Figure 4.3.141 Comparison of Cyanide Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.142 Comparison of Diazinon Data with Applicable

Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.143 Comparison of Total Aluminum Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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[Total Antimony] (ug/L)

Figure 4.3.144 Comparison of Total Antimony Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.145 Comparison of Dissolved Arsenic Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.146 Comparison of Total Arsenic Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River

35
I 301
(=2}
3 25-
0
.E 20,
[«4]
£ 15
<
& 10
(o}
= 5]
0 T T = = T . T
09/05/20 10/25/20 12/14/20 02/02/20 03/24/20 05/13/20
05 05 05 06 06 06

\ s dry = wet —standard\

Figure 4.3.147 Comparison of Total Cadmium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.148 Comparison of Dissolved Chromium Data
with Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.149 Comparison of Total Chromium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.150 Comparison of Dissolved Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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[Dissolved Copper] (ug/L)

Figure 4.3.151 Comparison of Total Copper Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.152 Comparison of Dissolved Lead Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River

300

250 A

200 -

150 -

100 -

50 -

[Dissolved Lead] (ug/L)

0

——

09/05/20 10/2
05 0

5/20 12/1

5 05

4/20 02/02/20 03/24/20 05/13/20

06

s dry = wet —standard\

06

06




Figure 4.3.153 Comparison of Total Lead Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River

450

Figure 4.3.154 Comparison of Dissolved Nickel Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.155 Comparison of Total Nickel Data with Figure 4.3.156 Comparison of Dissolved Oxygen Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.157 Comparison of Dissolved Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.158 Comparison of Total Selenium Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.159 Comparison of Total Silver Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.160 Comparison of Dissolved Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.161 Comparison of Total Zinc Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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[Enterococcus] MPN/100 mL

Figure 4.3.162 Comparison of Enterococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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[Fecal Coliform]

Figure 4.3.163 Comparison of Fecal Coliform Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.164 Comparison of Total Coliform Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.165 Comparison of Ratio of Fecal Coliform to
Total Coliform Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.166 Comparison of Streptococcus Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.167 Comparison of Sum of Nitrate-N and Nitrite-N
Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel

River
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Figure 4.3.168 Comparison of Nitrate - N Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.169 Comparison of Nitrite - N Data with
Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.170 Comparison of MBAS Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.171 Comparison of Sulfate Data with Applicable
Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.172 Comparison of Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons Data with Applicable Water Quality Standards
at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.173 Comparison of pH Data with Applicable Water

pH

Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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Figure 4.3.174 Comparison of Turbidity Data with Applicable

Turbidity (NTU)
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Figure 4.3.175 Comparison of Total Dissolved Solids Data

with Applicable Water Quality Standards at San Gabriel River
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