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Results and Conclusions
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Examine the correlation between homeless activity and water quality in two urban creeks in Santa
Rosa, CA.

map show the data collected in

December, February, and March.
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Santa Rosa water.

Creek
7.8-84
6.6 - 10.4
163 - 264

Russell
Creek

7.5-8.0
9.0-12.6
137 - 380

Acceptable
Range

pH No Standard
No Standard
<375

Other Water Quality Data

The table to the left represents water
guality measurements taken throughout
the study that were unrelated to fecal
pacteria measurements.

(complete tent
structure OR person

present)

but no tent or
person

recently used or artifact(s)

washed away

(some trash, shirt,
or toilet paper)
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Temperature

Conductivity

Phosphorus

unavailable

0.11-0.76

0.08-0.10

n consultation with the North Coast

TSS

<100

1.1-70

ND - 60

Regional Water Quality Control Board, we

Sleeping artifacts = cardboard sheet, blanket, sleeping bag, pillow, cushion

Ammonia

unavailable

0.03-0.07*

0.02 - 0.05*

determined that these values fell within

Nitrogen

unavailable

ND - 3.95™*

ND - 3.46™*

normal limits for regional creeks.

Rachel McCormick, Laguna Treatment Plant
Rich Fadness, North Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board

Funded by Rising Waters




