MTS-R Cu Compared to 2000 Permit Limits
16
% 14
2 12 -
& 101 -
g ¥ ¢4,
g 6 a B g -
c 44
§ 2 &%
O Bl T T g T T 'g' T . T T T T T T 1
- - - = = ¥ ¥ +« o o o «
L QPR P CeL
> c 3 » o B oz 9 c a9 5 5
£332882835¢ 22
Time (May to April 2002)
A Dissolved Cu (ug/l) B Total Cu (ug/l)
=== Cu Daily Max (ug/l) Cu Monthly Ave (ug/l)

MTS-R Cu Compared to Marine Translated Total
Recoverable Limits
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MTS-R Cu Compared to Freshwater Translated Total

Recoverable Limits
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Figure 5-2: Copper Concentrations Compared to 2000 Permit Limits,
Translated Marine Limits, and Translated Freshwater Limits



