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Figure 4-7.1. SO1 Ballona Creek at Sawtelle Blvd. Wet Weather Correlation Plots

2013-2014 Annual Stormwater Monitoring Report Page 1 of 16



This page intentionally left blank. Due to dry conditions there were not enough samples collected at Malibu Creek MES to determine
correlations.

Figure 4-7.2. S02 Malibu Creek at Piuma Rd. Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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S10 Los Angeles River at Wardlow Rd.
Wet Weather TSS versus Selenium
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Figure 4-7.3. S10 Los Angeles River at Wardlow Rd. Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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This page intentionally left blank. There were no significant correlations with TSS at Coyote Creek MES.

Figure 4-7.4. S13 Coyote Creek at Spring St. Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway
Wet Weather TSS versus Alkalinity as CaCO3
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S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway
Wet Weather TSS versus Chloride

S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway
Wet Weather TSS versus Chromium
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Figure 4-7.5. S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Pkway Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway

Wet Weather TSS versus Dissolved Aluminum Wet Weather TSS versus Dissolved Arsenic Wet Weather TSS versus Dissolved Iron
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Figure 4-7.5. S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Pkway Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway

S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway
Wet Weather TSS versus Fecal Enterococcus

S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway
Wet Weather TSS versus Fecal Streptococcus

Wet Weather TSS versus Hardness as CaCO3
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Figure 4-7.5. S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Pkway Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway

Wet Weather TSS versus pH Wet Weather TSS versus Specific Conductance Wet Weather TSS versus Sulfate
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Figure 4-7.5. S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Pkway Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Parkway

Wet Weather TSS versus VSS Wet Weather TSS versus Zinc
50 200
40 — 160 —
<30 3 120 —
o o
£ _ 2 - ¢
@ S
2 20 — K 80 1 o
10 | © 40 —
| © |
0 | | | | | 0 | | | | |
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L) Total Suspended Solids (mg/L)

Figure 4-7.5. S14 San Gabriel River at SGR Pkway Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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Figure 4-7.6. S28 Dominguez Channel at Artesia Blvd. Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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S29 Santa Clara River

Wet Weather TSS versus Alkalinity as CaCO3
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Figure 4-7.7. S29 Santa Clara River Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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S29 Santa Clara River

Wet Weather TSS versus Chromium
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Figure 4-7.7. S29 Santa Clara River Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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S29 Santa Clara River S29 Santa Clara River S29 Santa Clara River

Wet Weather TSS versus Dissolved Iron Wet Weather TSS versus Dissolved Lead Wet Weather TSS versus Dissolved Zinc
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Figure 4-7.7. S29 Santa Clara River Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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Figure 4-7.7. S29 Santa Clara River Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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S29 Santa Clara River S29 Santa Clara River S29 Santa Clara River

Wet Weather TSS versus TDS Wet Weather TSS versus Total Organic Carbon Wet Weather TSS versus Turbidity
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Figure 4-7.7. S29 Santa Clara River Wet Weather Correlation Plots continued
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This page intentionally left blank. Due to dry conditions, there were not enough samples collected at the Tributary Stations to assess
correlations with TSS.

Figure 4-8.1 — Figure 4.8.6
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