Figure 4.3.106 Comparison of Cyanide Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.107 Comparison of Diazinon Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.108 Comparison of Total Aluminum Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.109 Comparison of Total Antimony Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.110 Comparison of Dissolved Arsenic Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.111 Comparison of Total Arsenic Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.112 Comparison of Total Cadmium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.113 Comparison of Dissolved Chromium Data
with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.114 Comparison of Total Chromium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.115 Comparison of Dissolved Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.116 Comparison of Total Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.117 Comparison of Dissolved Lead Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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[Total Lead] (ug/L)

Figure 4.3.118 Comparison of Total Lead Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.119 Comparison of Dissolved Nickel Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.120 Comparison of Total Nickel Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.121 Comparison of Dissolved Oxygen Data with

[Dissolved Oxygen] mg/L

Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.122 Comparison of Dissolved Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.123 Comparison of Total Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.124 Comparison of Total Silver Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek

Figure 4.3.125 Comparison of Dissolved Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek

450
400 _

350 - —
300 -
250 |
200 |
150 -
100 -

45
40 —
= 35
(o]
3 30
5 25
= 0]
)
T 151 .
S 10 - —
5 -
0 8 T T T = T
09/05/20 10/25/20 12/14/20 02/02/20 03/24/20 05/13/20
05 05 05 06 06 06

+ dry = wet —standard\

[Dissolved Zinc] (ug/L)

50 -
0

.
. | I | .

05

09/05/20 10/25/20 12/14/20 02/02/20 03/24/20 05/13/20

05 05 06 06 06
\ s dry = wet —standard\




Figure 4.3.126 Comparison of Total Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.127 Comparison of Enterococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.128 Comparison of Fecal Coliform Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.129 Comparison of Total Coliform Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.130 Comparison of Ratio of Fecal Coliform to
Total Coliform Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.131 Comparison of Streptococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.132 Comparison of Sum of Nitrate-N and Nitrite-N
Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote
Creek
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Figure 4.3.133 Comparison of Nitrate - N Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.134 Comparison of Nitrite - N Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.135 Comparison of MBAS Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.136 Comparison of Sulfate Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.137 Comparison of Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.138 Comparison of pH Data with Applicable Water
Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.139 Comparison of Turbidity Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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Figure 4.3.140 Comparison of Total Dissolved Solids Data
with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Coyote Creek
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