Figure 4.3.71 Comparison of Cyanide Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.72 Comparison of Diazinon Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.73 Comparison of Total Aluminum Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.74 Comparison of Total Antimony Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.75 Comparison of Dissolved Arsenic Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.76 Comparison of Total Arsenic Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.77 Comparison of Total Cadmium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.78 Comparison of Dissolved Chromium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.79 Comparison of Total Chromium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.80 Comparison of Dissolved Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.81 Comparison of Total Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.82 Comparison of Dissolved Lead Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.83 Comparison of Total Lead Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.84 Comparison of Dissolved Nickel Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.85 Comparison of Total Nickel Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.86 Comparison of Dissolved Oxygen Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.87 Comparison of Dissolved Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.88 Comparison of Total Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.89 Comparison of Total Silver Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.90 Comparison of Dissolved Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.91 Comparison of Total Zinc Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.92 Comparison of Enterococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.93 Comparison of Fecal Coliform Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.94 Comparison of Total Coliform Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.95 Comparison of Ratio of Fecal Coliform to Total
Coliform Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los
Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.96 Comparison of Streptococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.97 Comparison of Sum of Nitrate-N and Nitrite-N
Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles

River
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Figure 4.3.98 Comparison of Nitrate - N Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.99 Comparison of Nitrite - N Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.100 Comparison of MBAS Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.101 Comparison of Sulfate Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.102 Comparison of Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.103 Comparison of pH Data with Applicable Water
Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.104 Comparison of Turbidity Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles River
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Figure 4.3.105 Comparison of Total Dissolved Solids Data
with Applicable Water Quality Standards at Los Angeles
River
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