

















TABLE 1. WATER QUALITY DATA COLLECTED IN MOSES LAKE AND TRIBUTARIES IN THE SUMMER OF 1982 (Continued)

("'-" dznotes parameter not measured or data missing)
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4 6/15/82 O - 8.7 22.5 261 9.2 109 183 6.0 - <0.01 <0.01 0.05 0.0! 0.04 | ~ - - - - <1
2 - 8.7 2.1 261 9.3 110 178 - - ]<0.01 [<0.01 0.02 0.02 | 0.05| - - - - -
4 - 8.6 21.5 261 10.2 119 176 - - <0.01 <0,01 0.01 0.01 | 0.05 - - -
o - 8.4 14.5 257 9.2 13 184 - - 0.02 [<0.01 0.10 0.03 | 0.06 | - - -
8 - 7.5 16.4 282 4.9 52 221 - - 0.01 <0.01 0.34 0.11 | 0.20 - - -
10 - 7.3 15.4 305 5.2 sS4 1 -135 - - 0.01 (<0.01 0.87 0.27 | 0.31} - - -
C - - - - - - - - 267 - - - - - - 16 4.1
6/16/82 - - - - - - - - 11.0 - - - - - - - - -
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
C - - - - - - - - 262 - - - - - - 17 4.6
9/9/82 0 - 9.0 25,4 245 - - 136 4.1 - <0.01 <0.01 0.04 0.03 0.10 - - -
2 - 9.0 2:.2 245 - - 128 - - <0.01 <0.01 0.02 0.0£ | 0.11 - - -
& - 8.7 2.3 250 - - 132 - - ]<0.01 [<0.01 0.05 0.0¢ | 0.1 -~ - -
6 - 8.4 21,4 253 - - 139 - - 0.03 < 0,01 0.30 0.0¢ 0.08 | - - -
8 - 7.9 20.7 258 - - 24 - - 0.01 {<0.01 0.75 0.1€ | 0.20| - - -
10 - 7.2 1¢.3 292 - - -89 - - <0.01 <0.01 2.7 0.6¢ | 0,71 - - -
5 6/15/82 0 - 8.8 21.8 261 8.1 95 112 >5.5 b/ - <0.01 <0.01 0.03 0.0z 0.06 - - -
2 - 8.7 20,7 258 9.1 ics 111 - - [<0.01 }<0.01 0.02 0.0z | 0.04] - - -
C - - - - - - - - 254 - - - - - - 15 3.7
6/16/82 - - - - - - - - 6.0 - - - - - - - - -
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
¢ - - - - - - - - 246 - - - - - - 18 4
9/9/82 0 - 8. 23,2 241 - - 91 3.2 - 1<0.01 ]<0.01 0.07 0.15 ] - - -
1 - 8.9 22,9 244 - - 91 - - <0.01 <0.01 0.06 0.13 - - -
6 6/15/82 ] - 8.6 22,4 276 10.1 120 155 4.0 - - - - - - - - -
2 - 8.7 21.6 279 10.2 119 150 - - <0.01 < 0.01 0.06 0.04 | 0.08 - - -
4 - 8.5 1¢€.9 270 10.3 116 155 - - <0.01 <0.01 0,02 0.02 | 0.08 - - -
& - 8.0 1.6 265 10.2 112 174 ~ - 0.01 <0,01 0.06 0.0€ | 0.09 - - -
8 - 7.7 17.0 279 10.2 109 189 - - <0.01 <0.01 0.17 0.0¢ | 0.08 - - -
10 - 7.4 15.8 305 8.0 83 j-124 - - |<0.01 f[<0.01 0.41 0.12 1 0,17 | - - -
C - - - - - - - - 279 <0.01 <0,01 0.06 0.02 | 0.06 - 17 4.3
6/16/82 - - - - - - - - 4.2 - - - - - - - - -
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
C - - - - - - - - 272 - - - - - - 18 4.8

Footnotes: a/ C = Composite sample, surface to bottom (composites for chlorophyll and pheophytin from euphoti: zone only).
b/ Secchi depth greater because disk on bottom.
c/ Estimated (FC :ount was less than the required minimum of 20 colonies per plate).
g/ Approximate (F. Jensen, Bureau of Reclamation, personal communication).




TABLE 1. WATER QUALITY DATA COLLECTED IN MOSES LAKE AND TRIBUTARIES IN THE SUMMER OF 1982 (Continued)

("-"" denotes farameter not measured or data missing)
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9/9/82 0 - 8.8 | 22.7 | 243 - | 1m 4.0 - l<o.00 |<o0.01 | 0.03 0.03 | 0.11 | - - - - - : - - -
2 8.6 22.4 264 - - 174 - - 0.02 <0.01 0.11 0.03 0.08 - - - - - - - -
&4 - 8.4 21.3 246 - - 181 - - <0.01 <0.01 0.16 0.05 0.10 - - - - - - - - - -
6 - 8.4 21.0 246 - - 183 - - 0.01 <0.01 0.18 0.04 0.08 - - - - - - - - -
8 - 8.2 20.7 247 - - 184 - 0.01 <0.01 0.43 0.09 0.13 - - - - - - - - - -
10 - 7.0 | 19.2 | 290 - - -1 - - |<0.01 |<o0.01 | 3.6 0.63 | 0.71 | - - - - - - - - - -
7 6/15/82 0 - 8.9 23.1 285 8.3 100 119 3.5 - <0.01 <0.01 0.02 0.03 0.07 - - - - - - - - - 1 S/
2 - 8.9 22.2 287 8.7 103 119 - <0.01 <0.01 0.04 Q.02 0.07 - - - - - - - - - -
4 - B.4 | 20.2 282 8.3 94 | 13t - - 0.01 |<0.01 | 0.10 0.04 | 0.04 | - - - - - - - - - -
Cc - - - - - - - 285 - - - - - - 18 4,5 6.2 1130 120 120 9.1 0.8 -
6/16/82 - - - - - - - - 4.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - <1
I'e} - - - - - - - 253 - - - - - - 18 5.0 6 110 84 100 82 -
9/9/82 0 - 9.0 | 22.9 | 245 - - | 1 2.5 - |<o0.00 [<o0.01 | 0.03 0.04 | 0.16 | - - - - - - - - - -
2 - 8.8 21.8 245 - - 168 - - <0.01 <0.01 0.02 0.04 0.13 - - - - - - - - - -
4 8.5 | 21.4 | 254 - - |17 - - |<0.01 {<o0.01 | 0.16 0.07 | 0.12 | - - - - - - - - - -
8 {6/15/82 0 8.9 23.7 290 9.9 120 145 3.0 - |<0.01 j<o0,01 0.01 0.03 | 0.07 | - - - - - - - - - <1
2 - 8.9 23.5 291 9.4 114 137 - <0,01 <0.01 .08 0.07 0.12 - - - - - - - - - -
C - - - - - - - - 291 - - - - - - 18 4.6 6.9 130 110 | 120 7.8 2.9 -
6/16/82 | - - - - - - - - 4.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - . - -] - - - - - -] . - - - e
C - - - - - - - 266 - - - - - - 19 5.2 6 110 88 110 66 1.2 -
9/9/82 Q - 9.0 23.4 255 - - 168 3.0 - <0.01 <0.01 0.03 0.03 0.12 - - - - - - - - - -
2 - 9.0 22.8 256 - - 15¢ - - Q.01 < 0.01 0.04 0.03 0.15 - - - - - - - - - -
9 6/15/82 0 9.4 26.1 456 8.2 104 12¢ - 459 0.02 <0.01 0.03 0.53 0.69 - 49 11 23 190 140 | 150 56 14 <1
6/16/82 0 9.1 24.0 455 8.2 100 12¢ 1.5 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - - 388 - - - - - - - - 10 170 140 | 160 37 8.8 9 </
9/9/82 0 - 8.6 22,1 360 - - 184 1.5 - 0.18 0.02 0.04 J.21 0,24 - - - - - - - - - -
10 {6/15/82 o - - - - - - - 192 0.11 <0.01 0.05 2.03 | 0.05 - 5. 1.4 - - - - - - 8 ¢/
9/8/82 0 - - - - - - - - 266 - - - - - - | 18 5.0 4 |110 | 80 | 9 - - 3¢/
9/9/82 0 - - - - - - 2.2 - 0.02 |[<o0.01 | 0,05 .01 | 0.09 | - - - - - - - - - -
Footnotes: a/ C = Composite sample, surface to bottom (composites for chlorophyll and pheophytin from euptotic zone oaly).

b/ Secchi depth greater bezcause disk on bottom.

¢/ Estimated (FC count was less than the required minimum of 20 colonies per plate).

d/ Approximate (F. Jensen, Bureau of Reclamation, personal communication).




TABLE 1. WATER QUALITY DATA COLLECTED "N MOSES LAKE AND TRIBUTARIES IN THZ SUMMER OF 1982 (Continued)
("~ denotes parameter not measured or data missing)
FIELD LABORATORY
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11 6/10/8: 0 4 8.6 17.4 - 14,0 151 - - 460 0.09 <0.01 0.04 9.01 0.03 16 18 Lioh | 4.6 - 200 220 - - -
6/15/82 0 - - - - - - - - 460 0.65 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04 - 17 4.0 4.6 1210 180 | 200 - - 16 e/
7/12/82 0 W5 8.7 25.0 - 18.8 234 - - 425 0.40 <0.05 0.28 < 0.01 - 10 18 4.5 5.4 - 160 | 180 - - 18 ¢/
8/5/82 0 78 8.4 16.4 - 12.8 135 - - 480 0.06 <0.05 0.02 <0.01 0,03 12 19 4.0 7.0 - 200 | 220 - - 64
9/9/82 0 8 8.1 15.1 - 8.7 90 - - 497 0.72 0.02 0.01 <0.01 0.02 7 21 5.4 4 230 220 240 - - 340
12 16/10/82 0 - 8.1 17.6 385 8.5 92 - - 353 1.2 0.03 0.30 0,14 | 0.15] 24 | 22 8.1 | 6.1 - | 120 | 140 - - -
6/15/82 0 - - - - - - - - 385 0.89 0.04 0.22 0.14 0.18 - 22 7.8 6.11160 140 150 - - 71
7/12/82 0 - 8.2 22.4 370 12.2 145 - - 364 0.91 0.02 0.08 0.10 0.16 23 23 7.6 7.7 - 120 | 140 - - 43
8/5/82 0 - 7.9 16.0 380 8.4 88 - - 368 1.1 0.03 0.17 0.10 0.14 - 23 7.6 6.4 - 92 96 - - 60
9/9/82 0 - - - - - i - - - 369 1.4 0.04 0.13 0.11 0.14 - 23 7.8 6 150 130 | 140 - - -
9/16/82 - €8 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
|
13 |6/10/82 - s - - - |- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
6/15/82 | o |74 | - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -1 - - -1
9/9/82 0 a/ - - - - - - - 396 1.6 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.10 - 21 5.2 6 180 160 | 170 - - -
Footnotes: a/ C = Composite sample, surface to bottom (composites for calorophyll end pheophytin from euphotic zone only).

b/ Secchi depth greater because disk on bottom.

¢/ Estimated (FC count was less than the required minimum of 20 colonies per plate).

d/ Approximate (F. Jensen, Bureau of Reclamation. personal communicatior).




TABLE 2. WASTEWATER QUALITY DATA COLLECTED FROM MOSES LAKE WIP AND INTERNATIONAL TITANIUN, INC. IN THE SUMMER OF 1982

(“-" denotes parameter no: measured or data missing). All parameters except f.ow were measired in the Ecology Laboratory.
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Moses Lake WIP
Influent al 6/16/82 - 7.5 1,080 110 310 <0.10 1 <0.10 13 3.7 5.7 880 500 170 20 66 120 15 180 60 - 2460 240 0.050 | 0.58 0.03 |« 0.01 0.004 0.03 - -
Inchlorinated 6/16/82 - - - ] <20 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0.015 | 0.08 0.05 |<0.01 0,002 [<0,02 - -
Ef fluent
(hlorinated 6/16/82 1.0 | 8.0 | 1,020 [ <20 9 4.0 1.3 6.3 4.2 5.3 680 510 16 1 28 120 16 150 62 - 190 200 - - - - - - - 420
Effluent a/
9/8/82 - - €33 - - - - - - - 660 540 17 10 - 150 20 110 - 200 110 120 - - - - - - - 720
9/9/82 | 1.1 | - - - - 6.6 1.2 2.3 4.7 |5.5 - - - - - -- -l - - - - - - - - - - - -
Int. Titanium
Inc.
Effluent b/ 6/16/82 - 7.4 1,140 | <20 880 1.5 «0.05 0.65 1 <0.05|0.15 {10,000 8,500 280 220 200 1,100 20 5,400 13 - 4,500 | 5,200 0.062 |19 0.85 0.14 0,044 0.26 <1 -
6/21/82 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0.05 3.1 0.50 0.05 0.021 0.17 - -

a/ 24-hr composite sample.

b/ 6/16 - 24-hr composite sample; 6/¢1 - collected by ITI.




APPENDIX A. ADDITIONAL MOSES LAKE REFERENCES
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