Figure 4.3.351 Comparison of Cyanide Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.352 Comparison of Diazinon Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.353 Comparison of Total Aluminum Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.354 Comparison of Total Antimony Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.355 Comparison of Dissolved Arsenic Data with

A%glicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.356 Comparison of Total Arsenic Data with

A%glicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.357 Comparison of Total Cadmium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain

Figure 4.3.358 Comparison of Dissolved Chromium Data
with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.359 Comparison of Total Chromium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.360 Comparison of Dissolved Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.361 Comparison of Total Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.362 Comparison of Dissolved Lead Data with

Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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[Total Lead] (ug/L)

Figure 4.3.363 Comparison of Total Lead Data with Figure 4.3.364 Comparison of Dissolved Nickel Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.365 Comparison of Total Nickel Data with Figure 4.3.366 Comparison of Dissolved Oxygen Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.367 Comparison of Dissolved Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.368 Comparison of Total Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.369 Comparison of Total Silver Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.370 Comparison of Dissolved Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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[Total Zinc] (ug/L)

Figure 4.3.371 Comparison of Total Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.372 Comparison of Enterococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.373 Comparison of Fecal Coliform Data with

Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.374 Comparison of Total Coliform Data with

Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.375 Comparison of Ratio of Fecal Coliform to
Total Coliform Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.376 Comparison of Streptococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.377 Comparison of Sum of Nitrate-N and Nitrite-N
Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.378 Comparison of Nitrate - N Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.378 Comparison of Nitrate - N Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain

Figure 4.3.380 Comparison of MBAS Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.381 Comparison of Sulfate Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.382 Comparison of Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.382 Comparison of Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.384 Comparison of Turbidity Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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Figure 4.3.385 Comparison of Total Dissolved Solids Data
with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Adams Drain
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