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The application of road salt has increased the background concentration of chloride in baseflow to as high as 180 mg/L, 50 - 200 times the approximate natural level.
. . . . . .. . ) . . MassGIS. (2011). USGS Ortho Imagery, Digital Terrain Models, Impervious Surfaces, MassDOT Roads, Land Use, Hy-
The highest concentrations are observed during the late summer and early fall, when stream discharge is at a minimum and evapotranspiration is at a maximum. The _ , rography, Mor Ponsand Sreams, Community Bounderies. Retrieved January, 2011
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . <http://www.mass.gov/mgis/laylist.hntm>
Hon, R, Xie, Y, Coefer, J, and Lu, X. (2011). Experimental Simulation of Deicer Pathways. Geological Soci . | lowest concentrations are observed during the winter and spring, when stream discharge is at a maximum and evapotranspiration is at a minimum. The difference
ety of America, Northeastern-Northcentral Section, 44th Annual Meeting, Pittsburgh, PA, United States, . . . . . . . Transportation Research Board. (2009). Road Salt Usage in the United States. Retrieved June, 2009.
March 20 - 22, 2011. : . between the lowest and highest concentrations often exceeds the 10 - 30 % difference that should be expected due to evapotranspiration, suggesting the existence : : <httpy/onlinepubs.trb.org/Onlinepubs/st/sr235/017-030.pdf>

of a groundwater aquifer that is heterogeneous with respect to chloride concentration.
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