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Figure 1. San Gabriel River Watershed Impaired Reaches
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Figure 2. Land Use Distribution in the San Gabriel River Watershed

Stream Reach
San Gabriel River Watershed
Land Use Categories
Agriculture
I Commercial
I Extraction
Industrial
Low Density Residential
Il Medium to High Density Residential
Open Space & Recreation
Public Facilities & Institutions
Il Rural Density Residential
I Transportation & Utilities
I Under Construction
Vacant
Il Water & Floodways

N

10 Miles +

-
<
w
=
-
.
O
&
L
-
—
p
)
o
<L
<L
o 8
i
2,
-




Total Maximum Daily Loads for Metals and Selenium
San Gabriel River and Impaired Tributaries

Figure 3. Flow Gauge Stations the San Gabriel River watershed
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Figure 4. Flows at USGS Station 11085000 in San Gabriel River Reach 3 (1990-2005)
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Figure 5. Flows at LACDPW Station F354-R in Coyote Creek (1990-2005)
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Figure 6. Total vs. Dissolved Lead in San Gabriel River Storm Water
(LADPW, 1997-2005)
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Figure 7. Total vs. Dissolved Copper in Coyote Creek Storm Water
(LADPW, 1997-2005)
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Figure 8. Total vs. Dissolved Lead in Coyote Creek Storm Water
(LADPW 1997-2005)
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Figure 9. Total vs. Dissolved Zinc in Coyote Creek Storm Water
(LADPW, 1997-2005)
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Figure 10. Subwatershed Delineation for the San Gabriel River Watershed
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Figure 11. San Gabriel River Estuary Cross-sections and Channel Plan
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Figure 12. Municipalities Located in the San Gabriel River Watershed
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Figure 13.a. Estimated Lead Reductions to Meet Wet-Weather Grouped Storm Water
Waste Load Allocations for San Gabriel River Reach 2 and Upstream Reaches and
Tributaries.

I Load Reduction mmm Wasteload Allocation —— Load Capacity
100,000,000

10,000,000 - /F’_’_/

1,000,000 -

100,000 -

10,000 -

Storm Load (grams)

1,000

100
A e ©® O ©® @ ©® © © 8 8 D 0O
d P P L L P P P ® O OO DS
X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
NN RS SRS N 2N 2 PN AN R S RPN RPN

Storm Volume (liters)

Computed Load Indicators: Value Units
Total Storms Over 12-Year Period 262

Existing Condition (Red and Blue | 34453 kg |

TMDL Wasteload Reduction: 0.0% none

-
<
L
=
-
O
o
(@
L
>
—
- -
O
o 4
<
<
o
Ll
2
=




Total Maximum Daily Loads for Metals and Selenium
San Gabriel River and Impaired Tributaries

Figure 13b. Estimated Copper Reductions to Meet Wet-Weather Grouped Storm
Water Waste Load Allocations for Coyote Creek and Tributaries.
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Figure 13.c. Estimated Lead Reductions to Meet Wet-Weather Grouped Storm Water
Waste Load Allocations for Coyote Creek and Tributaries.
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Figure 13.d. Estimated Zinc Reductions to Meet Wet-Weather Grouped Storm Water
Waste Load Allocations for Coyote Creek and Tributaries.
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