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Albuquerque WWTF Discharge Monitoring Reports 
Fecal Coliform (cfu/100 mL) 

Monthly Average Maximum Day Date of DMR 
23 740 7/31/1998 
25 290 8/31/1998 
24 330 9/30/1998 
272 23 10/31/1998 
230 15 6/30/1999 
106 19200 7/31/1999 
64 3100 8/31/1999 
14 360 9/30/1999 
20 340 1/31/2000 
16 372 4/30/2001 
24 554 9/30/2001 
56 448 10/31/2001 
40 238 7/31/2002 
53 16400 8/31/2002 
38 320 9/30/2002 
23 1120 3/31/2003 
22 5600 4/30/2003 
28 740 9/30/2003 
16 1380 4/30/2004 
40 230 7/31/2004 

 

Rio Rancho #2 WWTF Discharge Monitoring Reports 
Fecal Coliform (cfu/100 mL) 

Monthly Average Maximum Day Date of DMR 
131 405 7/31/1998 
65.8 343.2 10/31/1999 

111.5 135.3 2/29/2000 
21.46 240.05 8/31/2000 
69.41 226.94 11/30/2000 
149.23 226.58 12/31/2000 

26.8 311.5 1/31/2001 
24.93 900 5/31/2004 
22.44 1300 9/30/2004 
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Rio Rancho #3 WWTF Discharge Monitoring Reports 
Fecal Coliform (cfu/100 mL) 

Average Monthly Daily Maximum Date of DMR 
184 10000 5/31/2001 
103 501 7/31/2001 
21 8300 10/31/2001 
33 405 2/28/2002 
55 210 3/31/2002 
83 1236 4/30/2002 
91 329 4/30/2003 
60 350 6/30/2003 
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