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Implementation Recommendations

NOTE: A point represents a sampling location

Figure 15. Geometric Mean of Fecal Coliform Concentrations vs. Agricultural Land Use in the 300-ft Buffer

Ambient and Low Flow (Dry Weather vs. Percent Land Use in 300 ft Buffer

Ambient and Low Flow (Dry Weather)  vs. Percent Land Use per Stream Mile in 300 ft BufferAmbient vs. Percent Land Use per Stream Mile in 300 ft Buffer

Ambient vs. Percent Land Use in 300 ft Buffer

y = 0.053x + 4.843
R² = 0.705
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y = 0.040x + 5.472
R² = 0.673
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y = 0.034x + 2.544
R² = 0.725
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y = 0.025x + 3.022
R² = 0.669
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