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Elk Creek Turbidity - all data

Turbidity
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What this graph shows is the high turbidity downstream m
on a day with rains. During other days without rain the ~
turbidity was lower. In midstream it had rained one day

and the turbidity was high again, while the other days
did not have rain and the turbidity was low.




Elk Creek Turbidity- no outliers

@ Turbidity
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On days when it d|d not rain the
turbidity remained fairly steady.
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Average Turbidity
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This graph sh
section of the creek. Turbidity is not very different
in the different sections tested.
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Elk Creek Turbidity 1/28/2004

Turbidity

Elk 0.2 Elk 1.9

This gréph shows that average turbldlty on one given day
(1/28/2004) is higher in the lower section of the stream (river
mile 0.2) compared to the upper stream (river mile 1.9).
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