S29 Santa Clara River

Wet Weather TSS versus Alkalinity as CaCO3

Alkalinity as CaCO3 (mg/L)

Barium (pg/L)

500

400

300

200

100

300

250

200

150

100

50

0 100 200 300
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L)
S29 Santa Clara River
Wet Weather TSS versus Barium
—~
\ \ \ \ \
0 100 200 300

Total Suspended Solids (mg/L)

Aluminum (pg/L)

Wet Weather TSS versus Chemical Oxygen Demand

S29 Santa Clara River
Wet Weather TSS versus Aluminum

Chemical Oxygen Demand (mg/L)

5000

4000

3000

2000

1000

50

40

30

20

10

0

100 200
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L)

S29 Santa Clara River

300

0

100 200
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L)

Figure 4-7.7. S29 Santa Clara River Wet Weather Correlation Plots
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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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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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