbia River valley. The
recalculations of Columbia River basin fill rates will require:

* New isopach mapping of the Missoula flood(s) deposits.

* Integration of the Grays Harbor sea level curve and the Columbia River
basin sediment level curves.

* Application of the newly constrained sedimentation rates to basin depth/
volume curves for the Lower Columbia River Valley.

ANALYSIS

Preliminary sedimentation rates have been calculated for five distinct intervals of
sedimentation picked on the basis of a change in slope of the sedimentation curve. The
intervals and sedimentation rates are included in Table 1. The sedimentation rates
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calculated here can be compared to the sedimentation rates determined by Peterson and
Phipps (1992) for Grays Harbor. The sedimentation rate for the first 3,000 years from the
Warrenton core, 5.7 m/ka, appears to lag behind sedimentation observed at Grays Harbor.
For the time period between 10,100 and 7,980 years before present a sedimentation rate of
31.6 m/ka exceeds that of Grays Harbor. During the next 5,000 years, the sedimentation
rate for the Warrenton core slows to a mere 1.3 m/ka. This sedimentation rate is slightly
lower than that of Grays Harbor. Sedimentation increases again to 7.1 m/ka during the
next interval from 3,120 to 2,350 years before present. During the last 2,350 years the
sedimentation rate has again slowed to 1.9 m/ ka. Both the Warrenton and Grays Harbor
data sets suggest a substantially lower sedimentation rate for the last 8,000 years
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Table 1. Warrenton Sedimentation Rates.

Years Before Sed
Present Rate
(m/ka)

13,300 to 10,100 5.7

10,100 to 7,980 31.6
7,980 to 3,210 1.3
3,210 to 2,350 7.1
2,350t0 0 1.9
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Figure 1. Grays Harbor sea level curve (Peterson and Phipps, 1992) and the sea-level curve
derived from the Warrenton borehole.
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PRELIMINARY RESULTS OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER ESTUARY
VIBRACORING STUDY

Sandy Vanderburgh, University College of the Fraser Valley
Curt Peterson, Portland State University

Diana Baker, Portland State University

Dave Qualman, Portland State University

Jeff Heeren, Portland State University

Dave Percy, Portland State University

Rebecca Treat, Portland State University

PRELIMINARY CONCLUSIONS

The study results indicate that a bay-head delta has prograded down river from the
Clatskanie Floodplain Reach to the Woody Island Reach of the lower Columbia River
estuary in late Holocene time. A lack of basin accommodation space in the bay-head delta
islands of the Woody Channel Reach is demonstrated by the dominance of lateral channel
migration during the latest-prehistoric time period. The delta front, or central bay depo-
center, has been located in the lower Cathlamet Bay, Grays Bay, and Taylor Sands shoal
region for the last part of the Holocene. Inter-tidal sand shoals and deeply incised tidal
channels demonstrate active sand flux and minimal accommodation space in the central
bay area at present. Fine-grained sediments in this portion of the estuary are winnowed-
out of the central bay shoals by wind wave re-suspension superimposed on ebb surface
flow. Downstream of the delta front (west of the Astoria Bridge) basin accommodation
space is transitional to the tidal inlet. Thin sand veneers over the Skipanon Channel
entrance, Youngs Bay and Chinook Point flats, and over the entrance to Baker Bay, argue
for limited accommodation space in the marginal bays prior to any early-historic sand
influx. The potential thickness of the lower central-bay sand shoals (Desdemona and
Taylor Sands) was not addressed in this shallow vibracore study.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS
Four major objectives were proposed and completed for this study:

1) Ground-truthing of historic bathymetric change maps of the lower estuary (Baker Bay,
Youngs Bay, Grays Bay, Taylor Sands, Cathlamet Bay, and Woody Islands) was
conducted. The Desdemona Sands were not cored to sufficient depth due to wave-
compacted sands.

2) In order to establish sediment composition in late prehistoric, early-historic, and late-
historic deposits, approximately 30 cores were drilled to prehistoric deposits, while all

of the cores recovered modern deposits.

3) At least 30 cores collected during the study contain abundant woody material and peat
and/or shell fragments for radiocarbon dating to establish prehistoric sedimentation
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rates. Subsidence events dating prehistoric earthquakes were observed in 10-15 of the
core sites.

4) Analysis of historic time intervals was facilitated by the collection of about 20 cores
that exhibited muddy upper sections that can be used to search for anthropogenic
tracers, e.g., Cs137, and other radioisotopes, organic byproducts, and trace metals, that
may serve as historic timelines.

Data Collection

A total of 44 vibracore sites and 3 cut-bank sections were analyzed in order to obtain
representative stratigraphic sections from the upper, middle, and lower reaches of the
Columbia River estuary (Figure 1). Vibracoring was performed with 7.5 cm diameter
aluminum pipe and a boat-mounted drill platform (Figure 2). Average vibracore
penetration depths of 5 m (lower reaches) and maximum penetration of 7 m in floodplain
settings (upper reaches) were obtained. All vibracore and cut-bank sites were mapped
using global positioning systems with 2-5 m horizontal resolution (real-time). Water
depth and time were also recorded for calibration of deposit surface to MTL (mean tide
level) with NOAA predicted tide tables.

Approximately 200 m of core was logged to within 1-cm resolution during the field study.
Cores were logged for lithology, sedimentary structures, sand grain-size, woody
fragments, shell fragments, and paleo-liquefaction structures. All core sections were
labeled, digitally photographed, and recorded in a database. An average compaction of
1.3 m, or 20 percent, was identified for the core samples and core recovery was generally
greater than 90 percent. In addition, 60 radiocarbon samples were collected. The C14 and
core samples are currently archived in the Geology Department at Portland State
University.

A preliminary field report of the vibracoring study was submitted to the U.S. Geological
Survey, Coastal and Marine Geology Program, at the end of the field season. The study is
currently being prepared for publication as a USGS open-file report.

QUESTIONS

Radiometric age dating is required to delineate timelines of prehistoric and historic
sedimentation rates. The core samples contain several different prehistoric time-marker
horizons including Cascadia earthquake subsidence horizons, tephra layers, flood
deposits, and/or gross-lithologic changes that can be C14 dated. Early historic timelines
that might be apparent in the cores include Corbicula fluminea bivalves (early 1900s),
sawn lumber or artifacts, and oxidized core tops (recent bioturbation). Can early historic
timelines also be established from introduced pollens, diatoms, and anthropogenic
geochemical tracers in the muddy sections?

Can additional vibracoring identify the lower Columbia River estuary as a sediment sink
or source?
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In addition to establishing recent basin sedimentation rates, the prehistoric-historic
transitions should also be of interest to environmental studies. For example, can the cores
be used to establish background contaminant levels, pre-impoundment bio-productivity
(macro- and micro-fossils), and local substrate conditions of oxidation/reduction,
permeability, etc.?

Radiocarbon dating is also needed to constrain the ages of late-prehistoric channel
migrations, the tephra layers, and the catastrophic flood-sand layers in the Clatskanie and
Puget Island sites. Future vibracoring in upriver floodplains is warranted to establish
event correlation with source tributaries, volcanic centers, etc. Diatom analysis and/or
radiocarbon dating will be required to establish historic sedimentation rates in the more
uniform deposits of the Desdemona and Taylor Sands, and Cathlamet Bay deposits. Is it
possible to resolve the relative age and origin of the coarser sand fractions in the lower
estuary channel axes using deeper vibracores (USACE shipping channel)?

ANALYSIS

The study findings suggest that basin accommodation space in the lower Columbia River
estuary is limited, i.e., shallow tide flats, shoals, central islands, and lateral accretion
floodplains dominate the surficial geomorphology. Wind wave re-suspension in the lower
tidal basin erodes exposed shoal tops to just below MLLW (mean lower low water), giving
the appearance of more accommodation space than does actually exist. Deep channels
(10-15 m) are incised into shoals of the central bay area, or are pinned against valley-wall
hard-points. Some secondary channels located adjacent to dredge disposal sites
(Cathlamet Bay and the Woody Island Reach) have shallowed dramatically (2-7 m) since
the most recent bathymetric charts. However, the distal channels (shoreward of the
islands) show relative stability or slight erosion, and little or no shallowing relative to the
latest bathymetric updates. In contradiction to the geologic 'late-stage' filling of the lower
tidal basin (Baker, this volume), the modern shorelines show little or no progradation.
Wind-wave erosion has produced modern scarps (>0.5 m) around most of the exposed
shorelines. The dominant process appears to be channelized sediment throughput, rather
than shoreline ravinement or tidal flat progradation.

Stratigraphy

The lithologies of the shoals, open bays, and island platform deposits in the lower
Columbia River tidal basin are sand-dominated. Modern surface deposits are relatively
similar to early historic and late-prehistoric deposits in most of the central bay settings.
Modern tidal flats from the exposed areas of Grays Bay, Taylor Sands, and Cathlamet Bay
are dominated by active wind wave re-suspension superimposed on tidal currents. No
seasonal mud drapes were preserved on any of the exposed shoals and burrow openings
are uncommon in most of the central bay tidal flats. Wave compacted sand was
experienced during vibracoring of the shoal tops (+0.5 m MLLW = <I m penetration) but
not in deeper shoal margins (-0.5 m MLLW = 2-3 m penetration) in the Taylor Sands and
Desdemona Sands. Clay-rich accretionary bank deposits were not observed in channel
margin vibracores from central bay areas and few mud laminae were identified in FU (fine
upper)-MU (medium upper) sand. Occasional, thin, mud laminae were observed in
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fining-upward sand units of the Woody Island Reach, Cathlamet Bay, and Grays Bay.
Mud laminae (drapes) are present but uncommon in deeper (3-4 m subsurface) sand
sections of Taylor Sands and Desdemona Sands (Figure 3).

Muddy surfaces of prehistoric islands, and floodplains down river of the Clatskanie Reach
are shallow (1-4 m), and underlain by tidal flat or channel sand. The thickest mud units
(>1 m) in the lower Columbia River tidal-flat settings are restricted to (1) back-bay delta
heads (Youngs Bay, Grays Bay), (2) wind-protected shorelines (Baker Bay), and (3)
abandoned channels protected by windward shoals (Cathlamet Bay). Mud caps on
floodplain surfaces of the Clatskanie and Woody Island Reaches rapidly thin to the north,
indicating northward migration of the main channel in latest prehistoric time. Latest-
prehistoric channel migration is indicated by distinctive landforms such as translational
bar forms, oxbows, and drainage channels.

Organic-rich tidal-flats deposits change color from black (down river of Tongue Point) to
gray (upriver of Cathlamet Bay). Mica is an abundant trace mineral (3-5 percent) down
river to Cathlamet Bay, but limited (<1 percent) in the Taylor and Desdemona Sands area.
Shell fragments are uncommon throughout the study area. Bivalve fragments (razors,
cockles, sand dollars, etc.) are absent in cores from the Desdemona Sands where beach
and inlet facies are delineated. By contrast, razor clam shell fragments were observed in
dredge spoils from Baker Bay Sand Island. The overall distribution of sand, mud, and
organic-rich deposits define three facies in the open-bay shoals of the lower tidal basin,
i.e., (1) fluvial-tidal facies upriver of Tongue Point, (2) tidal-fluvial facies between Tongue
Point and Chinook Point, and (3) tidal inlet facies west of Chinook Point.

Oxidation zones that may represent historic sedimentation intervals were observed in the
upper sections of vibracores at several sites in Baker Bay, Youngs Bay, and Grays Bay. At
least one such transition occurred just below an in-situ Corbicula fluminea bivalve.
Coseismic subsidence features are apparent but uncommon in the cores. Coseismic
subsidence sequences are restricted to the back-bay settings of Grays Bay, Cathlamet Bay,
the Woody Island Reach, and the Clatskanie floodplain. At least 3-4 coseismic subsidence
events are recorded in the Clatskanie floodplain (Figure 4). Cut bank exposures of buried
peat horizons were measured in Grays Bay, and the Woody Island Reach. The western-
most record of buried peat horizons is from the Clatsop vibracore site and cut-bank site
east of the Skipanon channel; buried peats overlain by thin sand layers are an indication of
co-seismic subsidence events followed by a tsunami. A cut-bank section at the Skipanon
entrance contains a 3-cm thick tsunami sand layer above the latest buried peat (1700 AD
event?) and a discontinuous tsunami sand laminae above the second buried peat (1,100
yrbp event?).
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Figure 1. Location of core sites and cut-bank sections in the lower Columbia River estuary.

Figure 2. Vibracoring apparatus used in the study.
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Figure 3. Core sample of the Desdemona Sands taken near the mouth of the Skipanon
Channel (CRSK-03, 0.0-1.50 m depth). Note abundance of sand and few mud laminae.

Figure 4. Core sample of the Clatskanie Floodplain (CRCF-04, 1.5-2.2 m depth). Dark line
shows the transition from floodplain mud to paleo- floodplain surface. Top of core
represents a coseismic subsidence event.
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SEPARATING HUMAN AND CLIMATE IMPACTS ON COLUMBIA RIVER
HYDROLOGY AND SEDIMENT TRANSPORT

David A. Jay, Department of Environmental Science and Engineering, Oregon
Graduate Institute

Pradeep Naik, Department of Environmental Science and Engineering, Oregon
Graduate Institute

CONCLUSIONS
Analyses of river flow and sediment transport records for the Columbia River and other
climate data suggest the following:

1) The mean flow of the Columbia River is now about 16 percent smaller than it was in the
latter part of the 19™ century. The change is due to climate change (~9 percent) and
water withdrawal (~7 percent).

2) Spring freshet peak flows are now ~44 percent less than they were before 1900, and
peak flow occurs 14-30 days earlier. Flow regulation is the primary reason for the
decrease in maximum freshet flow. Climate, flow regulation, and irrigation depletion
have all contributed to the change in freshet timing.

3) Major decreases relative to late 19th century levels have occurred in Columbia River
annual average total sediment (~60 percent) and sand discharge (70 percent). These
decreases appear to be due primarily to the decrease in freshet flow. These estimates,
prepared using a model based on limited observations, are sensitive to historical
changes in the supply of fine sediment.

4) Because of the non-linear dependence of sediment transport on flow, changes in
sediment transport cannot be apportioned precisely between human and climate
influences. Climate impacts on sediment load are, however, modest in comparison to
those of flow regulation and water withdrawal.

5) The occurrence of overbank flow has decreased drastically, because revetments have
increased the flow level necessary to cause overbank flow at the same time that climate
change and human impacts have reduced the incidence of high flows.

6) Flow regulation for flood control and power generation has greatly changed the
spectrum of Columbia River flow, decreasing energy at periods longer than a few
months and increasing it at shorter periods.

7) There are three “styles” apiece for Columbia River spring and winter freshets. Climate
change projections suggest that several of these freshet styles will become less common
if the climate warms. One style of winter freshet may, however, become more
prominent.
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Our studies provide the most detailed study to date of Columbia River hydrology. They
include implications of climate processes for flow and sediment transport, changes in
disturbance frequency and the flow power spectrum, and separation of human and climate
influences.

QUESTIONS
A study of this sort inevitably raises as many questions as it resolves. Amongst the issues
still to be considered are the following:

1) Historical changes in the estuarine current, salinity and sediment transport regimes
remain poorly understood. Understanding them will require a combination of historical
data analyses, numerical modeling, and new observations.

2) The fate of the sediment no longer supplied to the estuary is unknown.

3) Historical changes in the system’s tidal-fluvial interactions have not been analyzed.
Considering the role of tides in sediment transport and the fact that power peaking
cycles at Bonneville Dam create a "pseudo-tide" propagating down river, this issue
deserves attention.

4) Changes in export of sediment from the estuary to the ocean are not understood. These
stem directly from changes in sediment supply to the estuary, and indirectly from
alteration of estuarine topography and circulation processes. The latter are in part
driven by changes in river flow.

5) Historical changes in the quality of sediment supplied to the estuary have not been
defined, but may have substantially impacted the estuarine ecosystem, whose food web
is based on detritus captured in estuarine turbidity maxima.

ANALYSIS

Strategic Considerations

Distinguishing human and climate impacts on flow and sediment transport is a key aspect
of a range of issues in the Columbia River and its estuary, from restoring salmon runs to
managing dredged material and coastal erosion. The work described here has sought to
understand the impacts of hydrological changes on juvenile salmonids and on sediment
supply to the estuary. Achieving the desired understanding of human and climate effects
requires confronting three conflicting methodological issues. The first is the disparity
between the relatively modest changes in river flow that have occurred and the very large
historical ecosystem response. This suggests that it is necessary to seek points where
climate or human-induced changes are amplified by the ecosystem. One example of this
leverage is the effect of sediment transport on salmonids and the ecosystem that supports
them. Because of threshold effects and the non-linear relationship between flow and
sediment transport, small fluctuations in climate or changes in flow regulation cause large
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changes in the timing and magnitude of sediment transport, overbank flow, and perhaps in
visually-based predation. The quality of the sediment input, important to its utilization by
the estuary, has also been affected. Bottom et al. (2001) have attempted to understand
how changes in hydrology and salmonid life-history diversity have interacted to cause the
observed major decreases in Columbia River salmonid populations.

Another issue, an especially vital one for management purposes, is the separation of the
anthropogenic and climate impacts in a non-linear system. The incidence of overbank
flow and its impacts on salmonid floodplain access and the supply of organic matter and
large woody debris to the estuary is a good example. Either flow regulation or climate
change alone would individually have caused much smaller changes in overbank flow
than the two have together. How then do management agencies assign “cause and effect”
and apportion mitigation expenses? Finally, there is the problem of multiple time scales.
Columbia River flow and sediment transport are subject to climate fluctuations on scales
both long and short relative to the 140-year flow record available. Human management
has substantially altered key parts of the flow spectrum, changing the energy at
frequencies between about two years and a few hours. In this circumstance, there is not a
unique definition of the historical base or of human and climate changes therein.

Separation of anthropogenic and climate effects on Columbia River hydrologic processes
has been facilitated by definition of three measures of river flow (Figure 1):

* Observed flow - the flow actually observed at a gauge, available on a daily basis
for 1878 to present.

» Estimated adjusted flow - the observed flow corrected for reservoir manipulations
calculated by the U.S. Geological Survey on a monthly basis for 1878-1999 as per
Orem (1968).

 Estimated virgin flow - an estimate of the river flow as it would be without human
alteration; i.e., the observed flow corrected for irrigation depletion and return
flows, as well as for reservoir manipulation (Bonneville Power Administration,
1993; Naik and Jay, in review).

The effects of climate fluctuations and change can be seen in the virgin flow time series,
independent of human perturbations. Comparison of the virgin and adjusted flows allows
evaluation of the effects of irrigation depletion. The difference between the adjusted and
observed flows quantifies the impacts of reservoir manipulations. The total change due to
the combination of human and anthropogenic effects can be seen by comparison of the
pre-1900 virgin flows with the contemporary observed flows. Because of the non-linear
dependence of sediment transport on flow, there is no unique decomposition of the
changes in sediment transport into human and climate effects. It is evident, however, that
climate effects have made only a modest contribution to the total changes to sediment
transport over time.
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The differences in the time scales of human alteration and climate fluctuations/change can
be dealt with by averaging over different time scales. Thus for example, the climatic
"present" has been defined as the period since 1945, which encompasses one full Pacific
Decadal Oscillation (PDO) cycle plus (perhaps) the beginning of a new cold PDO phase.
The pre-development climate regime is conveniently described in terms of averaging of
the data before 1900. In terms of management, there are three periods: a) the nearly
unaltered hydrologic regime that prevailed before 1900, b) the intermediate phase of
irrigation development and dam building from 1900 to 1970, and c) the contemporary
period (after 1970) of highly centralized hydrologic management.

The hydrologic issues discussed in the following paragraphs are considered in greater
detail by Naik and Jay (in review, in prep.) and Jay and Naik (in prep.).

Setting and Climate Influences

The Columbia River has the largest annual flow (ca. 7,300 m’s! at the mouth) of any river
on the Pacific coast of North America. Its annual average sediment discharge (ca.
10 million m tons yr'l) is not unusually large, however, and is exceeded by several other
western rivers. For hydrologic purposes, the Columbia River basin can be divided by the
Cascade Mountains into western and interior sub-basins. The interior sub-basin (with 92
percent of the surface area and three-quarters of the flow) is, aside from its Canadian part,
relatively arid. The Canadian component of the interior sub-basin supplies almost half the
total flow of the interior sub-basin from only one-quarter of the total surface area. Almost
the entire interior sub-basin flow passes the gauge at The Dalles, which has the longest
daily flow record on the U.S. west coast (1878-present). The western sub-basin contains
only 8 percent of the basin’s area, but contributes about one-quarter of the flow. The
Willamette River, a major tributary to the Columbia River, is typical of the western sub-
basin; the flow record at Albany extends from 1892 to present.

Cyclical climate phenomena exert a strong influence on Columbia River hydrology.
Although the history of climate fluctuations in the region during the 19t century is
unclear, the effects of two cyclical processes were quite prominent throughout the 20t
century:

a) The Pacific Decadal Oscillation has a cycle that lasts 40-60 years and has likely
been active for at least 300 years (Finney et al., 2000). The cold phase of the PDO
(e.g., 1945-1976) has generally high river flow (Mantua et al., 1997), whereas low
river flows prevail during the warm phase (e.g., 1977 to 1995). A new cold phase
may have begun about 1996.

b) Indices of the El Nifio-Southern Oscillation (ENSO; typically 3-7 yrs in
duration) are also correlated with Columbia River flow (Redmond and Koch,
1991; Kathya and Dracup, 1993; Dracup and Kathya, 1994). The PDO and ENSO
cycles interact such that El Nifio years are most intense during the warm PDO
phase and La Nifia years during the cold PDO phase (Gerushonov et al., 1999).
The average annual Columbia River flow at The Dalles is 111 percent of normal
during cold PDO-La Nifia years, whereas it is only 85 percent of normal during
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warm PDO-EI Nifio years. The corresponding figures for the Willamette River are
119 percent and 81 percent (Figure 2).

Flow fluctuations are amplified by fluvial sediment transport, because sediment transport
varies more than linearly with flow (Figure 3). Total sediment load during cold PDO-La
Nifia years is >200 percent of that during warm PDO-EI Nifio years in both the Columbia
(at Vancouver) and the Willamette Rivers. Furthermore, climate effects on sand transport
are even stronger than those on total sediment load.

The Columbia basin's climate response is conditioned by its position within a latitudinal
band of strong response to both the ENSO and PDO cycles. The flow per unit area is
much larger in the western than in the interior sub-basin, and latitudinal differences in the
timing of smowmelt influence spring freshet properties. Still, there are only modest
variations across the basin in response to ENSO or PDO forcing.

Annual Average and Freshet Flows

Changes in annual average flow are an integral measure of system alteration. The mean
annual average Columbia River flow at The Dalles has decreased ca. 17 percent from
6,320 ms™' (1879-1899 estimated natural or virgin flow) to 5,250 m’s™! (1970-1999
observed flow). A ~9 percent decrease is due to climate change, and ~8 percent is due to
irrigation depletion and reservoir manipulation.

Spring freshet timing, strength and duration are quite important to downstream migrant
juvenile salmon as well as to sediment supply to the estuary and coasts. Spring-freshet
properties have been much more highly altered than the mean flow. The average natural
or virgin flow for the spring-freshet season (May- July) was ~13,600 m?s™! before 1900.
This has decreased by ~5,870 ms’! (43 percent) to 7,740 m’s!, with most of this
reduction (26.5 percent) due to flow regulation, 11 percent due to irrigation depletion, and
5.6 percent due to climate change. Thus, freshet-season flow at The Dalles is now only
148 percent of the current (reduced) mean flow, while it was 215 percent of the higher 19t
century flow. Flow regulation and the annual irrigation cycle have also increased fall and
winter flows, the latter because of pre-release of water before the freshet.

The observed maximum daily spring freshet flow has been reduced slightly more than
freshet season flow, from 19,300 m’s™' (1858-1899) to 10,870 m’s™' (1970-1999), a
decrease of 44 percent. This is a change from 305 percent to 207 percent of the mean
flow. The timing of the maximum spring freshet flow has also changed. Maximum daily
spring freshet flow now typically occurs about two weeks earlier than during the 19th
century, at water year-day 241 (May 28) instead of at water year-day 256 (June 12).
Continuous wavelet transform analysis suggests a larger change in timing of about a
month. The difference between the two estimates of freshet timing is related to the change
in shape of the freshet hydrograph, which has been made more prolonged by flow
regulation. Specifically, there is now pre-release of flow prior to the freshet peak and de-
synchronization of freshet peaks in the various sub-basins.
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Changes in the western sub-basin have been similar to those in the interior sub-basin, and
are exemplified by the Willamette River. The observed annual average Willamette River
flow at Albany has decreased from ~460 m>s™! for 1893-1900 to ~390 m’s™! for 1970-
1999, or ~15 percent. Late summer and fall (August to December) flows have been
augmented, whereas average monthly flows during the January to July periods have
decreased.

There has been a change in average annual flow at the mouth that mirrors changes in the
two sub-basins. The long-term average flow at the mouth of the Columbia River is
7,300 m3s™! (1892-1999). The value of the Columbia River flow at the mouth prior to
1900 was ~8,530 m3s'1, and has decreased to ~7,080 ms™! (1970-1999).

Changes in Sediment Transport

Hindcasts of total sediment load and sand transport have been made using a rating curve,
based on 8§ years of sediment transport data collected during the 1960s (Haushild et al.,
1966; Hubbell et al., 1971). These hindcasts suggest that average sediment transport from
the interior sub-basin has decreased from ca. 21 million metric tons (1858-1878) to ~8
million metric tons (1970-1999), a reduction of ~60 percent. Hindcast sand transport was
>10 million metric tons for 1858-1899, which has decreased to 3.2 million metric tons, a
reduction of ~70 percent. Most of the reduction in interior sub-basin sediment transport is
related to the dam system, especially reduced spring freshet flow. Hindcast Willamette
River total sediment transport for 1893-1903 was 2.4 million metric tons, whereas it was
only 1.5 million metric tons for 1970-99, a reduction of ~35 percent. It is unclear whether
sediment transport in the Willamette has been less affected by flow regulation, or whether
the absence of flow data for the 1878-1892 period of very high flows has skewed the
result.

Disturbance Frequency and Freshet Styles

The frequency and magnitude of disturbance to the river system by major floods is
important both to salmonids and society. The historic bankfull flow level of the Columbia
was ~18,000 m3s”! for the mainstem below Vancouver. Modern bankfull level is set by
the standard project flood level of ~24,000 m3s™! for the lower river. Some overbank flow
occurred in multiple years before 1900. Flow regulation and water withdrawal have made
overbank flow (above 24,000 m? s'l) rare, with significant events occurring only five times
since 1948 (Figure 4). Climate is a secondary factor with regard to the incidence of
overbank flow. Overbank flow is now rare even during cold PDO phases, and it was
totally absent during the last PDO warm phase (1977-1995).

Flow regulation for flood control and power generation has greatly changed the spectrum
of Columbia River flow. Low-frequency flow variations with periods between ~2 yrs and
6 months have been suppressed by the dam system, whereas high frequency variations
associated with power peaking have been greatly augmented. The daily power peaking
cycle also perturbs the diurnal (daily) tidal signal in the river, essentially creating an
artificial tide that propagates seaward from Bonneville Dam. This pseudo-tide interacts
with river flow and may affect mainstem spawning of salmonids below Bonneville Dam.
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The flow cycle is different each year, but there are three recurring styles of spring freshets:
a) a large winter snow pack without exceptional spring rain (e.g., 1974 and 1997), b) a
normal winter snow pack with very high spring rainfall (e.g., 1948), and c) a large winter
snow pack combined with very high spring rainfall (e.g., 1894). The largest known
freshet (1894) was of type c), and the second largest (1948) was of type b). There are also
three types of winter freshets, based on the source of the flow: a) western sub-basin only,
b) interior plus western sub-basin, and c) interior sub-basin only. All winter freshets are
generated by rain-on-snow events, and the largest known freshets (e.g., 1861, 1881 and
1892) involved both sub-basins. To date, there has only been one example of a winter
freshet that affected only the interior sub-basin (1934), and this example is not perfect,
because part of the western sub-basin in Washington was affected. The Canadian portion
of the interior sub-basin is not usually affected by winter floods.

Effects of future climate change

Although climate effects on hydrology have been and will likely remain over the coming
decades smaller than those of human manipulation, it is still vital to consider how climate
will constrain future management. Climate projections covering the study area (e.g,.
Hamlet and Lettenmaier, 1999; Miles et al., 2000) suggest gradual regional warming,
possibly accompanied by higher precipitation, especially in winter. This would likely lead
to increased incidence of winter freshets (especially those involving snowmelt in the
interior sub-basin) and lower natural spring freshet flows. These changes would
exacerbate conflicts over water supply during the critical spring freshet period, by
increasing demand and decreasing natural flows. If the climate regime shifted back to a
cold PDO regime (ca. 1996), however, the impact of longer term climate change may be
delayed 20-30 years. Also, because rain-on-snow events are particularly good at causing
erosion of poorly vegetated soils (Waananen et al., 1971), an increased incidence of winter
freshets may cause an increase in fine sediment transport in the system.
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Figure 1. Comparison of the monthly averaged Columbia River interior sub-basin virgin,
adjusted and observed river flow estimates from the period 1970-1999. Flow regulation and
irrigation depletion have greatly decreased spring and summer flows (May to August), while
increasing flows from September to March.

ENS O and PDO Response of the Columhbia River at The Dalles {(1378-1999)

14
12 BN
- 10 = =3
I
T 8 — = B
£
: i =
z . . = e
= J,__*_.—__?—- e
ull -
0 T T T T T T T 1
Qé éonb‘ & ¢.§"’1 @";’5 éc."t‘ ‘?5:? @Ea‘-’! ?&9 P !5)9} o
o é? ? q@ nE
“ o T
Month

|]:|18?8-1999 ==@==El Hino/Warm PDO Years La Hina/Cold PDO Years |

Figure 2. The ENSO/PDO response of interior sub-basin flow at The Dalles.
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Figure 3. The ENSO/PDO response of interior sub-basin total sediment load; climate effects
on flow are amplified in the sediment transport, because of the non-linear dependence of

transport on flows.
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Figure 4. The incidence of flows at Beaver >18,000 m3s™ (the pre-1900 estimated bankfull
flow level) and >24,000 m3s- (the present bankfull flow level). The present bankfull flow
level has only been exceeded in four years since 1948.
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MOUTH OF THE COLUMBIA RIVER - TRENDS IN SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT

Rod Moritz, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Portland District

ANALYSIS

Mouth of the Columbia River Navigation Project

The construction of jetties during 1885-1917 pushed the ebb-tidal shoal offshore,
supplying a large volume of sand to adjacent shore areas. The result was long-term
accretion of shoreland near the mouth of the Columbia River (MCR). At present long-
term accretion is giving way to shoreline recession as waves and currents act to establish
equilibrium with the displaced ebb-tidal shoal. What appears to be widespread erosion
within the Columbia River littoral cell (CRLC) is very likely a localized re-distribution of
accreted sand due to the dynamic estuary entrances of the Columbia River, Willapa Bay
and Grays Harbor.

Currently, most of the sand dredged during annual maintenance dredging of the 8 km [5
mile] long MCR navigation channel originates from the ebb-tidal shoal or from deposits
within the river mouth. After several decades of waves and currents transporting sand off
the ebb-tidal shoal, the western edge of the shoal has migrated to the north and offshore.
The crest of the ebb-tidal shoal, Peacock Spit, has been reduced in elevation. The
migration and reduction of the ebb-tidal shoal at MCR has resulted in shoreline migration
(re-distribution of accreted sand), as noted above. The potential for shoreline erosion
elevates the long-term management of sand dredged from the MCR channel as a relevant
issue. What has been the disposition of sand dredged from the MCR channel, and could
erosion of the ebb-tidal shoal (erosion of shoreline) be attributed to dredging-disposal
practices at MCR? Based on a brief summary of dredging-disposal at MCR, the answer to
the above appears to be "no" for the following reasons:

1905 -1950: The MCR channel was maintained at a shallower depth than at
present and dredging of the MCR channel was sporadic. Whenever dredging of
the MCR channel was conducted, all dredged sand was placed either in a high flow
area of the estuary or on the ebb-tidal shoal.

1950 - present: About 5.2 Mm? [4 million cy] of sand is dredged annually from the
MCR channel with two-thirds of all sediment dredged at MCR having been placed
within the active sediment transport zones of the Columbia River mouth or
adjacent nearshore (littoral) areas (i.e., depth less than 18 m [60 ft]). Based on
recent bathymetric surveys, it appears likely that most of the dredged material
placed in water depths up to 30 m [100 ft] is being transported by waves/currents
along the ebb-tidal shoal. This means that close to 90 percent of all sediment
dredged from the MCR project has been placed at a location which directly or
indirectly benefits littoral areas of the Columbia River littoral cell (CRLC).
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1997- present: 90 percent of sand dredged from the MCR channel (or 14.4 million
m? [11 million cy]) has been placed at two highly dispersive nearshore sites
located on the ebb-tidal shoal: ODMDS E and the North Jetty site. The objectives
of using these sites are to abate erosion of the ebb-tidal shoal, provide an efficient
method for re-introducing sand into the littoral system north of MCR, and protect
the North Jetty from scour. To date, 80 percent of all material placed at these sites
has been dispersed out of the sites. Less than 10 percent of the material placed has
been transg)orted into the MCR channel. Results indicate that since 1997, 10
million m” [7.7 million cy] of sand dredged from the MCR has been (re)
introduced onto the ebb-tidal shoal, and ultimately into the littoral system.

Based on the dredging-disposal history at MCR, it appears that the past practice of
dredging sand from the MCR channel and placing it at various locations on the ebb-tidal
shoal has helped to maintain the ebb-tidal shoal and abate erosion of the adjacent
shoreline. Continued utilization of ODMDS E and the North Jetty site should enhance this
desirable effect.

SUGGESTIONS FOR THE SOUTHWEST WASHINGTON COASTAL EROSION
STUDY: TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION

While highly desirable for littoral management of MCR sand, continued utilization of
available nearshore sites for MCR dredged material placement is uncertain due to capacity
limitations. To leverage opportunities for continued littoral management of sand dredged
from MCR, the following may be considered:

a) The Southwest Washington Coastal Erosion Study (SWCES) should identify
pathways of littoral transport on the ebb-tidal shoal of MCR and on the shore
profile for areas north and south of MCR. If possible, assess various locations for
nearshore (or onshore) dredged material placement in terms of enhancing littoral
availability.

b) The SWCES should form a "monitoring team" which would continue to
function after conclusion of the SWCES. The "monitoring team" would monitor
key coastal areas within the CRLC to improve the understanding of coastal
processes affecting shorelands within the CRLC. The "monitoring team" would
also function as an objective observer for assessing the performance of various
future coastal projects within the CRLC.

Are there shoreline areas within the CRLC, located away from estuaries, that are
experiencing recession? If not, then present conditions within the CRLC indicate that
erosion areas are the result of the dynamics due to estuary entrances: Inference relating
open coast shoreline erosion due to an interruption of Columbia River sediment supply is
probably weak at best. If there are erosion areas located away from the active influence of
estuaries, then what is the likelihood that the shoreline erosion at these areas is due to
large-scale regional processes having influence far beyond the CRLC? To answer this, the
SWCES should examine the CRLC in the larger context of other littoral cells along the

50



Northwest coast, particularly in central Oregon, to determine if there is a regional coastal
process affecting shoreline erosion.

What is the status of erosion along Benson Beach? Has the erosion trend changed in the
last 2 years? What is the SWCES view of the enhanced use of ODMDS E.

The concept of large volumes of sand continually being transported from the Columbia
River through the estuary, into the ocean, and onto the adjacent coastal shoreline lacks
validity. Most of the 5.2 million m? [4 million cy] per year of sand which is dredged from
the MCR channel originates from the ocean side of the mouth, basically the ebb-tidal
shoal. Topical reasons:

a) Shoaling within the MCR channel occurs late in summer, when river flow is
lowest. A strong flood tide brings ebb-tidal shoal sediment into the MCR channel.
During years of high river flow, MCR channel shoaling is low and vice versa.

b) Examination of bathymetric differences for the MCR channel over time shows
that the throat of the entrance channel has become wider. This indicates that the
MCR channel shoals from the sides (sediment is supplied by Clatsop Spit and
Peacock Spit ebb-tidal shoal).

¢) The annual average volume of sand dredged from the 8 km- [5 mile-] long MCR

channel is 5.2 million m3/yr [4 mcy/yr]. The annual average volume of sand
dredged from the Columbia River navigation channel, passing through the entire

estuary (upriver from MCR for an extent of 32.2 km [20 miles]) is 7.8 x 103 m3/yr
[6 kcy/yr]. The annual average volume of sediment dredged from the entire
Columbia River navigation channel (161 km [100 miles] upriver from MCR) is 1.5

million m3/yr [8 mcy/yr]. The reason for the above discrepancy is that the ebb-
tidal shoal at MCR is exposed to ocean waves, coastal margin currents, and flood
tidal currents which are very effective at transporting sediment into the mouth
(upstream) from the ocean. Conveyance of sand into the MCR channel from the
coastal margins is high. Within the Columbia River, conveyance of sand-sized
sediment downstream, from the river through the estuary is low compared to
MCR.

Collectively, the above observations indicate that within the last 80 years, the rapid influx
of sand to the coastal areas north and south of MCR has come from the displacement of
the ebb-tidal shoal, most likely due to jetty construction. If this is the case, then the
evolution of MCR sediments (ebb-tidal shoals, etc.) is a key factor for the SWCES to
consider with regard to long-term coastal behavior within the southern third of the CRLC.

It is suggested that very infrequent extremely large flood, seismic, or volcanic events are
the Columbia River’s natural transport mechanisms for moving appreciable volumes of
sand through the estuary and discharging it to the coast. It is also suggested that in a
natural setting, regional processes affecting coastal erosion occur much more frequently

51



than does the discharge of sand from the Columbia River to the coasts. In addition,
numerous other locations along the U.S. Northwest Coast have exhibited accelerated rate
of shoreline erosion within the last 2 decades. The SWCES study does not have
reasonable evidence to attribute coastal erosion within the Study area to anthropogenic
effects on the Columbia River system or estuary. If further consideration is needed on
these topics, research should be undertaken within the context of a separate project.

Likewise, it is suggested that the SWCES focus on defining coastal processes that affect
shoreline change: alongshore and cross shore response due to varying wave, wind, and
current conditions, closure depth for varying degrees of environmental forcings, overland
wave run-up and deposition, level of forcing expected from waves and currents, etc.

USACE - Portland District Data Collection Offshore MCR

Concurrent measurement of current, waves, C-T, and bottom suspended sediment
transport at 4 location during 1997-1999. Joint EPA-USACE project. Status of data
collection: Completed. Analysis of the data acquired during the above field data
collection is on going.

Acquisition of bathymetry surveys at MCR, 19.3 km [12 miles] north, and 12.9 km
[8 miles] south; coverage for water depths 7.6 to 54.9 km [25 to 180 ft]. Project sponsored
in part by USGS-SWCES. Status: Completed.

Digital side-scan sonar (SSS) and bottom sediment back-scatter (Roxann) survey at
proposed "deepwater" dredged material disposal site. Coverage is 10.4 km? [4 square
miles] in water depth of 61.0-91.5 m [200-300 ft]. Survey jointly sponsored by EPA-
USACE. Status: Ongoing.

Sediment Trend Analysis covering entire MCR offshore region. More than 1,200 seabed
surface sediment samples obtained. Survey jointly sponsored by EPA-USACE. Status:
Ongoing.

Future Partnerships And Funding Mechanisms
Columbia River General Investigation Study: Start for FY 2001.

The Estuary Restoration Act of 2000: Senate Bill 835, to promote the restoration of
estuary habitat; develop a national estuary habitat restoration strategy; provide Federal
assistance for projects; and develop/enhance monitoring and research capabilities.

Regional Sediment Management: USACE sponsored program intended to develop

federal-state-local partnerships to formulate long-term solutions for managing the
beneficial uses of sediment dredged from federal navigation projects.
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A REVIEW OF COLUMBIA RIVER DREDGING: PAST PRACTICES AND
RECENT PROPOSALS

George M. Kaminsky, Washington Department of Ecology

CONCLUSIONS

1) Currently proposed dredging activities (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 1999) in the
Columbia River estuary (River Mile 3-30) and mouth (MCR) over the next 20 years

would remove 12.2 Mm’® (0.6 Mm3/yr) [16 mcy (0.8 mcy/yr)] of sand from RM 3-30

and 30 - 53 Mm’ (1.5-2.6 Mm3/yr) [40 - 70 Mm? (2 - 3.5 mcy/yr)] of sand from MCR
and dispose of this potential resource in the proposed Deep Water Site on the mid-shelf
in 60-90 m [200-300 feet] water depth. Such large quantities of sand losses have
quantifiable impacts to the nearshore and coastal environment, and would contribute to
exacerbated erosion of the coast and nearshore zone.

2) In total over the next 20 years, the Corps has proposed to extract 47.7 Mm? [64.4 mcy]|
from the Columbia River via upland disposal, and between 42.8 Mm® [56 mcy] to
65.8 Mm’ [86 mcy] via ocean disposal at a proposed Deep Water Site in 60-90 m [200-
300 feet] water depth. On average, the total annual amount of sand removed from the
Columbia River, estuary, and nearshore system is equivalent to 5.1 Mm?>/yr
[6.7 mcy/yr]. The estimated sand supply from the upland drainage basin to this system
is approximately 1.5 Mm’? /yr [1.95 mcy/yr], therefore the net sand removal rate is
3.6 Mm’® /yr [4.75 mcy/yr], roughly 3.5 times the sand supply from the drainage basin.

3) Due to flow regulation and up-river dredging, the sand that is removed can not be
replenished in the absence of a catastrophic, unmitigated event such as an extreme flood
or debris flow from a volcanic eruption.

4) The net removal of sand from the system appears to be a practice that has been initiated
only within the last 2 decades. Although the Corps’ Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) documents do not provide data on the amount of previous upland disposal,
Sherwood et al. (1990) suggests that 49.3 - 100.0 Mm? [64.5 - 130.8 mcy| has been
disposed in upland sites since 1939. Over a period of 50 years, this amount is
approximately 1.5 Mm’? /yr [2 mey/yr]. Gelfenbaum ef al. (1999) estimates that the river
supply of sand during 1935-1958 was 2.6 Mm®/yr [3.4 mcy/yr], suggesting the annual
upland disposal of sand was less than the annual supply. In terms of removal of sand
from the system via deep-water ocean disposal, it appears that as little as 1.0 Mm?
[1.3 mcy] was removed between 1904 and 1955. During 1956-1983, 25.2 Mm® [33
mcy| were disposed in deep water outside the littoral system, an annual rate of 0.9 Mm’/
yr [1.2 mey/yr].

5) Following completion of MCR deepening to 16.7 m [55 feet] in 1984, deep-water
ocean disposal of dredged sands became much more prevalent. From 1984 to 1998,
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34.8 Mm’ [45.5 mcy] were disposed in deep water ocean sites, an annual rate of
2.3 Mm3/yr [3 mcy/yr], over 2.5 times the previous rate during 1956-1983. 1t is
important to note that the net supply of river sand has decreased by a factor of 3 over the
historical period, while the removal of sand has increased by a factor of 2.5, resulting in
a present situation of net sand extraction (deficit) from the system.

6) As the sand supply (that was historically derived from the Columbia River, estuary,
mouth, and nearshore region) to the Long Beach Peninsula declines, the southern
portion of the Peninsula is predicted to undergo net shoreline recession. Preliminary
shoreline modeling results suggest that a net sand supply of 2.2 Mm3/yr [2.9 mcy/yr] is
required to avoid future erosion along the southern Long Beach Peninsula. A reduction
in sand supply to 1.6 Mm3/yr [2.1 mcy/yr] results in a gradient in shoreline recession
ranging from 250 m [820 feet] just north of North Head, to no change at distance 7 km
[4.5 miles] to the north by 2025.

7) Unfortunately, a zero to negative littoral sand supply from the Columbia River is a
plausible scenario due to the deficit of sand created by the removal of sand from the
MCR and the estuary. Preliminary shoreline modeling results indicate that an
elimination of sand supply to Long Beach Peninsula results in a gradient in shoreline
recession ranging from 640 m [2100 feet] just north of North Head, to no change at a
distance 12 km [7.5 miles] to the north by 2025. Moreover the Southwest Washington
Coastal Erosion Study's beach morphology monitoring program has in fact revealed net
shoreline recession along southern Long Beach Peninsula since the program began in
summer 1997.

8) Because the rate of river sand extraction is suspected to be greater than the river sand
supply, it could be assumed that the sand removed from the estuary is primarily sand
that has entered through MCR from the littoral environment. If this assumption is
correct, then the present rates of erosion of the littoral environment would increase in
the future.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

1) An analytical review of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Portland District, Integrated
Feasibility Report for Channel Improvements and Environmental Impact Statement,
Columbia & Lower Willamette River Federal Navigation Channel (U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, 1999) has been completed.

2) A report on the Columbia River dredging activities relative to the historical sediment
budget is in progress.

QUESTIONS
1) Assuming that the Columbia River sand supply to the estuary (excluding the effects of

dredging in the river) is 1.4 Mm3/yr [1.8 mcy/yr], how much sand can be mechanically
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extracted from the Columbia River, estuary, and/or MCR without contributing to
erosion (net removal of sand) within the littoral cell?

2) If all dredging in the Columbia River, estuary and MCR were terminated, would there
be greater, equal, or less sand supply to the littoral cell?

3) If it is assumed that the mechanical extraction of sand from the Columbia River and
estuary has no effect on the sand supply to the littoral cell; how much sand can be
removed from MCR (via deep water disposal) without contributing to erosion (net
removal of sand) within the littoral cell (ignoring that the littoral cell includes MCR)?

4) If it is assumed that net removal of sand (via dredging and deep water disposal) from
the littoral cell can not be shown to cause immediate shoreline recession, should it also
be assumed that there is no cause - effect relationship? If it is assumed there is a time
lag in shoreline response to the net removal of sand from MCR and estuary, how long
can the lag time be before a cause - effect relationship becomes questionable?

5) Assuming the sand supply from the estuary to the littoral cell is episodic, occurring only
during large flood events that have a return period of several decades, is the sand
inventory in the Columbia River and estuary essentially infinite, so that the amount
removed via dredging is negligible? If the existing sand source is not essentially
infinite, can these large floods replenish the supply of sand to the lower Columbia River
and estuary, or will there be a net loss?

ANALYSIS

Introduction

The beaches of southwest Washington have been built from sand supplied predominantly
by the Columbia River. With the installation of the Columbia River jetties during 1889 to
1917, the southern Long Beach Peninsula accumulated a large quantity of sand due to the
redistribution of sand eroded from the mouth of the Columbia River (MCR) and the
adjacent nearshore region. Sand supply from the river has declined over the past several
decades due to dam construction and river flow regulation. MCR and the adjacent
nearshore region have continued to erode since the jetties were constructed. Benson
Beach has lost 7.1 Mm’® [9.3 mcy] of sand from 1958 to 1998 due to coastal erosion
(Buijsman et al., in prep). Sand is a critical resource to the beaches of southwest
Washington, and dredged sand from the Columbia River could be used to help mitigate
this ongoing erosion.

Historical Reduction in Sand Supply to the Estuary

Human influence on the Columbia River flow cycle began as early as the 1840s with
irrigation, followed by logging and then dam construction (Sherwood et al., 1990). The
first major dam (Bonneville) was completed in 1933 and the last of the eleven major dams
was completed in 1968. Sherwood et al. (1990) suggest that large-scale regulation of the
flow cycle began in 1969, resulting in a substantial reduction in the variability of the
monthly mean flows. The combined effect of the eleven major dams and over 200 smaller
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dams that were constructed throughout the Columbia River drainage basin during the mid-
1900s has significantly decreased the peak flows and reduced the sediment carrying
capacity of the Columbia River (Sherwood et al., 1990; Gelfenbaum et al., 1999). The
fluvial sand supply to the estuary has decreased from 4.3 Mm3/yr [5.6 mcy/yr] for the
period 1878-1934, prior to significant flow modification by dams, to 1.4 Mm3/yr [1.8
mcy/yr] for the period 1958-1997, a decrease by a factor of 3 during historical times
(Gelfenbaum et al., 1999). Sand may also be directly trapped by some of the dams. For
example, the sediment retention dam on the Cowlitz River, constructed for the sole
purpose of retaining sediment resulting from the 1980 eruption of Mt St. Helens, has
trapped an estimated 50 Mm® [65 mcy] of sediment since it was constructed.

It is possible that only rare flood events on the order of 400,000 cfs or higher are able to
discharge beach-sized sand from the MCR into the littoral system. It could be
hypothesized that because peak floods have been so reduced that the Columbia River has
in effect already stopped supplying sand to the coast. The cumulative effect of removing
large quantities of sand from the river increases the probability for this hypothesis. In the
absence of extreme floods or unmitigated sediment supply from volcanic eruptions, it is
unlikely that a significant quantity of sand can be supplied to the littoral system. The
direct transfer of sand via dredging and disposal in the littoral zone is needed to mitigate
sand deficits attributable to flow regulation and upland disposal of sand dredged from the
navigation channel.

Proposed Sand Extraction from the Columbia River

The present Columbia River fluvial sand supply to the area proposed for channel
deepening (RM 3-105.5) is estimated by the Corps to range between 0.15 - 0.46 Mm3/yr
[0.2 - 0.6 mcy/yr] suspended load and 0.08 - 0.31 Mm3/yr [0.1 - 0.4 mcy/yr] bedload.
[Note: The Corps assumes bedload transport occurs for sand grains greater than 0.18 mm
diameter, and suspended transport occurs for sand finer than 0.15 mm. The mean diameter
of the beach sand along the Columbia River littoral cell is approximately 0.18 mm with a
range from 0.10 mm to 2.0 mm]. The Willamette River sand supply is estimated by the
Corps to be 0.23 Mm3/yr [0.3 mcy/yr], and the Cowlitz River sand supply is estimated by
the Corps to be less than 0.76 Mm’ /yr [1 mcy/yr]. Therefore total fluvial sand supply to
the estuary ranges between less than 1.2 Mm’/yr [1.6 mcy/yr] to less than 1.8 Mm3/yr
[2.3 mcy/yr] an average of 1.5 Mm3/yr [1.95 mcy/yr]. Gelfenbaum et al. (1999) have
estimated the fluvial sand supply to the estuary to be 1.4 Mm3/yr [1.8 mcy/yr] over the
period 1958-1997. In summarizing the proposed 20-year dredged material disposal plan
for the proposed 13.1-m [43-foot] navigation channel, 47.7 Mm’® [62.4 mcy]| will be
disposed in upland sites, equivalent to a sand extraction rate of 2.3 Mm3/yr [3.1 mcy/yr]
over the initial 20 years of the project.

From the above estimates of fluvial sand supply and the amount of sand scheduled for
removal from the Columbia River (excluding MCR and the estuary), the net extraction of
sand ranges from 0.6 - 1.1 Mm3/yr [0.8 - 1.5 mcy/yr], an average of 0.85 Mm3/yr
[1.1 mecy/yr] more than the fluvial supply rate. In addition, a presently unknown but
significant amount of non-federal dredging and sand mining occurs in the area dredged by
the Corps, which suggests that the net sand extraction may be closer to twice the fluvial
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supply. Similarly, the Corps maintenance dredging forecasts suggest that river supply will
not replace the amount of sand dredged from the navigation channel. Over the first
20 years of the proposed 13.1-m [43-foot] navigation channel 3pr0ject, the annual
maintenance dredging forecast declines from around 6.1 Mm’/yr [8§ mcy/yr] to
approximately 2.3 Mm3/yr [3 mcy/yr].

It is worth noting that the estimated fluvial supply rates by the Corps and by Gelfenbaum
et al. (1999) are based on historical data, especially as related to peak river flows. Future
Columbia River peak flows (based on monthly means during the June freshets) are
predicted by JISAO (1999) to decline over the next several decades (due to various human
inventions in the drainage basin), suggesting that the fluvial sand supply will further
decline.

Shoreline Change based on Sand Supply

Shoreline change analysis by the Southwest Washington Coastal Erosion Study
(Kaminsky et al., 2000; Buijsman et al., in prep.) indicates that a supply of 2.7 Mm3/yr
[3.5 mcy/yr] of sand was needed to account for net shoreline advance of the Long Beach
Peninsula during 1958-1998. This sand is presumed to have been supplied from a
combination of sources including erosion of Peacock Spit, erosion of the ebb-tidal delta,
dispersal from disposal Site E, supply from the river during floods, and supply from
erosion of the inner shelf. Continued supply of sand from Peacock Spit and the ebb-tidal
delta (including the Clatsop inner shelf) is likely to be both limited and finite over the next
few decades because these areas have eroded substantially since jetties were constructed
in the early 1900s. As the sand supply to the Long Beach Peninsula declines, the southern
portion of the Peninsula is predicted to undergo net shoreline recession. The coast can not
maintain its existing configuration without the continued supply of sand. This
phenomenon has been initiated at Benson Beach since the 1950s as the supply of sand
from Peacock Spit declined due to its northward migration and dispersal.

Preliminary shoreline modeling results suggest that a net sand supply of 2.2 Mm3/yr
[2.9 mcy/yr] is required to avoid future erosion along the southern Long Beach Peninsula.
However, this supply rate is probably not naturally sustainable in the future decades due to
the ongoing reduction in potential sand supplies. A reduction in sand supply to 1.6 Mm?/
yr [2.1 mcy/yr], results in a gradient in shoreline recession ranging from 250 m [820 feet]
just north of North Head, to no change at distance 7 km [4.5 miles] to the north by 2025.
This future change represents an optimistic scenario in which most of the dredged sand
placed at Site E feeds the beaches immediately to the north, rather than feeding other
compartments in the littoral system, such as the mouth of the Columbia River (MCR), the
estuary, the ebb-tidal delta, Peacock Spit, or the inner shelf. Since the nearshore region of
Peacock Spit and the ebb-tidal delta have been eroding at a rate of 1.34 Mm3/yr
[1.74 mcy/yr] since 1958 (Buijsman et al., in prep.), the 0.76 - 1.76 Mm3/yr [1-2.3 mcy/
yr] placed at Site E (the annual site capacity estimated by the Corps) may only help
counterbalance these ongoing losses. The Corps estimates that 0.2 - 0.3 Mm3/yr [0.3-04
mcy/yr] is needed to counterbalance the erosion of Benson Beach alone. The Corps notes
that within the 1986 boundaries of Site E, a net loss of 0.24 Mm’> [0.31 mcy] occurred
during 1990-1997 despite the disposal of 3.9 Mm’ [5.1 mcy] at the site.
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A zero to negative littoral sand supply from the Columbia River is a plausible scenario.
Future dredging at the MCR and disposal of the dredged sand in deep water will likely
maintain an effective sand trap that accumulates sand from the surrounding littoral
environment. The Corps has suggested that most of the sand dredged at MCR is sand is
transported into the navigation channel from (the submerged area of) Clatsop Spit. The
maintenance of the MCR sand trap may attract more sand from adjacent nearshore sand
bodies than those sand bodies supply to the adjacent coast.

Preliminary shoreline modeling results indicate that an elimination of sand supply to Long
Beach Peninsula results in a gradient in shoreline recession ranging from 640 m
[2100 feet] just north of North Head, to no change at distance 12 km [7.5 miles] to the
north by 2025. A sudden, complete elimination of sand supply in 2001 may not be
realistic due to the continuing (although declining) supply of sand from Peacock Spit and
the inner shelf. However, the effect is none the less certain, and net shoreline retreat along
the southern Long Beach Peninsula would be inevitable in the coming decades.

The Southwest Washington Coastal Erosion Study's beach morphology monitoring
program has in fact revealed net shoreline recession along southern Long Beach Peninsula
since the program began in summer 1997. Beach profile data at the 4 southern transects
(PC008, PC025, PC004, and CANBY) that cover the southern 8.5 km [5.3 miles] of the
Long Beach Peninsula all display a consistent annual erosion trend, with the 3.0-m
contour retreating by 30.5-61 m [100-200 feet] since summer 1997 (Ruggiero and Voigt,
2000).

Sand Trapping and Extraction at MCR and the Estuary

The channel deepening and maintenance dredging of the Columbia River estuary may also
create an effective sand trap for marine sand drawn in from the adjacent littoral
environment. It has not been estimated how much of the sand dredged from the estuary is
supplied from the adjacent marine environment. However, a deepened estuary will
change the circulation patterns in a direction that enhances bottom transport of marine
sand into the estuary. At issue is how much sand is removed from the estuary that could
be used to supply sand to littoral system.

The Corps estimates that 12.2 Mm’ [16 mcy] of sand will be removed from the estuary
(RM 3-30) by construction (5.4 Mm’ [7 mcy]) and maintenance (6.9 Mm’® [9 mcy]) of the
13.1-m [43-foot] navigation channel over the next 20 years. All of this sand will be
disposed of at the Deep Water Site in 60-90 m [200-300 feet] of water where it presumably
can not return to the littoral environment. This quantity of sand is significant and could be
used to reduce the effects of ongoing or exacerbated erosion of the adjacent nearshore
areas and coasts. The Corps dredging estimates for MCR are 3.4 Mm3/yr [4.5 mcy/yr].
The maximum combined capacity of the only nearshore disposal areas at Site E (1997-
expanded boundary) and along the North Jetty is 1.9 Mm’ /yr [2.5 mcy/yr], therefore over
a 20-year period, a minimum of 30.6 Mm’ [40 mcy] of sand from MCR would be
disposed of in the Deep Water Site. In fact, the Site E dispersive capacity might only be
0.76 Mmg/yr [1 mcy/yr] based on the Corps' more conservative estimate, which would
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result in 53.5 Mm® [70 mcy] (rather than 30.6 Mm3) of MCR sand disposed in the Deep
Water Site within 20 years.

Combining the 12.2 Mm’ [16 mcy] from the estuary with the 30.6 - 53.5 Mm’ [40 -
70 mcy] from MCR to be disposed in the Deep Water Site results in sand extraction rates
between 2.1 - 3.3 Mm’/yr [2.8 - 4.3 mcy/yr] over the 20 year proposed period, an average
of 2.7 Mm’/yr [3.5 mcy/yr]. This rate of sand extraction is comparable to the recent
erosion rate for the MCR vicinity. The area comprised of Benson Beach, the inner ebb-
tidal delta, the Clatsop Spit nearshore, and the MCR inlet has eroded 129 Mm? [169 mcy|
over the period 1958-1998, a rate of 3.2 Mm3/yr [4.2 mcy/yr] (Buijsman et al., in prep.).
Therefore, even if all of the sand currently proposed for deepwater disposal was placed in
the littoral zone, it may only be enough to counterbalance the ongoing erosion occurring in
the vicinity of MCR.

Review of Historical and Proposed Ocean Disposal

The Corps dredging records show that between 1904 and 1940, 6.3 Mm’ [8.29 mcy],
0.56 Mm3/yr (753,000 cy/yr), was dredged from MCR. Of this material, the Corps
assumes 4.4 Mm?’ [5.8 mcy| was disposed at an area southwest of the South Jetty in water
depths of 18.2 m [60 feet] (in the vicinity of the more recently designated Site A), and
about 1.9 Mm® [2.5 mcy| was disposed in the estuary. Between 1941 and 1944 there was
no dredging at MCR. Between 1945 and 1955, 9.9 Mm’ (0.9 Mm3/yr) [13 mcy
(1.18 mey/yr)] was dredged from MCR. The Corps assumes 6.9 Mm’ [9.1 mcy| was
disposed in the vicinity of Site A, 2.0 Mm?® [2.6 mcy] was disposed in the estuary, and
1.0 Mm?® [1.3 mcy] was disposed in the vicinity of Site B. In total, between 1904 and
1955, 15.3 Mm’ [20 mcy] of the 16.3 Mm’ [21.3 mcy| was disposed at sites that could be
considered to be within the littoral system (the 1.0 Mm? [1.3 mcy] disposed near Site B is
the exception).

Between 1956 and 1998, a total of 143.3 Mm’ (3.26 Mm3/yr) [187.41 mcy (4.26 mcy/yr)]
has been dredged from MCR and placed in-water at up to 7 sites (A,B,C,D,E,F, and G)
located in both the estuary and ocean. Sites C and D are located within the estuary; Sites
A, E, and G have average depths of 21 m, 17 m, and 24 m [70, 55, and 80 feet],
respectively; and Sites B and F are in deep water with average depths of 46 m and 38 m
[150 and 125 feet], respectively. For the purposes of this analysis, we assume Sites A, C,
D, E, and G to be within the littoral system and Sites B and F to be outside the littoral
system.

Site B (deep water) has been used from 1956 to 1997 (not in 1998) , but more extensively
since 1984. It is instructive to separate the 1956-1998 period of dredged material disposal
discussed above into two sub-periods, 1956-1983 and 1984-1998. During 1956-1983 Site
B received 24.2 Mm’® (0.86 Mm3/yr) [31.6 mcy (1.13 mcy/yr)] and Site F received 0.57
Mm? (15,000 m3/yr) [0.75 mcy (0.02 mcy/yr)]. Site G was used only once (in 1975) and
received 45,000 m’ [0.06 mcy]. In total, 25.2 Mm? [33 mcy] were disposed outside the
littoral system during 1956-1983, an annual rate of 0.9 Mm3/yr [1.2 mcy/yr]. During
1984-1998, 27.9 Mm’> [36.5 mcy] were disposed at Site B and 6.9 Mm’® [9 mcy] were
disposed at Site F, a total of 34.8 Mm’ [45.5 mcy], an annual rate of 2.3 Mm3/yr [3 mcy/
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yr]. Over the entire period of MCR dredging from 1904 to 1998, 61.1 Mm’ [79.9 mcy]
out of 159.6 Mm’ [208.7 mcy] of sand dredged have been removed from the littoral
system, roughly 38 percent.

From the above figures, it is apparent that within the past two decades, the rate of sand
extraction from the littoral system has increased by 2.5 times from the previous three
decades. For the MCR the record of dredging from 1904 to 1983, 26.2 Mm’ [34.3 mcy]
were removed from the littoral system via deep water disposal, equivalent to 0.3 Mm’? /yr
[0.4 mcy/yr], compared to 2.3 Mm3/yr [3 mcy/yr] since 1984, an increase by a factor of
7.5. Because this jump in sand removal rates has been relatively recent, the effect on the
adjacent beaches and nearshore area may not yet be fully realized.
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SUMMARY

The Fraser and Columbia River estuaries switch between two extremes of mixing on very
small horizontal scales; over as little as tens of meters, conditions can vary between that of
a highly-stratified estuary and a well-mixed river. Over this transition zone, suspended
particulate matter concentration (C) and particle settling velocity (Ws) can also rapidly
change. Understanding the sedimentological processes that occur within the transition
zone requires measurements of sediment properties and transport on the same time and
space scales as is now possible for physical oceanographic properties.

This paper discusses data primarily from the Fraser River estuary. The technologies and
analysis procedures are applicable to the Columbia River estuary as well. Achieving such
a high-resolution view of sedimentological processes requires a new measurement
technique based on optics and acoustics. A two-stage inverse analysis (IA) approach has
been developed to take advantage of (a) dynamical information available from C profile
shapes, and (b) the differing particle-size responses of optical and acoustical
instrumentation. The output of this analysis is high spatial resolution C and transport
fields, expressed in terms of several discrete Ws-classes. This approach may be applied
during periods of strong turbulence and high C, typically problematic with conventional
instrumentation. In an initial trial using Fraser data, resulting C values compared well
with in situ settling tube observations, typically within a factor of 2.

OBSERVATIONS

A wealth of data sets are available from the Columbia River estuary (1995-1999), and the
Fraser River estuary (1999-2000), typically with two vessels conducting simultaneous
anchor stations and transects. For an initial trial, we have focused on 1999 estuarine
anchor stations from the southern, main arm of the Fraser River estuary (Figure 1). River
flow during the study was very high, approximately 9500 m3 5! (Water Survey of Canada,
unpublished data). Tides in the Fraser are mixed semidiurnal, and the tidal range near
station bD11 varies from 2 to 5 m over the neap-spring cycle. Acoustic backscatter (ABS)
and velocity were measured continuously using a 300 kHz acoustic Doppler current
profiler (ADCP). Near-bed data is unavailable for angled-beam ADCPs, due to bed-
reflection effects. Optical backscatter (OBS), salinity, and temperature were profiled bi-
hourly using an optical backscatter sensor and CTD on a weighted frame. Once every two
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hours, suspended particulate matter (SPM) concentration (C) was measured using a pump
sampler mounted on the frame, and particle settling velocity (Ws) was measured using a
modified Owen tube (methods of Simenstad et al, 1994). Various ecological
measurements were also made, including zooplankton counts; these showed that
zooplankton could not provide comparable backscatter to suspended sediments, due to
their low numbers (C. Simenstad, pers. comm.) and low-reflectivity species types (Stanton
etal., 1998).

Observations during the Fraser 1999 study included currents of up to 4 m s and C
maxima of up to and above 1 g L!. Brackish waters were highly stratified; salinity
gradients of 10 m™! were not uncommon, and bedstress was rarely above 1 Pa. Fresh
waters were well-mixed, with bed stress maxima exceeding 10 Pa. OBS and ABS were
calibrated to C in situ, using the pumped water samples. Observations from one ebb tide
are summarized in Figure 1. In the bottom panel, note that acoustically- and optically-
derived C time series differed substantially. This is consistent with expectations; the ABS
responds primarily to sand and the OBS to fine sediment. This period was two days past
neap tide, with a tidal range of 3.0 m.

METHODS

A joint two-stage inverse analysis (IA) was applied to the OBS and ABS data. A
schematic of this approach is shown in Figure 2. Stage 1 of the IA partitioned the
backscatter between Ws-classes, based on an assumed vertical SPM balance (as Fain,
2000 and Fain et al., 2001, but with an algebraic modification for stratification effects
based on the gradient Richardson number). Figure 2a and 2b show typical results for stage
1. The ABS and OBS data disagree on the distribution of C over Ws-classes because of
their different response functions. This concept is summarized in Figure 2¢c, which shows
the theoretical response of each instrument to a given sediment size distribution. To
account for these differences, response coefficients were defined for each instrument and
Ws-class (these are essentially gain values). Applying mass conservation between the two
instruments, a description of the SPM field can be written:

4 4
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Here, capital and lower case letters represent optical and acoustic quantities, respectively;
k represents the different Ws-classes; and 7/, and y; are the response coefficients for the
OBS and ABS, respectively. Least-squares best-fit values were found for 7}, and y; using
all available data points from all three Fraser anchor stations. Using this approach,
response coefficients were determined for each instrument and Ws-class that minimized
the differences between the ABS and OBS description of the SPM field. The output of
this analysis was response-modified concentrations, C;,'=/;,C; and c¢;'=y.c;. The data set
of most i