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SUMMARY

The second in & series of experimental water deliveries to Everglades National
Park (E.N.P.) and Northeast Shark River Slough (N.E.S.R.S.) was conducted from
August 1 through November 30, 1984. The first two months of the test period
exhibited typical summer rainfall. October and November were much drier than
normal with very little rain. Detailed hydrologic monitoring was conducted
throughout the region to document the effects of the testing program on the
hydrology of southwest Dade County.

The objective of this test was to induce sheetflow in N.E.S.R.S. for up to 90
consecutive days under wet season conditions. The experiment was interrupted
twice by rainfall which brought the water table near the developed areas of the
East Everglades above the trigger level agreed to for this test. Three separate
episodes, lasting 21,11, and 47 days, of water diversion to N.E.S.R.S. were made
during the time allotted for the test. A total of 118,000 acre feet was released
from WCA-3A into the slough from August through November.

Of particular importance during this test was whether large volumes of water
could be added to N.E.S.R.S. in the wet season without increasing the risk of
flooding to any residential or agricultural areas west of the L-31N levee. Another
goal was to document the importance of N.E.S.R.S. flow to the lower reaches of
Shark River Slough in Everglades National Park.

Although the test did not realize the goal of 90 consecutive days of flow, a
large amount of water was released into the slough during what were historically
the wettest months in terms of overland flow. The data from this test, and
previous uses of $-333, along with the large body of knowledge of the surface
and groundwater hydrology of the East Everglades, supports the following
conclusions concerning the reestablishment of sheetflow in N.E.S.R.S.

CONCLUSIONS

It is possible to use S-333 to divert relatively large amounts of water into
Northeast Shark River Slough during the wet season without increasing the flood
risk in the developed areas west of L-31N.

Such use of S-333 should be accompanied by a pian to lower the L-31N canai
level below the design stage whenever the water table in the developed area
adjacent to the slough is above a specified elevation.



The use of N.ES.RS. as a flow way, by diverting water away from the 5-12
structures, has a significant influence on the water level and overland flow rate
within Everglades National Park, near the Tamiami Trajl. Hydroperiod changesin
the center of the slough, farther to the south, were difficult to distinguish with
these test data. A plan that controls flow through the S-12 structures, as well as
5-333, would be more valid in determining the importance of N.E.S.RS. to
Everglades National Park.

The trigger wells used in the 90 day test showed no obvious signs of influence
by S-333 and were not good indicators of conditionsin the developed areas.

Any limits set on the operation of the L-31N canal system must be flexible
enough to prevent the unnecessary transfer of groundwater that occurred in the
last 6 weeks of this experiment. '

INTRODUCTION

This report presents a detailed analysis of a 90-day field test of experimental
water deliveries to Northeast Shark River Slough. This is the second test to be
conducted under the authority granted by the Supplemental Appropriations Act,
1984 (PL 98-181). The first test, with a duration of 30 days, was conducted during
April and May, 1984,

Results of the 30-day test were presented in an Evaluation Report published
by the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) in July 1984. The
30-day test took place during very dry conditions and, while it was successful in
documenting hydrologic behavior in N.E.S.R.S., it was not an accurate reflection
of the District's, or Everglades National Park’s, long term objective of restoring
the natural hydrology of the area since it resulted in high flow during the driest
time of year, Consequently, the District proposed an additional test to be
conducted during the wet season, when sheet flow occurred under the natural
system. A test duration of 90 days was suggested to allow more time to observe
the slow sheet flow process and to provide a more realistic demonstration of the
natural flow system.

On July 24, 1984 3 meeting was held at the Tamiami campus of Florida
International University to discuss the District's 90-day test proposal. The District,
the Corps of Engineers, Everglades National Park, south Dade farmers and East
Everglades residents were represented. As with the 30-day test, a formal legal



agreement was negotiated outlining the specific requirements associated with
the use of $-333 to induce sheet flow in N.E.S.R.S.

THE 90-DAY TEST AGREEMENT

A legal agreement between the SFWMD and the south Dade Farmers was
signed on July 27, 1984 ailowing the diversion of water from Water Conservation
Area (WCA)-3A into N.ES.R.S. for up to 90 days. It was stipulated that the flow
had to occur between August 1 and November 30, 1984. A series of limiting
conditions were also imposed which restricted the use of $-333 and aitered the
normal operating procedures for portions of the south Dade canal network.

There were two major elements of the agreement that dominated hydrologic
activity associated with the test.

1. The District agreed to maintain lower water levels (below 4.5 ft. MSL) in
the entire reach of L-31N from $-335 to $-176 for the duration of the test,
and

2. Two groundwater menitoring wells were adopted as control points in
deciding whether or not water could be diverted to N.E.S.R.S.

The first element was suggested by the District to provide an extra degree of
flood protection to the residents and farmers in the East Everglades. Although
the District felt that the proposal for using S-333 would not increase the risk to
developed land, the fear has been expressed by those living or farming near the
L-31N canai that putting water into N.E.S.R.S. would raise their water table and
increase flood potential. Lowering the canal level, which induces a similar
reduction in the adjacent groundwater table, was an obvious way to increase the
margin of safety related to floods.

The two trigger wells were suggested by the representatives of the farmers as
a means of insuring that $-333 would be closed when the water level near the
developed areas reached a certain point, whether or not the rise was in response
to local rainfall or the use of $-333. There was neither time, nor sufficient data,
for a detailed analysis to choose an ideal trigger level for each site. To avoid
delaying the start of the test, it was agreed to close $-333 whenever the water
table at wells G-3272 or G-3273 rose above 6.5 ft MSL. The test was interrupted
for two extended periods and, even with the below normal rainfail of the 1984



wet season, only 79 days of flow were achieved in the 122 days available for
testing.

As with the 30-day test, an extensive water level monitoring network
(Figure1) was maintained by the U.S. Geological Survey and the SSFW.M.D. Two
additional groundwater level recorders were instalied for this test, one just west
of L-31N about one mile south of Tamiami Trail and one about a mile southeast
of L-31N near S.W. 222 St.

In addition, the 90 day agreement contained specific language about the
sharing of data with the farmers’ engineering consultant, and the time schedule
allowable for report preparation. Also stipulated was the requirement to submit
a first draft of this report to the farmers’ engineering consultant for review and
comment. Any differences in interpretation which could not be resolved prior to
the publication of the final report were to be incorporated as an appendix to this
report.

RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

The timing of the 90-day test was appropriate to the goal of reestablishing a
more natural hydrology to N.E.S.R.S.. Historically, the highest overland flow rates
in the slough were recorded from September through November. Any long term
plan for restoring the slough to its former function must include surface flows in
the traditional wet season.

The dry conditions which prevailed before and during the 30 day test made it
relatively easy to analyze the hydrologic data and isolate the changes in the
system as a result of the releases through 5-333. Wet season conditions
complicate the analysis. The process of introducing flow into N.E.S.R.S. consists of
establishing sheetflow across a 10 mile front. The changes in the water level are
subtle, but noticeable, in the heart of the slough. On the periphery of the slough
it is virtually impossible to relate water level activity with flow through 5-333.
Stations near L-31N are cleariy influenced by operation of the canal system. In all
areas, rainfall and evapotranspiration dominate the water budget. The frequent,
heavy storms result in rapid increases in the water ievel and, in many cases,
completely overshadow the very graduai changes in the base flow which may be
occurring in response to the opening of S-333.
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Hydrelogic Conditions

At the start of the test the average water level in WCA-3A was about 10.0 ft
above mean sea level (MSL). The $-12 structures, which control flow from
WCA-3A into Everglades National Park, had been operated in an experimental
mode for the previous 14 months. S-12 A, B, and C had been open full since June
1983. Construction of two plugs in the L-67 extension canal was complete by
June 1984 and $-12D was fully opened at that time. As a result of above normal
rainfall in 1983 and early 1984, the west side of Shark River Slough experienced
high, uninterrupted flow for most of the 14 months preceding the 90-day test.

Based on the data collected during the test, the period can be split into two
distinct segments. August and September exhibited typical wet season rainfall
and water levels . October and November were unusually dry and conditions
during the second half of the test resembled those experienced during the 30 day
test. Despite continuous flow into the slough from October 17 through
November 30, the groundwater table in the developed areas of the East
Everglades showed a steady dedline characteristic of the onset of the dry season.

Rainfall was near, or stlightly below, normal for most of the study area from
June through September. A dry weather pattern became established in October
and there was very little rain during the final six weeks of the experiment. Fig-
ure 2 is a piot of the average rainfall over N.E.S.R.S. from August through
November.

Although authorized to begin the test on August 1, the District was unable to
lower the canal levels sufficiently until August 2, despite heavy pumping at 5-331.
Figure 3 shows the daily flow rates through $-333 during the test. The test was
interrupted twice, for extended periods, due to rainfall which was typical for that
time of year. There were no major storms during the test and no flooding was
reported on any developed Property at any time during the test. The two periods
when $-333 had to be closed resulted from a general rise in the water table
caused by rainfall over the East Everglades, not by surface flow toward the
developed area from $-333 At no time was the District unable to meet the canal
water |evel criteria it had set, although it was necessary to pump $-331 almost
daily through August and September to stay below the 4.5 ft level north ofS-331.
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Analysis

The hydrologic response to the introduction of large surface flows into N.E.S.R.S.
was documented in the 30-day Test Report. The physical laws which govern the
movement of water do not distinguish between wet and dry seasons. The
general conclusions of the 30 day test are just as valid when applied to the 90-day
test; namely,

(a) Surface water released to N.E.S.R.S. through $-333 is confined for the most
part to the siough system and,

(b) Under the conditions developed during the testing program the water
table in the developed portion of the East Everglades showed no response
to the use of 5-333, but was very clearly influenced by local rainfail and
management of the south Dade canal system.

An attempt was made to estimate surface and groundwater flow rates in, and
near, N.E.S.R.S. prior to the test, and after a significant volume of water had been
added to the slough. See Appendices A and B for the details of the flow
computations used in this analysis.
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Figure 3. Daily flow rates through S-333 during the 90-day test.

Prior to the use of $-333 there was little surface flow in the slough. Water level
gradients in N.E.S.R.S. were slight, and seepage through the L-67 extension levee
appeared to be the major non-rainfall input into the system. There was
groundwater flow in an easterly direction. The conditions on July 25, one week
prior to the test, resulted in a groundwater flow estimated at 180 cfs. On August
20, after 19 days of flow through $-333, there was a distinct north to south
movement of surface water in the slough (see Appendix A) estimated at
approximately 850 cfs. There was also an increase in groundwater flow toward
L-31N caused by higher water levels adjacent to the northern reach of the levee,
and by lower levels in the canal. The groundwater flow rate, from the areas
affected by the use of 5-333, was computed to be 313 cfs on August 20, an
increase of 133 c¢fs from the pre test condition. The diversion of water through
5-333 and the lowering of the L-31N canal were equally responsibie for this
increase in seepage.



Rather than perform a detailed analysis of all hydrologic factors in the areas
affected by the test, this report will focus on the major issues raised by the use of
5$-333 and the specific questions relevant to the 90-day test. These are:

1. Is it possible to divert large volumes of water from WCA-3A into
N.E.S.R.S. during the rainy season without increasing the flood risk to
~ residential or agricultural land in the L-31N/C-111 canal basin?

2. Does the restoration of sheetflow in N.E.S.R.S. influence the hydrology
of the downstream reach of the siough located in EN.P.?

3. Did the lowering of the L-31N canal resuit in unnecessary diversion of
large quantities of East Everglades groundwater to areas downstream,
or to the coast?

4. Were the trigger wells used during the latest test a reasonable restraint
on the use of 5-333?

Increased Flood Risk?

The most sensitive issue raised by the 90 day test is whether sheetfiow in
N.E.S.R.S. can be supplemented during the wet season without increasing the
likelihood of flooding in residential areas, or land presently in agricultural
production. It is an accepted fact that the surface water in N.E.S.R.S. and the
groundwater in the Rocky Glades are continuous. It is the differing flow
processes that serve to separate the two areas hydrologically.

The slough itself is characterized by low land elevations with standing water
for much of every year. Rainfall and evapotranspiration dominate the water
budget. In periods of high water (deeper than 18 inches in the center of the
slough), overland flow is the controlling process and the dominant flow direction
is to the south and southwest. The developed areas, with higher elevations and
their proximity to the canal system, are influenced by groundwater flow almost
exclusively. Here the major water movement is groundwater flow to the east and
southeast.

Figure 4 shows the approximate water surface contours on Jjuly 25, 1984, just
before the District began operations to lower the L-31N canal level in preparation
for the test. It had been a typical wet season to that point. N.E.S.R.S. had
received water from local rainfall, predominantly, and also from seepage
through L-67 extension, seepage from WCA-3B, and a small amount of surface
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flow around the south end of L-67 extension. Water was leaving the area via
evapotranspiration, surface flow through the slough to the park, and
groundwater flow toward the L-31N canal.

Figure 5 shows the same view on August 20th. This date was selected because
it was preceded by the longest uninterrupted flow period achieved under true
wet season conditions. It was just prior to the rainfall on the 21st which
temporarily halted the use of $-333. Over 27,000 acre feet had been released into
the slough through 5-333 in the previous 19 days and the L-31N canal level had
been held below 4.5 ft since August 2. The water surface contours clearly show
the effects of both actions. The use of 5-333 had established a significant north to
south flow component in the siough while lowering the L-31N canal had lowered
the water table in the 8.5 square mile residential area by about a foot. The water
table was also lowered beneath the agricultural land adjacent to L-31N south of
the $-331 pump station.

At the end of the test (Figure 6), after 47 consecutive days of flow through
5-333, the water levels and flow pattern in the slough were almost identical to
those established by August 20. The water table in the developed areas
continued to recede in response to the lowered L-31N canal level. The
groundwater was more than 0.5 ft. lower at Angel's well, located on the western
edge of the residential area, compared to August 20. The 200th street well, in an
agricultural area 2 miles west of the levee, was 0.8 ft. lower at the end of the test
than it was on August 20.

The hydrographs in Figure 7 show the impacts that changes in canal
operations can have on groundwater conditions in the residential area. Normal
wet season practice is to open $-173, a single 72 inch culvert beside the $-331
pump station, when the upstream canal stage is above 5.0 feet. If there is
sufficient difference between upstream and downstream water levels, the pump
chambers are aiso opened for siphoning to aliow additional gravity flow to the
south. As a result, the canal level upstream of the pump station averages
between 5.0 and 5.5 feet during the wet season. By lowering the average canal
level and using the pumps to maintain the lower levels the area was afforded an
increased level of flood protection during the experiment. The response time in
lowering the water table after a storm was reduced with the operational
changes used during the test, primarily because of the use of the $-331 pump
station. Comparing the water table behavior after the July 21 storm with that

1"
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shown after the August 12 rainfali (see Figure 7), a faster recession rate is
apparent with the canal operation practiced during the test.

In these areas with no direct connection to the flood control canais, the
vertical distance from the land surface to the water table is the prime
determinant of sensitivity to flooding. By increasing this distance, which
increases available soil storage, flood protection was enhanced even though
large volumes were being added to the slough . This was not accomplished at the
expense of imposing additional risk to any downstream areas. The canal
management practices used during this test had the effect of discharging more
water between storms. The additional soil storage which this created meant that
flood peaks would be lower, for a given amount of rain, than under previous wet
season operating procedures.

14



It must be emphasized that during flood operations the 5-331/5-173 complex
acts as basin divide for L-31N. This means that the canal system was designed,
and must be operated, such that there is no flow through $-331 or $5-173 when
conditions approaching the design storm are experienced in the C-111 basin.
Flood conditions downstream of the pump station must subside before actions
can be taken to remove storm runoff from the reach of L-31N north of $-331. This
limitation is inherent in the design of the L-31N/C-111 canal system and cannot be
waived as a part of any field test. However this does not change the two main
conclusions regarding flood risk; namely, that lowering the water tabie prior to a
storm lessens the severity of the flooding, and utilizing the pumps when
downstream capacity is available results in a faster recession rate following the
storm.

The observed behavior supports the position taken by the District when the
90 day test was first proposed. The operation of the L-31N/C-111 canal system is
the dominant influence on the water conditions in the developed portions of the
East Everglades, not the use of 5-333. The 90 day test data demonstrate that it is
possible to introduce flow into N.E.S.R.S. during the wet season without causing
adverse impacts in any residential or agricultural areas.

Effect on Everglades National Park

The primary reason for reintroducing sheetflow into N.E.S.R.S. is to improve
conditions in Everglades National Park. While the goal of the experimental
program is to induce specific, measureable changes in the hydrology of Shark
River Slough, the assumption is that some of the ecological deterioration in
E.N.P., which is a result of the altered flow system, will be reversed. This field test
did not address total control of surface flow into Shark River Slough. All fourS-12
structures had been fully opened since June and they remained open during the
test period. As in the 30 day test, S-333 was shown to have a significant effect on
the water level in the south end of WCA-3A and on the flow rate through the
$-12s. The decline in the $-12 flow rate when $-333 is open is clearly shown in
Figure 8. Reducing the flow through the $-12 structures also reduces the water
levels in the park south of the structures.

The important question, which was not resolved by the 30 day test, was
whether water flowing through N.E.S.R.S. would affect the downstream sections
of the slough within the park boundaries. Figure 9 is a plot of some E.N.P.

15
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Figure 8. Daily flow through all $-12 structures during 90-day test period. The flow-
through operation was in effect throughout the test { all gates open full).

hydrographs for the final 60 days of the test. Thereis a noticeable increase in the
recession rate at NP201 and L-67ext when $-333 is opened, caused by the
reduction of flow through the S-12s. The situation seems reversed at the P-33
gage, which is located in the center of the slough about a mile west of the park
boundary.

There is a significant net increase in flow to the full width of the slough when
5-333 is opened. When the gate was opened on October 17 the flow rate
through the 5-12 structures was about 1100 cfs. The combined flow to the slough
after the gate was opened was 1900 cfs. The level at P-33 did not begin to show a
faster recession until early November. The water that had been putinto N.E.S.R.S.
probably contributed to maintaining higher leveis in the center of the slough
within the park boundary.

The water level in the center of the slough records its most noticeable vertical
fluctuations in response to rainfall and €vapotranspiration, processes which
affect the entire area. Due to the very slight land slopes, large increases in flow
rate are only accompanied by very small rises in the water level. Adding water to
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Figure 9. Hydrographs at three Shark River Slough gages within
Everglades National Park

the head of the slough will be noticed as a delayed recession in the downstream
reaches rather than an obvious rise in the water surface.

With the present gaging network, and the fiow rates experienced during this
test, 1t is impossible to state definitively that the center of the slough within ENP
was significantly affected by the diversions to N.E.S.R.S.. It is also impossible to

quantify the fraction of those diversions which may have crossed the park
boundary south of L-67ext.

There is no doubt that the historic flow pattern through N.E.S.R.S. was to the
southwest, or that it was a significant part of the slough system prior to the
construction of the L-29 levee. The next phase of testing, which proposes to
manage the 5-12 structures and $-333 to establish a more natural flow
distribution across the stough, and which will include additional monitoring near
the park boundary, may document the extent of the hydrologic connection
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between N.E.S.R.S. and the park which can be achieved with the existing canals,
levees, and structures.

Groundwater Resource Questions

The 90 day test, overlapping as it did the start of a severe dry season, is
subject to criticism for its potential negative impact on the water supply resource
of Dade County. Three factors affected the resource during the test period;

1. The decision to keep all the $-12 structures completely open,

2. The goal of putting as much water as possible through $-333 subject
only to a tailwater constraint in the downstream canai (L-29), and

3. The agreement, by the District, to lower the water level in the entire
reach of L-31N from $-176 to S-335.

The first factor was a policy decision made in response to a request from
Everglades National Park. Park researchers were interested in documenting the
behavior of the system in an uncontrolled mode for a complete annual cycle after
the completion of the plugs in the L-67 extension canal. The District agreed to
this operation as part of the testing program authorized by the Fascell Bill (P.L.
98-181), passed by Congress in November 1983. The guidelines for operating
S-333 were selected to allow as much water as possible to be putinto N.E.S.R.5. so
the wet season flow regimen could be analyzed. These were policy level decisions
that were made acceptable by the large volume of water available in Lake
Okeechobee at the time. Their effect on water supply will not be analyzed in this
report.

The third factor was an operational decision made by the District to insure
that the developed areas of the East Everglades would not be adversely affected
by the test. The water level contour map of August 20 (Figure 5) suggests that
the use of $-333 should be accompanied by modified operating rules for L-31N
canal system whenever there is a possibility of 5-333 releases affecting the water
table in the developed areas. There is no record of this having occurred but it is
possible under certain conditions. If large volumes were diverted to the siough
for an extended period of time, accompanied by high water levels in the
developed areas and in the L-31N canal, the potential for adverse impacts would
exist.
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The L-31N guidelines adopted during this test required lowering of the canal
for the entire duration of the test, regardless of the adjacent groundwater levels,
Figure 10 is a plot of hydrographs in the slough and in the racky glades from
October 10 to November 23, The groundwater recession typical of the start of
the dry season is clearly shown despite the continued use of $-333 and the stable
water level in the siough. From a flood control standpoint it was not necessary to
continue with the low canal levels beyond October 15. By doing so, groundwater
was shifted to the south, and some may have been unnecessarily passed out of
the system through the canals. Figure 11 is a summary of the weekly flow
volumesin L-31Nand C-111.

The large canal flows in August and September are primarily in response to
summer rainfall in the basin. Some of this water could have been retained in the
aquifer with a more flexible L-31N operation strategy but it would net have
amounted to a significant addition to storage by the time the dry season began.
The large flow through S-177 in the first week of October reflects a precautionary
lowering of the coastal canals as tropical storm Isidore approached the south
Florida coast. Some of the discharge in the second week of October was the
result of the District’s action, unrelated to this test, to lower the C-111 canal to
allow early planting by the vegetable farmers in south Dade. The majority of the
L-31N canal flow from mid-October to the end of November was necessary to
meet the lowered canal levels required by the test. Most of the water that passed
through the $-331/173 compiex reentered the aquifer to the south and east.
Although it would have been more desirable to keep it upstream, it was not lost
from the system and served to recharge the southern reaches of the Biscayne
aquifer.

The District is required to make minimum monthly water deliveries to the
E.N.P. panhandle area and to Taylor Slough. During dry periods, this water must
be conveyed through the L-31N canal. The Taylor Slough discharges are diverted
into L-31W through 5-174, and are pumped into the park through the $-332
pump station. Deliveries are made to the panhandle via the C-111 canal. The
flow through 5-176 and 5-177 (see fig. 11) from mid-Octaber through the end of
November was required to meet the legislated minimum flow into the
panhandle.

Some of the water that passes through S-176 recharges the Florida Keys
Aquaduct Authority wellfield and is used for irrigation by the farmers in the
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Figure 10. Water level activity in N.E.S.R.S. and the Rocky Glades,
October 10 - November 23.

C-111 basin. Once water passes through S-177 it is unavailable for water supply
use later in the year. It still serves a useful purpose by suppressing sait
encroachment in the southern end of the Biscayne aquifer and by augmenting
sheetflow into the panhandle of E.N.P.

This analysis indicates that the canal level constraints adopted for this test
were too rigid to allow for the best management of the groundwater resource.
As a result, some unwanted transfer of groundwater, and unnecessary lowering
of the water table, occurred. No large scale dumping of fresh water to the coast,
above what is normaily required for flood protection in the wet season, was
caused by the canal operations during the test. Future limitations of the
operation of the L-31N canal should be tied to water table monitoring in the
developed portion of the East Everglades and should call for lowering the water
table only when it is above a specified high water threshold.
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Figure 11. Weekly flow totals at three points along the L-31N/C-111 canal system.

Trigger Wells

The concept of using trigger wells was not part of the District’s original proposal
for the 90-day test. Two sites were subsequently accepted as part of the
agreement with the farmers. Both wells, G-3272 and G-3273, are located in the
transition zone between the slough and the Rocky Glades. Figure 12 illustrates
the water surface fluctuations in the slough, the residential area, and at the
trigger wells prior to, and through, the first month of the test. The influence of
rainfall is obvious at all locations.

Angel’s well and G-3272 are affected by the L-31N canal as evidenced by the
decline in response to the canal drawdown. Well G-3273 shows the same
behavior as well G-1502, which is located a mile away in Chekika State Park. Both
wells record water levels consistently higher than either Angel’s or G-3272. They
may be influenced by Grossman’'s ridge, whose highest point is in Chekika State
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Figure 12. Comparison of slough (G-618), Trigger wells (G-3272 & G-3273), and
residential area {Angel’s) priorto, and during, the first month of the test.

Park, and the free flowing artesian well which feeds the pond in the park. G-3273
is five miles from the L-31N levee and two miles west of the residential area. Itis
much less responsive to canal operations and is not at all indicative of conditions
in the developed land west of the levee.

With the data from the 30 and 90 day tests it is impossible to definitively state
that either well shows a response to the flow through $-333. If there was any
response, it was so subtle that it could be considered insignificant. This does not
imply that there is no connection between water levels in the slough and in the
transition zone which these wells reflect. There undoubtedly is a strong
hydrologic relationship between the two areas; however, the L-31N canai
operations during the test more than compensated for any possible
slough-related effects which may have occurred had the canal measures not been
taken.
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The concept of a trigger well was put forth as a vehicle to elicit action that
would heip to alleviate potential high water problems in developed areas. The
plan as practiced during the 90-day test had two flaws:

1. Neither of the wells was reflective of conditions in the areas that
needed protection. This was especiaily true of well G-3273.

2. The agreement also called for the wrong action to be taken in response
to the trigger level being exceeded. Closing $-333 in response to a
water level rise at the trigger wells would not provide any meaningful
flood retief in the developed areas.

The trigger well concept is a meaningful one for an area tike the Rocky Glades,
which has no direct connection to the flood control system. However, to be
effective, the trigger well should be located on the outer edge of the residential
area (such as Angel’s) and the action required by rising trigger well levels should
be focused on the L-31N canal, which has been shown to be an effective means of
providing some high water relief to the residential and agricultural areas west of
the levee.

There should be some criteria for closing $-333 in the event of high water
conditions which have the potential to threaten developed property west of
L-31N . Deliveries to the slough should be halted whenever there are indications
that the canal system is near, or may be approaching, its flood control capacity.
This could be indicated by a specific condition in the canal system, or an
appropriate level at one of the trigger wells that wouid be indicative of above
normal water levels in the region.
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Appendix A

Computation of Relative Velocities

Overland and groundwater flow rates were computed for the conditions of July
25 and August 20, 1984 to give additional insight into the change in the slough’s
hydrology caused by the test. Manning’s equation was used to estimate the north
to south flow rate in the slough. Prior to the use of 5-333 there was very little
surface water movement in the slough, as indicated by the contour map of July 25
(Fig. 4). By August 20, after the diversion of 27,000 acre feet of water into the
slough, a distinct north to south sheet flow regimen was established, with a flow
rate estimated in excess of 850 cfs.

Groundwater seepage calculations were also performed for the same two days
to quantify the change in aquifer flow caused by the test. Prior to the test the
groundwater gradient west of L-31N was directly east. The flow rate from N.E.S.R.S.
toward L-31n was estimated at 180 cfs on July 25. On August 20 the gradientwasin
a southeasterly direction and reflected higher water levels in N.E.S.R.S. and lower
levelsin the L-31N canal. The flow rate through the same section of aquifer was
calculated at 313 cfs. A two step approach, based on a mathematical technique of
solving the theoretical groundwater equation, was used to compute the seepage
rates. For areas where surface water was directly adjacent to the levee the equation
was used to compute a seepage rate through (and below) the levee to the L-31N
canal. For areas to the south, where there was no standing water within severai
hundred feet of the levee, flow was calculated between two vertical planesin the
aquifer.

Overland Flow Velocity in Northeast Shark River Slough

Manning’s Equation was used to compute approximate velocities in the slough

Q= 20 Rigia (A1)
n
where
@ = velocity (cubic feet per second)
R = hydraulicradius (feet)(equal to the water depth for sheetflow)
S = energy gradient
A = crosssectional area of flow section
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n = Manning's “n”, fora sawgrass slough, can be defined as
[US Army Corps of Engineers, 1955]

n= 45~ (A2)
Substitution for Manning's “n" will yield
Q = 3.31R 45, (A3)

Ten flow sections were sy perimposed on the contour map of August 20 (see
figure A1) and the flow rate was computed in each section. Table A1
summarizes the values of the variables used with Manning’s equation for each
flow section.

Estimation of Aquifer Seepage in the Vicinity of L-31N

Flow rates in the aquifer near L-31N were estimated through an application of
the fundamental equations of groundwater mechanics. The accuracy of the results
is limited by the knowledge of the boundary conditions near L-31N and Northeast
Shark River Slough, which determine the direction and magnitude of aquifer
seepage, and by assumptions about the physical characteristics of the aquifer. This
analytical approach was used to describe the patterns of flow west of L-31N most
likely to be altered by the test conditions.

Mathematical Analysis

Darcy’s Law defines a discharge vector, Q, for an unconfined aquifer as

Q =-hp® i, (A4)
where ¢ is the piezometric head, and k is the permeability. A potential function, o,

can be defined for an unconfined aquifer as

When (A5) is substituted into (A4) and conservation of mass is written around an
arbitrary control volume, the result can be expressed as

re do_ (AB)
6235 62}'

This equation is referred to as LaPlace’s equation.

When a streamfunction s defined such that
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and assuming irrotational flow, it can be shown that this streamfunction also
satisfies LaPlace’s equation:
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=l (A8)
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It can also be proven [Polubarinova-Kochina, 1962] that the complex potential,

Sec. R (ft) 5(10-5) Width(ft) | Length(ft) Flow(cfs)
1 1.25 48 3,250 42,000 40
2 1.10 .50 3,250 40,000 32
3 1.20 .53 6,500 38,000 78
4 1.30 .58 6,500 35,000 101
5 1.40 72 6,500 27,600 127
6 1.38 .98 6,500 20,400 143
7 1.20 1.44 6,500 14,000 124
8 1.05 1.90 6,500 10,500 102
9 .85 2.33 6,500 8,500 72
10 .70 4.12 6,500 5,000 59

TOTAL 878

Table A.1. Variables Used in Overland Flow Calculations.

when defined as
Q) = d + W (A9)
where
(A10)

z2=x+ iy
is a solution to both {(A6) and (A8). Solving LaPlace’s equation for the analytic
function @ will yield both the potential function and the streamfunction. From the
potentiai, the head can be obtained at any point in the domain, while the

streamfunction can be used to obtain the seepage in the aquifer between any two
points in the domain. ‘

Figure A.2 depicts the boundary conditions on the z plane which would be
necessary to approximate the flow in the vicinity of L-31N. Compiex variable
mapping techniques [Churchill, 1975] can be used to define a reference plane, ¢,
where
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(a) Boundary Conditionsin the (b) Bouhdary"'(."ﬁhditions in the
zPlane, near L-31N Reference Plane, z.

Figure A.2. The small numbers refer to corresponding locations in each plane.

c:(iz)“ (A11)
This function maps the domain of interest in the z plane onto the upper half-plane

in the ¢ plane (See Figure A.2b). Verruiji [1970] then writes the solution for the
complex potential as

U, — ) A12
Q(z,):—z—;——i—znucpz (A12)

where the following boundary conditions are applied:

® = @ when £<0;n =0 (A13)

o= CD2 when £>0;n=0
Substitution of (A6) and (A11) into (A12) yields

kg i 2 A4
20 = = @] -9 lnz—é—l +4ko? (A14)

With equation (A14), the streamfunction and potential can be found at any pointin
the domain, which isshaded in Figure A.2. The aquifer seepage between any two
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points would be the difference in the imaginary parts of (A14), while the head at
any point could be found by taking the real part, and applying equation (A5).

These computations were made using the contour maps for July 25 and August
20. Two planes were fitted to the 6.0 foot contour of July 25 and one plane was
superimposed on the 6.5 foot contour of August 20. The numbers used in the
solutions are shown in Table A.2.

N EEEERERERRE

July 25 60 8.0 11.2 5.000 39,800| 66.0 65.3 101

July 25 59 8.0 13.5 | 21,600 | 54,500| 65.0 65.0 37
August 20 50 8.0 33.3 4,300 58,500| 56.5 546 117

Table A.2. Variables used in seepage plane calculations.

B.Levee Seepage

The analytical description of idealized flow under a levee can be derived with
a similar process as above. Equations (1) through (7) are still valid even though the
plane of interest is now vertical rather than horizontal.

(@.— D) @, + P
Q) = — ‘(Sin" _mnh(iz)])+ 2__1
2H 2

II

Figure A.3 shows the streamline distribution through an aquifer below an
impermeable barrier which maintains a head difference across a vertical plane
above the aquifer. A mathematical solution, equation {A15), is available to
compute the flow between any two points in the aquifer. The L-31N levee and
canal cross sections were superimposed on a scaled drawing incorporating the
actual thickness of the aquifer. The flow rate was computed between the base of
the barrier and the furthest point in the canal which could intercept seepage (point
P in Fig. A.3). A series of calculations resulted in a seepage rate in the range of 58 -
60 cfs per mile per foot of head. The 60 cfs figure was used in this report for all
caiculations where this condition was known to occur.

(A15)

Table A.3 summarizes the calculations that were made using the levee seepage
function for July 25 and August 20. The total flow rate, for comparative purposes, is
equal to the sum of the groundwater flow computed with equation A14 and that

Ab



91 .

~
\T A\ \—/. e $2 ’;
H \\. ______ ’

SIS LSS SIS S S S X

Figure A.3. Idealized flow section used in derivation of levee seepage function

computed using the levee seepage function. This results in a total groundwater
flow rate estimate of 180 cfs on July 25 and 313 cfs for August 20.

Date Dif?gri?'u ce Distance | Seepage Rate | Flow Rate
July 25 0.7 ft. 5,300 60 cfs/ft/mile 42 cfs
August 20 1.8 ft. 9,600 60 cfs/ft/mile 196 cfs

Table A.3. Variables used in levee seepage component of flow
rate estimations.

References used in this section:

Churchill, R.V., J.W. Brown, and R.F. Verhey. Complex Variables, and Applications,
McGraw Hill, New York, 1976.

Polubarinova-Kochina, P. Ya. Theory of Groundwater Movement, Princeton
University Press, 1962.

Verruijt, A. Theory of Groundwater Flow. McMillan, New York, 1970.
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Appendix B

Groundwater Flow Characteristics in the L-31N Basin

In order to estimate regional groundwater movementin the L-31 basin, the area
was segmented into five west and five east reaches as shown in Figure 8-1.

Daily seepage was estimated for each reach by Darcy’s Law

where:

seepage per unit width of aquifer
transmissivity
head

horizontal flow distance

> o<
]

Ea]
1}

The transmissivities, horizontal flow distances, reach lengths, and water level
stations used in this analysis are listed in Table B.1.

v =12 (B1)
2 dx

A straight line profile between control structures was used to compute the level
in the L-31N canal. To compensate for short term fluctuations of canal stages, a
three day moving average was applied to computed daily seepage to more closely
simulate steady state conditions for the one-day time interval. A canal penetration
factor of 0.5 was used to simulate the partial penetration effects of L-31N.

The canal was assumed to be a groundwater head boundary for all reaches. In
reaches W1, W2, and E1, where surface water was known to occur for extended
periods adjacent to the levee, the seepage rate derived in Appendix A was used to
estimate flow. In all other reaches Darcy’s equation of one dimensional flow was
used. The gage placement allowed the use of at least a 1000 foot flow distance to
reduce the error associated with neglecting the two dimensional flow effects.

The monthly total of seepage for each reach is tabulated in Figure B.1. The
numbers represent the interaction between the canal and the aquifer. Where the
arrows point toward the canal the amounts indicate a volume of water flowing into
the canal; where they point away they are estimates of the volume leaving the
canal and recharging the aquifer. These numbers should not be interpreted as
precise quantifications of the actual flow. They are necessarily rough calculations
based on
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Water Water
Conservation L-67A || 1-67C Conservation
Area 3-A Area 3-B

s 5-313
5-125 :
e Northeast Shark River
Slough
Everglades ;
National Park L-67ext

Monthly Seepage Volumes {estimated)
and Canal Flow  (acre feet)

site Aug.i Sept. Oct. Nov.

W-1 8,8001 7,200 7,300 | missing
Ww-2 | 16,500 | 14,000 18,300 | 15,000
wW-3 1,800 1,500 1,100 460
W-4 2,410 2,800 2,500 1,300
W-5 1,600 1.780 1,500 500

E-1 2,700 2,000 2,300 1,500
E-2 2,700 1,300 1,800 400
E-3 6,900 7,100 7,120 5,600
E-4 2,000 1,600 1,400 1,700
E-5 870 877 1,130 3,400

Canal Flow at Control Structures

S-333 | 30,700 13,400| 28,400] 45,300
$-331' | 31,500 | 15,700 | 14,700 23,700 W-5
S-338 | 11,300 13,800 | 13,700 1,200

$-194 | 8,200| 6,800 5,700 0
$-196 | 3,700| 3,400 4,000| 2,800 <17
$-174 | 12,800| 6,700 3,800 0

$-176 | 16,900 7,500 8,100 7,400

c-712

'Includes flow through $-173

_— N Frog
Arrows indicate direction of c-111
> Groundwater flow Pond j
5332 8
e 5-178
5-175 3 Q
c-110

5-177 -
C-111E

Figure B.1. Dominant groundwater flow directions and estimated monthly
totals of seepage and canal flow during 90-day test.
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sec. | Trans Length | Distance Basis of Canal Basis of Surface or
" | {mgd) (ft) (1) Water Level Groundwater Level
w1 | 80 | 6,300 N/A S-335TW, -S334TW 3BSE

w2 | 80 | 27,500 N/A | S-334TW, 5-331HW NESS3-G-1487

W3 | 80 |28,100| 5,000 |S-334TW,S-331HW G-1487,G-596,

Angel’s

w4 | 80 |[21,100] 5,000 |S-331TW,S-176HW | Angel's-Mitchel’s-

200th St.

W5 | 85 23,900 5,000 |S-331TW,S-176HW | 200th St., Rutzke’s
E1 8.0 | 6,100 N/A $-335TW,5-334TW | S-335TW,S-336TW
E2 8.0 | 14,100 | 1,000 |S-334TW,S-331HW | S-336TW,Krome
E3 8.0 |20,200 | 5,000 |S-334TW,S-331HW | Krome,5-338TW
E4 8.5 | 19,400 | 5,000 |S-334TW,S-331HW | $-338TW,G-1362,

G-757A,5-194TW
ES 9.0 | 47,100 | 5,000 |S-331TW,S-176HW | S-194TW,S-196TW

Table B.1. Parameters used in regional seepage estimates.

the best available data and the limited analytical techniques practical foruse in a
short term analysis such as this. Nevertheless they are valid comparative tools and
can be accepted as accurate, overall descriptions of the groundwater movementin
the region.
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Appendix C

This appendix contains eight tables which list the hydrologic and meteoro-
logic data associated with the 90-day test collected from August 1 through
November 30, 1984.

All flow data, with the exception of the $5-12 structures and $-333, were
computed by the SFWMD based on water level, gate, and pump information. The
data for $-12 and S-333 were supplied by the U.S. Geological Survey. Rainfall data
were collected by the SFWMD, Everglades Nationa! Park, and several cooperators
in south Dade county. Water level information was collected and processed by
the SFWMD, the U.5.G.S., the ENP Research Center, and the Corps of Engineers.

Unless otherwise noted, all water level and rainfall data were derived from
continuous recording stations. Sites where once-a-day, manual readings were
used are indicated by a superscript ‘'m’ in the table heading. Superscript 'U’
indicates a water level station just upstream of a control structure ; ‘D’ indicates a
downstream station.

Blank cells in the tables indicate missing data.
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Table C.1 Daily flow rates (cfs), August through November, 1984

Date | s-12 $-333 | 5-334 | S-338 | S-331 $-173 $174 | 5-176 | S-177
Aug1| 1150 0 0 154 910 0 272 346 327
2 1090 377 ) 131 635 0 276 336 335
3 992 703 0 117 485 0 249 281 229
4 968 699 0 120 482 0 235 220 21
5 937 696 0 120 482 0 233 274 326
6 921 6588 0 136 372 Q 227 263 298
7 384 722 Q 184 252 0 206 223 264
8 835 780 0 174 232 ) 217 147 41
9 792 802 0 156 232 0 208 106 0
10 767 796 0 130 232 0 199 132 0
11 778 766 0 151 232 0 186 142 0
12 795 755 0 164 450 0 235 235 150
13 791 757 0 161 454 0 232 338 371
14 775 755 0 188 A54 0 241 186 0
15 756 753 0 212 327 0 208 143 0
16 733 751 0 227 232 0 149 147 0
17 717 748 0 235 232 0 82 152 0
18 712 743 0 245 382 0 112 292 346
19 737 743 0 236 450 0 182 344 272
20 744 746 0 221 447 0 171 226 207
21 759 743 0 224 372 0 161 253 316
22 816 682 0 232 983 0 183 495 851
23 867 312 0 144 1105 0 262 545 825
24 948 0 Q 201 828 Q 248 519 752
25 989 0 0 238 665 0 222 472 646
26 1010 0 0 242 508 0 199 448 608
27 1020 0 0 232 775 0 222 369 275
28 1060 0 0 196 665 0 253 215 0
29 1060 0 0 180 660 0 206 226 102
30 1080 0 0 181 657 0 195 225 262
31 1100 0 0 210 654 0 219 237 245
Sep1 | 1140 0 0 268 0 86 164 37 13
2 1170 0 0 280 0 166 136 86 0
3 1190 0 0 260 0 167 81 65 0
4 1200 0 0 196 660 40 167 202 196
5 1220 Q 0 221 653 0 197 263 229
6 1240 0 0 233 660 0 255 369 317
7 1290 a 0 209 655 0 281 237 204
8 1290 0 0 254 0 87 288 88 22
9 1280 0 0 248 0 163 287 0 5
10 1270 0 0 233 0 166 169 34 5
1 1270 0 0 213 0 158 -9 85 5
12 1310 484 g 225 241 55 -18 104 6
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Table C.1 Daily flow rates {(cfs), August through November, 1984

Date | s-12 $-333 | $-334 | S$-338 | 5-331 5-173 S174 | S-176 | S-177
13 1300 749 0 222 280 0 -65 162 200
14 1280 758 0 203 320 0 -10 119 7
15 1280 734 0 219 272 0 -28 55 8
16 1290 732 0 199 275 0 -58 58 3
17 1270 728 0 224 53 51 -68 -44 8
18 1260 716 0 227 0 105 -13 17 11
19 1310 726 0 230 0 111 -1 -27 12
20 1390 728 0 233 133 76 160 115 348
21 1400 440 0 2490 267 50 140 254 463
22 1380 0 0 257 0 95 119 257 442
23 1410 0 0 248 0 186 140 227 305

24 1420 0 0 241 71 175 190 59 13
25 1420 0 0 241 IR 162 184 -16 14
26 1420 0 0 241 71 169 166 234 484
27 1400 0 0 239 62 180 134 260 260
28 1420 0 0 228 102 146 144 66 16
29 1480 0 0 221 104 148 146 84 18
30 1600 0 0 221 104 137 138 328 569

Qct1 | 1680 0 0 206 110 135 196 373 608
2 1720 0 0 186 4 139 212 374 627
3 1680 0 0 176 296 140 168 404 604
4 1630 0 0 210 296 140 176 379 427
5 1570 0 0 233 278 129 168 346 414
6 1510 0 0 223 295 139 134 378 466
7 1470 0 0 215 317 152 141 286 274
8 1450 0 0 224 288 135 139 348 430
9 1420 0 0 288 274 127 121 352 426
10 1380 0 0 300 231 121 187 220 120
11 1340 0 0 200 169 116 156 145 18
12 1330 0 0 194 150 100 76 52 18
13 1340 0 0 201 132 85 5 0 17
14 1330 0 0 210 159 107 3 0 17
15 1280 483 0 204 179 38 2 50 106
16 1220 816 0 208 161 0 31 6 15
17 1150 873 0 205 0 67 16 1 14
18 1090 905 0 20 144 37 0 1 14
19 1040 897 0 214 125 0 Q0 1 13
20 991 890 0 209 0 0 0 0 13
21 932 882 0 218 0 0 0 0 13
22 896 876 0 219 236 0 0 36 13
23 867 868 a 217 131 0 0 48 12
24 839 867 0 215 118 58 0 46 12
25 812 862 0 208 0 151 0 45 12
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Table C.1 Daily flow rates (cfs), August through November, 1984

Date | s-12 5-333 | 5-334 | 5-338 | S-33 5-173 5174 | 5-176 | S-177
26 776 858 0 201 0 151 0 42 i1
27 743 as51 0 208 0 151 0 41 10
28 718 846 0 204 0 149 0 42 10
29 693 841 0 228 0 152 0 41 10
30 670 848 107 306 0 161 0 42 10
31 639 870 168 368 67 159 0 44 10

Nov 1| 897 887 169 419 102 145 0 45 10

2 861 927 264 189 218 147 0 73 45
3 865 900 205 0 331 160 0 94 71
4 898 839 50 0 320 153 0 95 71
5 877 817 Q Q 294 138 0 96 36
6 868 815 0 0 373 44 0 98 10
7 B38 812 0 0 219 96 0 88 10
8 817 810 0 0 291 137 0 100 43
9 788 804 0 0 407 47 0 107 66
10 764 799 0 0 0 104 0 97 65
11 732 797 0 0 0 168 0 95 64
12 700 790 0 0 0 175 0 97 64
13 667 785 0 0 309 61 0 135 85
14 646 779 0 0 237 12 0 139 98
15 626 775 0 0 572 58 0 161 98
16 616 775 0 0 203 94 0 144 98
17 610 768 0 0 326 157 0 146 97
18 587 761 0 0 328 159 0 143 95
19 570 758 0 0 564 53 0 163 96
20 565 756 0 0 0 95 0 143 96
21 568 756 0 0 455 49 0 164 100
22 571 755 0 0 212 93 0 136 106
23 588 762 0 0 333 161 0 135 105
24 633 700 0 0 354 174 0 140 107
25 658 670 0 0 356 175 0 141 105
26 655 668 0 0 549 58 0 159 105
27 652 667 0 0 206 94 0 144 104
28 042 676 0 0 283 133 0 151 103
29 647 670 0 0 281 131 0 153 103
30 548 404 0 0 286 134 0 152 102
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Table C.2. Daily rainfall (inches) recorded near the East Everglades, August

through November, 1984.

Date | $-333™ | $-332 |Chekika™| $-331 $-336 S-20F 5-18C

Aug 1 0 18 3 0 0 .08 A4E
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 .03E
3 0 14 .02 0 0 .08 .19E
4 0 35 1.06 .05 1.16 49 2.48E
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 A 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 5 0 0 02 0 0
11 0 65 .88 1.16 7 0 0
12 0 .66 12 .25 56 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 10 0
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 0 0 0 0 1.9 0 0
16 0 0 .54 0 19 0 0
17 0 .07 .05 32 17 0 .33
18 0 13 0 .89 12 03 2.45
19 0 .03 0 8 0 0 0
20 19 0 .02 0 .05 0 0
21 0 1.68 1.91 2.14 1.82 67 0
22 9 0 .03 .87 09 10 85
23 2 0 0 0 0 15 .08
24 0 0 0 0 02 .01 0
25 0 0 0 0 12 0 0
26 .05 15 0 0 .84 0 0
27 0 0 0 0 0 1 09
28 0 1.46 .11 0 2.96 12 .05
29 0 0 27 1.36 74 14 .07
30 12 0 01 1.13 0 0 0
31 0 0 0 0 .07 0 16

Sep 1 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 .07 .05 1.0 1.03 0 12
3 0 0 82 0 0 0 1.00
4 98 0 34 0 0 .09 0
5 18 5.26 0 29 A7 13 0
6 0 26 0 08 71 29 0
7 .05 0 07 .02 0 0 0
8 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Table €.2. Daily rainfall (inches) recorded near the East Everglades, August

through November, 1984.

Date | 5-3337 $-332 [ Chekika™ | $-331 S-336 S-20F S-18C
11 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 0 0 0 0 0 0 .26
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 0 0 .2 0 0 0 0
15 0 .34 .6 0 15 A3 .63
16 0 g 0 0 .06 0 .18
17 0 A7 .68 0 0 42 A8
18 .22 1.12 1.76 71 0 10 .82
19 .01 .94 .82 21 1.68 .55 21
20 3 1.1 1.4 A1 9 1.59 2.50
21 8 9 .15 1.23 1.0 12 14
22 0 .09 0 05 .02 .14 0
23 0 0 0 15 0 0 0
24 72 0 0 .39 0 1 Q
25 02 0 .04 0 0 .25 10
26 0 A7 .1 A5 .15 42 .34
27 .26 4 7 .09 .15 30 .15
28 .04 0 0 0 .36 0 0
29 0 .73 44 0 1.32 1.09 0
30 0 1.17 1.51 1.14 1.22 1.77 41

Oct 1.47 .04 .22 31 0 .05 3
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 .09
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 Q .27 0 0 0 0
8 .04 0 .02 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 3 14 0 0 0 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
18 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0
19 0 0 0 Y 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Table C.2. Daily rainfall (inches) recorded near the East Everglades, August

through November, 1984.

Date | 5-333" 5-332 | Chekika™ | 5-331 5-336 S-20F 5-18C
22 0 Q 0 .03 0 0 0
23 0 0 .05 0 0 0 0
24 0 0 13 0 0 .02 0
25 0 A 31 0 0 A2 .02
26 04 0 16 0 0 07 0
27 0 .26 .02 0 0 A8 .20
28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
31 0 .27 32 .03 0 0 0

Nov 1 .26 .29 14 .05 0 .42 .25
2 0 A2 .02 .22 .08 18 12
3 A2 .06 0 .03 .04 0 .02
4 72 0 0 0 0 .54 0
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 N 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21 2 0 22 0 .19 .05 0
22 0 .15 .07 0 .26 .08 A5
23 Q0 .1 4 99 15 A7 .08
24 0 0 .02 .01 02 0 0
25 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0
26 0 0 0 0 .25 0 0
27 0 0 2.12 1.85 7 0 0
28 0 Q 0 0 0 .03 0
29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 0 v Q 0 0 0 0
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Table C.3 Daily rainfall (inches), Everglades National Park and South Dade County,
August through November, 1984.

Tamiami |Homestead | Homestead
Date | P-35 P-38 NP-203 | a rport” | Airport™ |Ex.Station™
1 0 0 0 0 .04 0
2 0 0 0 0 .06 .03
3 .32 0 0 0 .05 .05
4 0 2.15 0 40 1.10 X
5 0 0 0 02 0 X
b 0 0 2.21 0 0 15
7 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 1.45 Q 29 0 0 0
9 0 .55 0 0 0 0
10 1.93 .42 0 0 0 0
1 45 ] 0 1.20 42
12 79 0 72 1.15 .50 X
13 30 0 ¢ 26 0 04
14 0 0 0 ] 0 0
15 0 0 0 0 .06 0
16 0 0 0 20 0 0
17 0 0 0 0 0 25
18 0 .62 72 1.10 .70 X
19 18 0 0 .95 X
20 0 0 0 .70 .65 1.2
21 62 0 368 ¢ 0 0
22 0 1.99 0 1.10 .30 .38
23 0 0 0 15 .68 rAl
24 0 0 75 05 0 01
25 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0
26 .34 0 0 0 .20 0
27 0 0 0 15 .13 06
28 0 0 0 0 10 18
29 35 85 1.15 .28 06 0
30 0 0 0 .01 0 0
31 0 76 0 0 0 04
1 0 47 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 1.65 0 65 X
3 0 0 .82 .05 .05 1.6
4 0 Q 0 .05 0 0
5 0 0 0 .01 0 0
6 o] 0 16 75 45 18
7 0 0 . 0 20 15 30
8 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 .14 0 0 0 0
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Table C.3 Daily rainfall {(inches), Everglades National Park and South Dade County,
August through November, 1984.

Tamiami |Homestead [Homestead
Date |  P-35 P-38 NP-203 | 4 rport™ iirport’" Ex. Station™
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 .30 0 1] 0 0 .01
14 .24 .55 45 0 0 .02
15 .29 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 .25 0 .05 .01 .55
17 a3 0 31 0 .02 X
18 .16 1.78 .25 .01 .15 .86
19 A7 0 .38 .25 0 02
20 .51 .40 0 304 .15 65
21 0 0 1.20 .55 .52 70
22 0 21 0 1.45 40 X
23 0 0 0 A5 .02 X
24 0 .21 0 0 0 .39
25 0 0 0 Q .04 22
26 0 0 0 ) 0 0
27 .15 .32 .23 Q 15 .47
28 0 0 43 0 0 .40
29 0 0 1.17 02 0 X
30 1.4 2.35 .60 3.85 1.10 .36
1 .98 0 0 .20 .50 .44
2 0 0 0 .35 .40 .60
3 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 Q 0 0 .04 0 0
5 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 .05 0 X
7 0 0 0 0 0 X
8 0 0 0 .15 0 .15
g 0 0 0 .05 0 .02
10 0 Q 0 0 0 0
11 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 .48 0 g 0 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 0 0 0 0 .20 0
15 0 0 Q 0 ] 0
16 0 0 0 0 ) 0
17 0 0 0 0 0 0
18 0 Q 0 0 Q 0
19 0 0 0 X ] 0
20 0 0 0 X 0 0
21 0 0 0 .03 AQ 0
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Table C.3 Daily rainfall (inches), Everglades National Park and South Dade County,
August through November, 1984.

Tamiami |Homestead | Homestead
Date | P-35 P-38 NP-203 A?rp:rtm :\irport’" Ex. Station™
22 0 0 0 0 0 0
23 0 0 0 0 0 0
24 0 0 0 15 .02 0
25 0 0 0 A3 45 24
26 0 0 0 A2 .10 04
27 0 0 0 0 .20 X
28 0 0 0 0 0 X
29 0 0 0 0 0 .42
30 0 0 0 0 .50 .02
31 .10 0 0 0 1] 0
1 0 0 .50 .50 42
2 0 0 A0 .30 .06
3 1.20 1.00 .35 .25 2
4 0 0 02 0 .02
5 0 0 0 .03 .01
6 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 X 0 0
10 0 0 X 0 0
11 0 0 .03 AD 0
12 0 0 0 0 0
13 V] )] 0 0 0
14 ¢ 0] 0 0 0
15 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 0 0 0
17 0 0 0 0 0
18 0 0 0 0 0
19 0 0 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 0 0
21 0 0 0 0 ] 0
22 .50 0 0 02 A0 .78
23 0 0 0 1.05 06 .34
24 0 ¥ 0 .05 .02 .02
25 0 Q 0 0 10 A6
26 0 G 0 .05 0 0
27 0 0 0 0 0 0
28 0 0 0 0 0 0
29 0 0 0 ] 0 0
30 0 0 .40 ] 0 0

c10




Table C.4. Average daily water table level east and west of L-31N
(ft. above MSL), August through November,1984.

Date | G-596 |G-3272|G-3273 | G-1502 { Rutzke | 200 St.” |[Mitchell”| Angels [Krome™ |Humble

Augl| 527 6.10 6.38 4.38 5.53 6.13 5.85 4.55
2 5.05 6.00 6.35 4.60 5.47 6.06 5.77 433
3 4.85 5.87 6.30 4.35 543 6.01 5.62 4.26
4 |° 477 592 6.54 4.70 6.01 6.09 6.09 4.20 4.49
5 |-479 5.84 6.47 4.51 5.68 6.09 5.81 4.1 4.45
6 4,72 5.75 6.41 4.37 5.51 6.09 5.64 4.05 4.33
7 4.69 57 6.35 4.21 5.39 6.01 5.50 415 4.18
8 4.70 5.63 6.28 4.10 5.26 5.94 5.39 4.10 4.04
9 4.68 5.56 6.21 4.04 5.18 5.84 5.31 4.07 3.94
10 4.40 5.50 6.14 3.98 5.05 5.57 5.23 4.05 3.89
1" 4.62 5.48 6.11 413 4.97 5.69 5.36 4.06 3.94
12 4.86 5.83 6.26 4.48 5.57 5.92 5.68 4.46 4.29
13 513 592 6.42 4.49 6.05 6.22 6.52 4.40 4.43

14 5.04 5.89 6.44 6.40 4.31 5.84 6.19 6.24 4.29 4.27

15 4.90 5.85 643 65.42 422 5.66 6.17 5.93 4.18 4.14

16 4.82 5.80 6.38 6.39 4.16 5.51 6.13 5.70 4.13 4.04

17 4.79 5.76 6.43 6.41 439 5.47 5.13 5.62 4.09 4.03

18 4.85 5.84 6.40 6.40 4.51 5.59 6.11 5.61 4.25 4.23

19 483 5.92 6.38 6.40 5.18 5.59 6.09 5.63 4.23 4.45

20 4.80 5.88 6.35 6.38 4.82 5.55 6.09 5.58 4.26 452

21 4.73 583 6.34 6.32 4.58 5.45 6.01 5.50 4.18 449

22 5.65 6.48 6.45 6.53 4.55 5.97 6.34 6.40 5.30 4.65

23 532 6.57 6.49 6.56 4.7 5.86 6.34 6.28 5.08 4.76

24 5.09 6.59 6.52 6.56 4.52 5.78 6.34 6.16 4.78 4.66

25 5.06 6.58 6.54 6.60 4.26 5.68 6.30 6.03 4.58 4.44

26 5.22 6.73 6.57 6.59 4.12 5.59 6.30 6.05 4.58 4.28

27 5.31 6.71 6.60 6.67 4.04 5.76 6.40 6.20 4.60 4.15

28 5.12 6.69 6.61 6.66 4.12 5.66 6.38 6.10 4.46 414

29 5.41 6.78 6.73 6.82 4.39 6.28 6.55 6.40 4.38 428

30 528 6.73 6.86 6.85 4.49 6.16 6.55 6.40 4.37 4.31

31 5.17 6.69 6.83 6.80 4.57 6.05 6.59 6.31 4.37 4.31

Sep1| 5.08 6.64 6.79 6.77 4.46 5.97 6.55 6.25 4.38 4.21

2 529 6.64 6.80 6.78 4.56 6.24 6.59 6.21 4.60 417
3 5.35 6.61 6.77 674 4.87 6.07 6.55 6.17 4.73 4.18
4 5.35 6.56 6.74 6.71 4.68 5.95 6.51 6.10 4.60 423
5 508 '| 6.52 6.70 6.69 461 5.86 6.47 6.02 4.42 4.28
6 6.17 | 6.53 6.71 6.70 4.69 6.47 6.55 6.84 4.50 4.43
7 5.88 6.57 6.78 6.77 4.67 6.41 6.61 6.84 4.54 4.44
8 5.59 6.53 6.76 6.74 4.55 6.26 6.55 6.70 4.00 4.30
9 5.46 6.50 6.73 6.71 4.41 6.09 6.51 6.51 3.98 4.13
10 5.36 6.42 6.69 6.68 4.30 593 6.51 6.31 4.31 402
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Table C.4. Average daily water table level east and west of L-31N
(ft. above MSL), August through November,1984.

Date | G-596 |G-3272 | G-3273 | G-1502 | Rutzke {200 St.™ [Mitchell™ | Angels [Krome™ [Humble

11 5.25 6.36 6.65 6.65 428 5.78 6.47 6.13 4.82 3.97

12 5.17 6.28 6.62 6.60 427 5.68 6.34 5.96 4.20 3.96

13 5.04 6.19 6.57 6.55 428 5.61 6.34 5.86 413 3.98

14 4,93 6.10 6.53 6.52 4.21 5.55 6.26 5.73 4.02 3.95

15 4.82 6.00 6.47 6.47 424 5.47 6.17 5.61 3.98 3.95

16 4.74 6.00 6.45 6.44 4.41 5.43 6.13 5.69 3.98 3.96

17 4.69 5.87 639 6.40 4.31 5.36 6.07 5.56 3.87 3.95

18 4.68 5.81 6.44 6.47 453 5.51 6.13 5.99 4.20 4.08

19 478 575 6.40 6.45 4.47 5.51 6.05 5.73 410 414

20 493 6.08 6.61 663 | 468 5.80 6.34 6.33 4.55 4.28

21 5.19 6.13 6.64 6.65 478 5.93 6.42 6.37 470 4.45

22 5.49 6.36 6.75 6.73 4.69 6.01 6.40 6.53 4.96 4.45

23 5.63 6.41 6.72 6.68 4.52 5.84 6.42 6.38 4.92 4.36

24 5.58 6.40 6.68 6.66 4.46 5.76 6.40 6.21 4.82 4.28

25 5.47 6.37 6.64 6.62 4.46 5.64 6.34 6.05 471 4.26

26 5.37 6.33 6.61 6.59 4.44 5.59 6.30 595 463 4.22

27 5.30 6.30 6.60 6.57 414 5.64 6.30 5.89 4.70 4.05

28 5.24 6.28 6.58 6.55 438 5.51 5.26 5.85 4.62 4.08

29 5.20 6.33 6.56 6.58 448 5.47 6.26 5.81 4.57 4.16

30 5.74 6.51 6.79 6.78 5.51 6.45 6.51 6.70 4N 4.48

Oct1| 6.12 6.65 6.85 6.83 5.24 6.41 6.59 6.82 5.28 473

2 6.08 6.68 6.87 6.85 5.13 6.34 6.67 5.79 5.32 4.69

5.91 6.67 6.86 6.88 4.90 6.20 6.63 6.68 5.20

5.75 6.64 6.83 6.81 477 6.09 6.59 6.55 5.06

5.61 6.61 6.80 6.79 476 6.01 6.55 6.43 493

5.42 6.52 6.75 6.73 4.60 5.84 6.51 6.21 474

5.38 6.48 6.73 6.71 4.56 5.84 6.51 6.16 4.65

3
4
5
6 5.50 6.56 6.77 6.75 4.65 593 6.51 6.30 478
7
8
9

5.31 6.42 6.70 6.69 4.49 5.76 6.42 6.05 4.53

10 5.21 6.38 6.67 6.65 4.43 5.68 6.42 5.95 4.45

11 512 6.30 6.63 6.62 444 5.63 6.43 5.86

12 5.05 6.22 6.59 6.57 4.45 5.55 6.34 5.77 433

13 5.00 6.14 6.55 6.54 4.50 5.53 6.26 5.71 426

14 495 6.07 6.50 6.51 444 5.47 6.19 5.65 4.24

15 492 5.97 6.45 6.46 4.40 5.43 6.17 5.56 4.21

16 4.87 5.89 6.41 6.42 4.30 5.34 5.09 5.52 414

17 4.81 5.78 6.36 6.35 419 5.30 6.01 5.45 4.10

18 4.77 5.70 6.31 6.33 418 5.22 5.94 5.38 410

19 4.7 5.62 6.25 6.28 4.12 5.18 5.92 532 4.08

20 4.66 554 6.20 6.25 4.04 5.14 5.86 5.26 4.03

21 4.66 5.49 6.15 6.20 3.94 5.05 5.80 5.22 4.05
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Table C.4. Average daily water table level east and west of L-31N
(ft. above MSL), August through November,1984.

Date | G-596 |G-3272 | G-3273 | G-1502 | Rutzke | 200 St.” [Mitchell”| Angels |Krome™ |Humble

22 4.66 5.43 6.13 6.15 3.93 493 5.67 5.17 4.04

23 4.60 5.37 6.05 6.06 3.91 4.89 5.67 5.12 4.04

24 455 5.32 6.01 6.03 3.87 493 5.63 5.07 4.03

25 4.52 5.31 6.05 6.07 3.85 4.93 5.67 5.09 4.02

- 26 4.51 5.28 5.96 5.98 3.83 4.9 5.61 5.05 4.02

27 4.49 5.25 5.92 5.99 383 4.84 5.55 5.00 4.00

28 448 5.24 596 5.95 385 4.82 5.53 496 3.98

29 4.4% 5.22 5.87 5.90 3.79 4.72 5.42 4.93 3.97

30 4.43 5.19 5.81 5.86 3.75 4.70 5.42 4.89 3.97

31 4.42 5.16 5.79 583 3.73 4.68 5.34 4.86 3.96

Nov1| 4.43 523 | 579 5.83 3.93 4.76 5.38 492 403

2 4.46 5.31 5.86 5.84 4.00 4.89 5.42 495 4.05

4.54 5.37 5.84 5.86 4.06 4.84 5.42 5.02 4.19

4.67 5.48 5.85 5.85 409 4.80 5.42 5.10 4.20

4.72 5.49 585 5.86 4.09 4.84 5.38 5.11 4.21

4.69 5.47 5.82 5.82 3.98 4.59 5.26 -5.04 4.40

4.70 5.48 5.81 5.81 3.98 476 5.26 5.09 4.10 3.84

3
A
5
6 472 5.49 5.85 5.86 4.08 484 5.34 5.08 4.18
7
8
9

4.68 5.50 5.82 5.81 4.01 4.68 5.26 5.01 4.11 385

10 4.65 5.82 5.79 3.9 4.68 5.26 5.00 4.00 3.79
11 4.67 5.81 5.79 3.88 468 5.26 5.00 411 3.74
12 4.70 5.80 5.77 3.82 4.59 5.17 499 412 3.69
13 4.69 5.79 574 3.83 4.51 5.17 497 410 3.68
14 4.66 5.78 5.72 3.73 4.53 5.13 4.96 4.10 3.62
15 4.67 5.77 5.72 3.80 4.47 511 494 4.09 3.63

16 4.60 5.45 5.76 5.70 3.74 4.47 5.09 5.06 4.02 3.62

17 4.60 5.45 5.76 5.70 3N 4.47 5.09 493 4.02 3.59

18 4.60 5.46 5.76 5.68 3.69 4.43 5.05 4.9 4.00 3.57

19 4.58 5.43 5.75 5.68 3.76 443 5.09 4.91 4.00 3.58

20 4.52 5.41 5.74 5.66 3.69 4.51 5.09 4.90 3.95 3.58

21 454 5.42 3.75 5.69 3.93 4.47 5.05 4.91 3.96 3.59

22 4.57 5.45 5.84 5.74 4.10 5.16 3.65
23 4.70 5.67 5.96 5.79 4.07 5.25 3.69
24 4.85 5.69 5.96 584 4.07 5.34 3.74
25 4.91 5.70 5.96 589 4.03 5.30 3.74

26 4.92 5.71 5.94 592 4.08 4.84 5.42 5.25 4.32 3.79

27 4.86 5.69 5.9 5.91 4.00 4.80 5.38 5.22 4.27 3.81

28 4.85 5.68 5.92 5.89 4.00 4.76 5.47 5.20 4.23 3.81

29 4.78 5.68 5.93 5.87 3.98 476 5.34 5.19 4.22 3.81

30 4.82 5.67 592 5.88 395 4.72 5.30 5.18 4,19 3.80
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Table C.5. Average daily upstream(U), downstream(D), and gate(G) data at
various water control structures, August through November,1984.

Date | S-176V | $-194D | $-331V } §-331D | $-333V | S-3330 | S$-333G | S5-334V | 5-334D

Aug 1| 403 4.38 4.18 4.82 9.25 6.76 0 6.88
2 4.37 4.52 3.99 4.73 9.24 6.75 3.00 7.10 4.38
3 4.05 4.31 4.24 4.37 9.10 7.29 3.00 7.38 4.54
4 4.42 4.25 4.21 4.52 9.10 7.32 3.00 7.42 453
3 4.20 41 419 4.47 9.08 7.32 3.00 7.42 4.48
6 4.09 4.15 4.23 4.31 9.05 7.39 3.00 7.46 450
7 3.92 4.01 4.39 4.09 9.04 7.33 3.00 7.48 4.66
8 3.88 3.91 4.42 4.00 8.98 7.36 3.70 7.52 4.67
9 3.84 3.82 4.41 3.95 8.96 7.41 3.70 7.54 4.68
10 3.81 3.79 4.40 394 8.94 7.41 3.70 7.54 4.66
11 3.87 3.86 443 4.02 3.94 7.48 3.75 7.55 4.70
12 4.19 393 4.43 4.51 8.92 7.45 3.50 7.56 4.77
13 4.05 3.98 4.43 4.49 8.97 7.42 3.50 7.54 4.77
14 4.09 3.93 4.37 4.40 8.98 7.44 3.50 7.53 4.69
15 4.01 3.87 4.41 422 8.94 7.42 3.50 7.52 4.69
16 3.97 3.83 444 411 893 7.42 3.50 7.53 471
17 4.07 3.83 4.45 4.20 892 7.42 3.50 7.53 473
18 4.31 393 4.36 4.59 894 7.46 3.50 7.54 4.68
19 4.07 4.03 4.30 4.59 898 7.42 3.50 7.56 4.66
20 4.43 411 4.16 4.64 8.92 7.45 3.50 7.57 4.64
21 4.28 4.13 4.40 455 8.91 7.43 3.50 7.58 4.85
22 4.01 4.31 4.63 5.04 8.97 7.50 3.50 7.59 5.09
23 4.29 4.66 415 5722 8.99 7.45 3.00 7.43 4.66
24 4.01 4.53 4.21 4.90 9.12 7.11 0 7.26 4.65
25 3.84 4.32 4.39 4.59 9.15 7.10 Q 7.22 482
26 3.73 4.18 4.55 4.35 9.17 7.05 o 7.15 4.93
27 3.63 4.06 4.43 4.42 9.17 7.00 0 7.10 4.84
28 3.98 4.02 4.35 4.59 9.18 6.92 0 7.06 4.76
29 4.30 4.08 4.41 4.76 9.20 6.91 0 7.06 4.81
30 4.27 4.09 434 4.77 9.20 6.96 0 7.09 477
3 4.30 4.07 428 4.73 9.22 6.95 0 7.06 4.71

Sep1) 4.1 4.05 4.90 4.20 3.26 6.93 0 7.05 5.17
2 4.22 4.02 5.00 4.27 9.29 6.97 0 7.08 5.26
3 4.29 4.00 5.02 4.30 9.30 6.94 0 7.07 530
4 439 3.99 4.38 4.74 9.18 6.92 0 7.02 4.80
5 432 4.01 4.33 483 9.29 6.89 0 7.01 4.74
6 4.06 4.09 4.59 4.91 9.29 6.91 0 7.01 4.95
7 4.36 4.1 4.41 4.84 9.33 6.86 0 6.97 4.77
8 412 4.04 4.86 418 9.32 6.83 0 6.94 5.09
9 403 3.95 4.80 4 9.24 6.78 0 6.93 5.07
10 3.95 3.88 4.75 4.02 9.30 6.80 0 6.91 499
1 4.02 3.83 4.63 403 9.29 6.78 0 6.88 4.92
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Table C.5. Average daily upstream(U), downstream(D), and gate(G) data at
various water control structures, August through November,1984.

Date | $-176V | $-1940 | S-331V | 5-331D | S-333U | 5-333D | $-333G | 5-334V | S5-3340

12 4.02 3.80 4.43 419 9.19 7.03 3.00 7.17 4.71

13 3.91 3.79 4.33 4.20 9.14 7.31 3.00 7.41 4.61

14 4.07 3.76 4.21 4.20 9.1 7.34 3.00 7.46 4.50

15 4.1 3.74 4.18 4.17 9.00 7.35 3.00 7.48 4.45

16 4.22 3.72 415 4.24 9.10 7.36 3.00 7.48 4.44

17 412 3.70 4.29 4.09 9.10 7.35 3.00 7.48 4.54

18 4.17 3.71 4.46 417 9.09 7.37 3.00 7.50 4.71

19 4.25 3.79 458 4.25 9.09 7.37 3.00 7.50 4.81

20 4.44 3.92 4.71 4.52 9.14 7.40 3.00 7.54 4.96

21 4.36 4.06 4.70 4.63 9.15 7.41 300  7.46 5.00

22 4.24 4.11 5.24 4.34 9.28 7.09 0 7.18 5.46

23 413 415 5.16 4.26 9.30 7.10 0 7.11 5.40
24 423 418 5.09 4.29 2.30 7.00 0 7.08 5.31
25 4.25 417 4.99 4.31 9.30 6.90 0 7.04 521
26 4.23 4.09 4.93 4.18 9.31 6.96 0 7.03 5.14
27 3.58 3.92 4.86 4.01 9.30 6.84 0 7.02 5.17
28 4.20 4.02 481 4.25 9.30 6.84 0 7.00 5.10
29 4.31 418 491 4.32 9.34 6.82 0 6.98 5.15
30 4.75 434 5.33 4.74 9.40 6.90 0 7.05 5.56
Oct1| 4.46 4.48 5.41 4.74 9.44 6.96 0 7.11 5.65
2 4.45 4.51 528 4.69 9.50 6.96 0 7.09 5.52
3 4.28 4.50 5.12 4.61 9.50 6.94 0 7.06 5.39
4 4.16 442 5.03 4.52 9.49 6.90 0 7.03 5.29
5 4.33 4.38 4.95 4.52 9.49 6.90 0 7.01 5.22
6 4.19 4.30 490 4.39 9.48 6.86 0 7.00 5.16
7 4.33 4.21 493 4.33 9.48 6.85 0 6.98 5.19
8 4.12 412 4.81 432 9.49 6.84 0 6.97 5.06
9 4.10 4.06 4.69 427 9.48 6.84 0 6.96 4.93
10 4.10 4.00 462 4.23 9.47 6.81 0 6.94 4.87
11 418 3.97 4.60 4.25 9.45 6.79 0 6.92 4.84
12 418 3.90 4.57 4.31 9.44 6.77 0 6.91 4.10
13 4.40 3.87 4.55 4.36 9.42 6.76 0 6.90 4.79
14 4.31 3.84 459 428 9.34 7.04 0 6.89 4.81

15 4.27 3.80 448 4.31 9.31 7.01 3.00 7.18 472

16 415 3.76 4.42 4.24 9.26 7.33 3.00 7.44 4.68

17 4.05 3.70 4.52 4.06 9.27 7.35 3.50 7.50 4.74

18 4.18 3.65 4.36 4.15 9.18 7.43 3.50 7.54 4.61

19 4.10 3.59 4.37 4.07 9.15 7.44 3.50 7.55 4.62

20 3.92 3.53 '4.50 3.87 9.13 7.43 3.50 7.56 4.74

21 3.81 3.46 4.53 3.78 9.11 7.43 3.50 7.56 4.77

22 3.85 3.40 4.29 3.96 9.08 7.43 3.50 1.57 4.57

23 3.73 3.38 433 3.85 9.08 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.58
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Table C.5. Average daily upstream(U), downstream(D), and gate(G) data at
various water control structures, August through November,1984.

Date | 5-176V¥ | 5-194D | S-331V | S$-331D | S-333V | S-333D | 5-333G | 5-334U | 5-3340
24 3.83 3.34 4.31 3.81 9.05 7.45 3.50 7.56 4.56
25 3.75 3.28 4.34 3.74 9.03 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.57
26 3.72 3.26 433 3.73 9.02 7.44 3.50 7.57 4.58
27 3.70 3.24 4.31 3.72 9.00 7.45 3.50 7.57 4.57
28 3.73 3.22 430 3.72 8.98 7.45 3.50 7.56 4.56
29 3.69 317 4.30 3.69 8.95 7.47 3.50 7.56 4.53
30 3.67 3.03 4.35 3.68 8.94 7.43 3.50 7.50 4.60
3 3.67 2.98 4.38 372 8.91 7.40 3.50 7.47 4.65

iNov. 3.78 294 437 3.82 8.90 7.40 3.70 7.48 4.64
2 3.84 2.97 455 3.98 8.87 7.42 4.00 7.47 4.83
3 4.06 3.02 478 4.11 8.86 7.39 4.00 7.52 5.06
4 4.09 3.06 475 4.13 8.92 7.48 3.50 7.60 5.00
5 413 3.10 4.67 4.16 8.90 7.49 3.50 7.61 4.91
6 4.18 3.10 4.56 4.25 8.89 747 350 7.59 479
7 4.01 3.12 4.76 4.05 B.87 7.46 3.50 7.58 4.97
8 4.08 3.13 4.60 4.1 8.87 71.47 3.50 7.59 4.83
9 4.25 3.10 4.45 4.24 8.85 7.46 3.50 7.58 4.83
10 3.96 3.10 4.70 397 8.82 7.45 3.50 7.57 4,74
1 3.90 3.09 4.68 394 8.80 7.45 3.50 7.59 4.97
12 3.88 3.09 4.7 3% 878 7.46 3.50 7.58 4.97
13 3.96 3.08 4.49 4.05 8.75 7.45 3.50 7.57 4.78
14 375 3.06 4.72 3.82 874 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.98
15 3.9 3.04 425 4.18 8.72 7.43 3.50 7.56 4.62
16 3.75 3.02 4.56 3.86 8 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.85
17 3.77 3.01 4.50 3.85 8.71 7.47 3.50 7.56 4.78
18 3.76 299 449 3.83 8.67 7.46 3.50 7.54 4.78
19 4.02 2.97 412 4.18 8.65 7.42 3.50 7.55 4.52
20 373 2.96 449 3.81 8.64 7.42 3.50 7.55 4.76
21 4.00 2.96 4.08 4.21 8.63 7.42 3.50 7.55 4.47
22 392 299 454 3.95 3.00 7.55 4.79
23 3.95 3.01 4.69 4.01 3.00 7.60 4.97
24 4.02 3.03 4.83 4.04 3.00 7.54 5.07
25 4.00 3.05 4.85 4.04 3.00 7.50 5.10
26 4.02 3.07 4.48 438 7.38 3.00 7.49 484
27 4.03 3.10 476 4.09 8.66 7.37 3.00 7.48 5.06
28 4.07 3.11 4.62 4.16 8.65 7.36 3.00 7.49 4.93
29 4.07 n 4.61 4.16 8.65 7.36 3.00 7.48 4.90
30 4.05 3.14 4.61 4.14 8.64 7.35 3.00 7.40 4.91
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Table C.6. Average daily water levels (ft. above MSL) , Everglades
National Park,August through November, 1984

Date P-33 P-34 P-35 P-36 p-38 NP-201 NP-206

Aug 1 6.80 2.82 2.37 4.49 1.99 8.08 6.09
2 6.79 2.83 2.36 4.47 1.98 8.07 6.07
3 6.79 2.84 2.33 4.45 1.98 8.06 6.05
4 6.78 2.84 2.34 4.46 2.10 8.06 6.08
5 6.78 2.84 2.32 4.44 2.10 8.04 6.06
6 6.79 282 2.30 4.43 2.07 8.03 6.04
7 6.80 2.82 2.29 4.4 2.04 8.02 6.02
8 6.79 2.82 2.32 4.41 2.01 8.00 6.05
9 6.79 2.82 2.39 443 2.03 7.98 6.11
10 6.78 2.81 2.40 443 2.05 7.95 6.09
1 6.77 2.85 2.46 4.43 2.05 7.93 6.06
12 6.78 2.90 2.46 444 2.04 7.92 6.07
i3 6.78 2.90 2.46 4.45 2.03 7.91 6.11
14 6.75 2.90 2.42 4.45 2.01 7.90 6.09
15 6.75 2.86 2.38 4.44 1.98 7.88 6.06
16 6.74 2.85 234 4.43 1.97 7.87 6.05
17 6.74 2.81 2.32 4.41 1.95 7.86 6.07
18 6.73 2.78 2.29 4.51 1.94 7.85 6.08
19 6.73 2.75 2.29 4.57 1.97 7.86 6.10
20 6.73 2.75 2.29 4.54 1.95 7.85 6.08
21 6.77 279 2.31 4.53 1.94 7.91 6.11
22 6.92 2.99 2.36 4.56 1.96 8.00 6.19
23 6.93 297 2.36 4.55 2.06 7.98 6.18
24 6.95 2.95 2.38 4.55 2.03 7.97 6.18
25 6.96 2.97 2.36 4.56 2.02 7.98 6.17
26 6.94 2.96 2.37 4.57 2.00 7.97 6.17
27 6.91 2.95 2.40 4.56 2.00 7.97 6.16
28 5.86 2.94 2.40 4.55 2.00 7.97 6.16
29 6.84 2.92 2.40 453 2.01 7.97 6.19
30 6.84 297 2.42 452 2.09 7.99 6.31
N 6.83 3.03 2.42 4.51 2.1 200 6.31

Sep 1 6.83 3.00 2.41 4.50 2.13 8.01 6.29
2 6.82 2.97 2.42 451 2.16 8.02 6.36
3 6.82 294 2.41 4.51 217 8.02 5.43
4 6.81 2.92 2.41 4.51 217 8.02 6.37
5 6.83 2.93 2.4 4.52 2.17 B.04 6.33
6 6.33 292 2.40 4.52 2.18 8.06 6.30
7 6.82 291 - 2.39 4.52 2.17 8.07 6.27
8 6.81 2.88 2.38 4.51 2.15 8.06 6.25
9 6.80 2.85 2.36 4.50 213 8.05 6.22
10 5.79 2.83 2.35 4.49 2.12 8.05 6.20
11 6.77 2.80 2.34 4.48 2.10 8.04 6.17
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Table C.6. Average daily water levels (ft. above MSL) , Everglades
National Park,August through November, 1984

Date p-33 P-34 P-35 P-36 P-38 NP-201 NP-206
12 6.76 2.78 2.34 4.46 211 8.03 6.15
13 6.76 277 2.34 4.45 2.09 8.03 6.13
14 6.75 2.76 2.36 4.44 2.07 8.02 6.12
15 6.75 2.76 2.38 4.44 207 | 801 6.10
16 6.75 2.79 2.42 4.46 2.09 7.99 6.17
17 6.75 2.78 2.4 4.44 2.09 7.98 6.18
18 6.76 2.77 2.41 4.50 2.10 7.99 6.23
19 6.76 2.80 2.44 4.56 2.17 8.01 6.23
20 6.79 2.85 2.49 456 2.26 8.03 6.24
21 6.84 2.87 2.52 4.54 2.30 8.07 6.23
22 6.93 2.92 2.51 4.53 2.31 8.08 6.23
23 6.38 2.89 2.49 4.51 2.27 8.07 6.21
24 6.84 2.87 2.46 4.50 2.25 8.07 6.19
25 6.82 2.85 2.43 4.48 2.23 8.06 6.18
26 6.80 2.84 2.41 4.47 2.21 8.06 6.17
27 5.81 2.83 2.40 4.47 2.21 8.08 6.17
28 6.82 2.81 2.41 4.48 2.21 8.09 6.17
29 6.83 279 241 4.50 2.19 8.10 6.15
30 6.93 2.90 2.48 4.55 2.26 8.16 6.27

Oct 1 7.01 N 2.58 4.63 2.34 8.24 6.36
2 7.01 3.07 2.60 4.65 2.35 8.26 6.37
3 7.00 3.07 2.55 4.63 2.32 8.25 6.34
4 6.98 3.06 2.52 4.62 2.30 8.24 6.33
5 6.97 3.06 2.48 4.60 2.28 8.23 6.31
6 6.96 3.05 2.45 4.59 2.26 8.22 6.29
7 6.94 3.04 243 4.58 2.24 8.23 6.28
8 6.93 3.03 2.40 4.57 2.22 8.23 6.27
9 6.92 3.01 2.39 4.55 2.21 8.23 6.26
10 6.90 2.99 2.37 4.54 2.19 8.22 6.25
11 6.89 2.96 2.35 4.53 2.17 8.22 6.23
12 6.88 2.94 2.33 452 2.15 B.21 6.21
13 6.88 293 2.34 4.51 2.14 8.21 6.20
14 65.87 2.9 2.34 4.50 2.12 8.20 6.18
15 6.86 2.89 2.33 4.49 2.1 8.20 6.17
16 6.86 2.87 2.32 4.48 2.09 8.19 6.15
17 6.85 2.85 23N 4.46 2.08 8.17 6.13
18 6.85 2.84 229 4.45 2.06 8.16 6.12
19 6.85 2.82 2.26 4.44 2.04 8.14 6.09
20 6.84 2.80 2.24 4.44 2.03 B.12 6.07
21 6.84 2.78 2.23 443 2.01 8.10 6.06
22 5.84 - 2.77 2.22 442 1.99 8.09 6.03
23 65.83 2.75 2.21 442 1.98 8.08 6.01
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Table C.6. Average daily water levels (ft. above MSL) , Everglades
National Park,August through November, 1984

Date P-33 P-34 P-35 P-36 P-38 NP-201 NP-206
24 6.83 2.76 2.18 4.40 1.96 8.06 5.99
25 65.81 2.75 2.17 4.40 1.94 8.04 5.99
26 6.81 2.75 2.16 4.40 1.93 8.02 5.98
27 5.81 2.75 2.16 4.39 1.93 B.02 5.96
28 6.80 2.77 2.16 4.39 1.91 B.00 5.94
29 6.79 2.77 2.15 4.38 1.89 7.98 5.92
30 6.78 2.76 2.12 4.38 1.88 7.97 5.90
31 6.78 2.75 2.09 4.37 1.86 7.97 5.88

Nov 1 6.77 2.75 2.06 4.38 1.86 7.95 5.90
2 6.76 274 2.04 439 - 1.86 7.94 5.90
3 6.78 274 2.05 4.44 1.87 8.00 5.87
4 6.82 2.82 2.21 4.53 1.85 8.06 5.85
5 6.82 2.88 2.22 4.52 1.83 802 5.82
6 6.81 2.89 2.22 4.50 1.82 8.00 5.77
7 6.80 2.88 2.19 4.48 1.80 7.97 5.71
8 6.79 2.87 2.13 4.45 1.79 7.94 5.66
9 6.78 2.87 2.08 4.44 1.78 7.92 5.62
10 6.77 2.86 2.05 4.43 1.77 7.90 5.56
11 6.76 2.86 2.04 4.41 1.76 7.89 5.52
12 6.75 286 2.06 440 1.75 7.87 5.47
13 6.74 2.86 2.06 4.39 1.73 7.84 5.40
14 6.72 2.85 203 4.37 1.72 7.83 533
15 6.71 2.84 1.95 4.36 1.71 7.81 5.28
16 6.70 2.83 1.92 4.36 1.70 7.80 5.24
17 6.70 2.82 1.90 435 1.70 7.78 5.19
18 6.68 2.81 1.89 4.34 1.69 7.77 5.14
19 6.68 2.80 1.90 433 1.68 7.76 - 5.10
20 6.67 2.79 1.93 4.33 1.67 7.75 5.07
21 6.66 2.77 1.93 4.33 1.64 7.74 5.13
22 6.66 2.77 1.94 434 1.66 7.73 5.26
23 6.68 2.80 2.01 4.37 1.68 7.76 5.32
24 6.68 279 2.04 4.36 1.68 7.76 5.35
25 6.67 2.79 2,02 4.34 1.67 7.74 5.32
26 6.65 2.77 2.00 4.33 1.66 7.73 5.28
27 6.64 2.76 2.00 431 1.66 7.72 5.24
28 6.63 2.75 2.00 4.30 1.65 7.71 5.21
29 6.63 274 2.01 4.29 1.65 7.71 5.19
30 6.62 2.73 2.01 4.29 1.64 7.71 5.18
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Table C.7. Average daily water levels, N.E.S.R.S. and vicinity, August
through November, 1984

Date | Ness1 Ness 2 Ness 3 3B-5E L-67XE | L-67XW | G-618 G-1487

Aug 1| 6.72 6.53 6.90 6.98 7.83 6.65 5.13
2 6.71 6.51 6.83 6.96 7.81 6.88 4.62
3 6.69 6.50 6.21 6.80 6.95 7.80 6.94 4.54
4 6.73 6.55 6.32 6.76 6.96 7.80 6.96 4.53
5 6.74 6.56 6.39 6.72 6.94 7.79 6.96 4.51
6 6.78 6.62 6.44 6.69 7.05 7.82 7.09 4.66
7 6.81 6.66 6.49 6.67 7.04 7.81 7.02 476
8 6.79 6.66 6.52 6.65 6.98 7.77 7.03 4.76
9 6.78 6.66 6.54 6.63 6.94 7.75 7.03 476
10 6.76 6.67 6.57 6.60 6.92 7.73 7.03 475
1 6.77 6.71 6.60 6.62 6.92 7.72 7.16 495
12 6.82 6.78 6.70 6.70 6.93 7.71 7.15 5.04
13 6.86 6.80 6.71 6.7 6.91 7.69 7.12 5.03
14 687 6.79 6.70 6.71 6.89 7.67 7.10 4.96
15 6.86 6.78 6.68 6.68 6.89 7.65 7.09 483
16 6.86 6.77 6.68 6.66 6.89 7.64 7.07 4.79
17 6.86 6.77 6.68 6.64 6.89 7.62 7.07 4.79
18 6.86 6.77 6.73 6.72 6.90 7.61 7.09 4.83
19 6.89 6.81 6.78 6.75 6.93 7.61 714 485
20 6.91 6.85 6.78 6.73 6.95 7.61 7.12 484
21 6.97 6.90 6.82 6.79 7.02 7.65 7.18 5.70
22 7.15 7.06 7.03 6.97 7.19 7.78 7.18 5.71
23 7.13 7.03 7.03 7.01 7.17 7.77 7.16 4.94
24 7.12 7.01 6.96 6.99 7.17 7.76 7.04 5.08
25 7.13 7.00 6.92 6.96 7.18 7.77 7.02 5.29
26 7.10 6.96 6.88 6.93 7.16 7.76 6.94 5.36
27 7.07 6.91 6.83 6.89 7.13 7.75 6.89 6.33
28 7.03 6.87 6.76 6.85 7.10 7.74 6.85 5.19
29 7.03 6.85 6.71 6.88 7.08 7.74 6.85 5.26
30 7.04 6.84 6.70 6.96 7.11 7.76 6.86 5.19
31 7.02 6.83 6.94 7.09 7.75 6.84 5.11

Sep t 7.00 6.84 6.66 5.92 7.07 7.75 6.84 5.36
2 6.98 6.83 6.67 7.00 7.05 7.75 6.94 5.28
3 6.96 6.83 6.70 7.01 7.03 7.75 65.89 5.27
4 6.95 6.81 6.97 7.02 7.75 6.83 5.27
5 6.93 6.77 6.59 6.95 7.00 7.75 6.60 5.15
6 6.93 6.77 6.58 6.94 7.02 7.79 6.60 5.37
7 65.92 6.75 6.53 6.90 7.04 7.80 6.57 5.20
8 65.90 6.72 6.47 6.85 7.02 7.78 6.54 5.08
9 6.88 6.70 6.80 7.00 7.77 6.51 5.08
10 6.86 6.67 6.39 6.75 6.97 7.76 6.49 5.02
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Table C.7. Average daily water levels, N.E.S.R.S. and vicinity, August
through November, 1984

Date | Ness ! Ness 2 Ness 3 3B-SE L-67XE | L-67XW | G-618 | G-1487
1 6.84 6.64 6.33 6.69 €.95 7.75 6.64 4.96
12 6.82 6.62 5.27 0.64 6.94 7.74 6.79 4.9
13 6.80 6.60 6.28 6.60 6.93 7.74 4.80
14 6.78 6.59 6.37 6.54 6.92 7.73 4.69
15 6.77 6.59 6.43 6.49 6.91 7.72 4.61
16 6.77 6.60 6.45 6.46 6.90 7.72 4.58
17 6.76 6.61 6.46 6.43 6.87 7.70 4.54
18 6.77 6.67 6.53 6.47 6.90 7.71 4.64
19 6.79 6.69 6.57 6.52 6.89 7.72 492
20 6.84 6.76 6.64 6.61 6.90 7.74 7.06 4.98
21 6.89 6.80 6.72 6.69 6.93 7.75 7.10 5.37
22 6.98 6.85 6.76 6.75 6.99 7.80 6.99 5.48
23 6.98 6.83 6.71 6.77 7.05 7.80 6.89 5.45
24 6.97 6.80 6.66 6.78 7.05 7.79 6.85 5.41
25 6.95 6.77 6.61 6.76 7.04 7.78 6.82 5.30
26 6.93 6.75 6.56 6.74 7.03 7.78 6.79 5.21
27 6.92 6.74 6.54 6.74 7.03 7.79 6.77 5.15
28 6.91 6.72 6.50 6.73 7.03 7.80 6.76 5.11
29 6.90 6.70 6.46 6.71 7.05 6.74 5.74
30 6.99 6.76 6.51 6.83 7.16 7.90 6.84 5.78

Oct 1 7.05 6.84 6.62 6.91 7.23 7.96 6.87 5.79
2 7.05 6.84 6.66 6.94 7.24 7.98 6.86 5.75
3 7.03 6.82 6.65 6.93 7.1 7.96 6.84 5.55
4 7.01 6.80 6.63 65.92 7.19 7.94 6.82 5.43
5 7.00 6.78 6.59 6.91 7.16 7.93 65.80 5.31
6 6.97 6.75 6.54 6.88 7.15 7.92 6.78 5.23
7 6.95 6.74 6.51 6.87 7.13 7.91 6.77 5.19
8 6.94 6.73 6.48 6.85 7.1 7.9 6.76 5.19
9 6.93 6.72 6.44 6.83 7.10 7.91 6.75 5.03
10 6.91 6.69 6.39 6.79 7.09 7.91 6.74 494
11 6.89 6.67 6.34 6.75 7.07 7.89 6.72 4.88
12 6.88 6.65 6.30 6.71 7.07 7.89 6.70 4.84
13 6.87 6.63 6.26 6.68 7.07 7.90 6.69 482
14 65.85 6.62 6.22 6.64 7.05 7.89 6.68 4.80
15 6.84 6.60 6.18 6.61 7.04 7.88 6.89 4.80
16 6.82 6.58 6.24 6.57 7.03 7.87 6.95 476
17 6.80 6.57 6.39 6.54 7.02 7.86 6.99 473
18 6.79 6.57 6.47 6.52 7.01 7.85 7.00 4.71
19 6.78 6.59 6.53 6.48 6.99 7.83 7.01 4.66
20 6.77 6.61 6.55 6.46 6.98 7.81 7.02 4.67
21 6.77 6.63 6.58 6.45 6.96 7.80 7.02 4.68
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Table C.7. Average daily water levels, N.E.S.R.S. and vicinity, August
through November, 1984

Date | Ness 1 Ness2 | Ness3 | 3B-SE | L-67XE | L-67XW | G-618 | G-1487
22 6.78 6.65 6.60 6.44 6.95 7.78 7.03 4.68
23 6.79 6.67 6.60 6.43 6.95 7.77 7.03 4.61
24 6.79 6.70 6.61 . 6.42 6.94 7.76 7.03 4.60
25 6.81 6.71 6.62 6.41 6.94 7.75 7.03 451
26 6.81 6.72 6.62 6.40 6.93 7.74 7.04 4.51
27 6.82 6.73 6.63 6.38 6.92 7.72 7.04 4.51
28 6.83 6.74 6.63 6.36 6.92 7.71 7.04 4.51
29 6.84 6.74 6.63 6.35 6.91 7.69 7.03 4.51
30 6.84 6.74 6.63 6.34 6.90 7.68 7.03 4.54
31 6.84 6.74 6.62 6.33 6.89 7.66 7.00 4.56

Novi| 6.85 6.75 6.62 6.89 7.65 7.03 454
2 6.88 6.77 6.64 6.91 7.66 7.07 483
3 6.93 6.79 6.66 6.98 7.68 7.11 4.89
4 7.03 6.86 6.69 7.07 7.74 7.11 4.91
5 7.02 6.88 6.71 7.07 7.74 7.1 4.87
6 7.02 6.87 6.72 7.07 7.72 7.1 4.89
7 7.01 6.86 6.73 7.06 7.69 7.09 5.00
8 7.00 6.85 6.73 7.04 7.66 7.08 4.81
9 6.99 6.85 6.73 7.02 7.64 7.08 4.85
10 6.98 6.84 6.73 7.01 7.63 7.07 4.96
11 6.97 6.84 6.74 7.01 7.61 7.07 488
12 6.96 6.83 6.74 7.00 7.59 7.06 4.88
13 6.95 6.82 6.73 6.98 7.57 7.05 4.88
14 6.94 6.82 6.73 £.98 7.55 7.05 497
15 6.94 6.81 6.72 6.97 7.54 7.04 4.83
16 6.93 6.81 6.71 6.97 7.53 7.04 4.88
17 6.93 6.81 6.71 6.96 7.51 7.04 4.71
18 6.93 6.80 6.70 6.96 7.49 7.04 4.71
19 6.93 6.80 6.68 6.95 7.48 7.04 4.70
20 6.93 6.80 6.68 6.95 7.47 7.03 478
21 6.93 6.80 6.67 6.95 7.46 7.03 463
22 6.93 6.81 6.68 5.96 7.45 7.03 4.76
23 6.96 6.84 6.76 6.99 7.47 7.08 4.95
24 6.97 6.85 6.79 7.00 7.47 7.08 5.00
25 6.97 6.84 6.78 6.99 7.45 7.05 5.02
26 6.96 6.83 6.76 6.98 7.44 7.04 5.03
27 6.95 6.82 6.74 6.98 7.43 7.03 5.08
28 6.95 6.82 6.73 6.97 7.42 7.04 4.91
29 6.94 6.81 6.72 6.97 7.41 7.03 4.89
30 6.94 6.83 6.72 6.96 7.40 7.02 4.87
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Table C.8. Miscellaneous average daily water levels and flow rates (cfs)
August through November, 1984

Date | 3A-28 G-757 | G-1362 | $-12C0 | S-151U | S-3360 | S-194Q | $-1960Q

Augl1| 9.24 4.61 4.17 9.09 9.95 6.11 118 23
2 9.23 4.55 4.04 9.06 9.95 6.09 145 76
3 9.21 4.49 3.95 9.01 993 6.06 116 65
4 9.20 4.35 3.86 8.99 9.93 5.98 120 53
5 9.18 3.78 8.97 9.92 5.89 120 42
6 9.17 N B.96 9.90 5.82 115 29
7 9.16 3.64 8.94 9.89 5.81 106 27
3 9.13 3.56 B.91 9.87 5.81 101 13
9 9.10 3.50 8.88 9.84 5.80 125 35
10 9.08 3.44 8.87 9.82 5.80 121 40
11 9.10 339 8.87 9.84 5.83 133 55
12 3.16 3.37 8.89 9.84 5.87 144 73
13 9.13 3.41 8.89 9.84 5.89 147 80
14 2.09 3.42 8.87 9.83 5.87 131 66
15 9.07 3.42 8.86 9.80 5.85 124 67
16 9.05 3.40 8.85 9.79 5.82 116 68
17 9.03 3.39 884 9.78 5.81 116 67
18 9.02 3.40 B.83 9.77 5.85 123 74
19 9.02 3.49 8.85 9.79 5.89 130 81
20 9.03 3.55 B.86 9.81 593 134 84
21 9.04 3.60 8.86 9.82 5.97 143 69
22 9.06 3.82 8.90 9.86 6.01 136 71
23 9.07 3.92 83.92 9.86 6.05 160 83
24 9.07 8.97 9.86 6.11 125 73
25 9.09 8.99 9.86 6.22 120 68
26 9.11 9.00 9.84 6.34 113 62
27 3.12 9.01 9.85 6.41 110 62
28 9.14 3.74 9.04 9.85 6.33 131 77
29 9.15 4.13 3.72 2.03 9.84 6.24 144 92
30 9.16 413 3.69 9.05 9.87 6.14 184 a3
31 9.18 4.13 3.66 9.06 9.91 5.84 298 23

Sep1| 9.22 413 3.63 9.07 992 5.41 273 46
2 9.22 4.06 3.60 9.09 9.92 5.98 235 63
3 9.25 4.03 3.58 9.10 9.94 6.06 181 77
4 9.26 4.03 3.56 9.10 9.95 6.10 133 87
5 9.26 4.07 3.58 9.12 9.94 6.10 144 91
] 9.26 4.27 3.64 9.13 10.01 6.09 154 80
7 9.28 4.28 3.66 9.15 10.04 6.07 138 82
8 9.28 4.28 3.66 9.14 9.98 6.04 124 68
9 9.27 4.19 3.65 3.14 9.97 6.01 104 49
10 9.27 4.09 3.61 9.12 9.95 5.97 95 32
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Table C.8. Miscellaneous average daily water levels and flow rates (cfs)
August through November, 1984

Date | 3A-28 G-757 | G-1362 | 5-12C0 | S-151U | $-3360 | S-194Q | S-196Q
thl 9.26 4.01 3.57 9.12 9.93 5.92 104 52
12 9.25 3.95 3.52 9.08 9.91 5.87 87 55
13 9.24 3.92 3.48 9.04 9.38 5.82 38 46
14 9.23 3.89 3.44 3.03 9.85 5.77 100 72
15 9.24 3.40 9.03 9.82 572 103 75
16 9.23 3.39 9.04 9.79 5.67 103 78
17 9.21 3.37 9.03 9.78 5.64 106 79
18 9.21 338 9.03 9.75 572 120 67
19 9.22 3.51 9.05 9.78 5.81 109 57
20 9.25 3.70 9.09 9.82 5.90 117 86
21 9.24 4.07 9.10 9.86 5.97 104 53
22 9.26 4.17 2.15 2.90 6.02 84 37
23 9.27 417 9.16 9.89 6.06 75 27
24 9.28 4.15 9.17 9.86 6.10 a1 30
25 9.28 4.34 4.13 9.17 9.84 6.10 97 43
26 9.27 4.33 4.10 9.17 9.84 6.09 112 21
27 9.28 424 407 9.17 9.97 6.07 83 7
28 9.29 4.14 3.96 9.16 10.00 6.05 83 45
29 9.32 4.19 3.99 9.19 .97 6.10 75 51
30 9.38 4.50 4.35 9.25 10.02 6.14 76 55

Oct1] 9.44 468 4.54 9.31 10.08 6.18 87 50
2 9.47 4.71 4.55 934 10.09 6.18 110 30
3 9.48 4.72 4.55 9.35 10.08 6.17 94 27
4 9.48 4.7 4.49 9.34 10.07 6.17 101 33
5 3.48 4.62 4.39 9.34 10.06 6.16 93 47
6 9.47 4.54 4.29 9.33 10.03 6.15 100 47
7 9.47 4.45 4.19 2.33 10.02 6.13 113 51
8 9.47 4.36 4.09 9.33 10.02 6.11 119 56
9 9.46 4.31 4.02 9.33 10.00 6.08 108 65
10 9.45 4.21 3.94 9.32 10.00 6.05 96 64
11 9.44 414 3.87 9.3 9.97 6.01 84 75
12 9.43 4.08 3.79 9.30 2.96 5.98 115 78
13 9.42 4.02 3.72 9.29 9.97 5.96 17 83
14 9.42 4.01 3.65 3.28 9.94 5.94 116 87
15 9.4 3.97 3.60 9.25 9N 5.91 112 88
16 9.39 3.93 3.57 9.20 9.88 5.87 92 84
17 9.36 3.88 3.52 9.16 9.84 5.82 95 74
18 9.33 3.83 3.48 9.13 9.81 5.77 80 66
19 230 3.78 343 9.10 9.75 572 99 64
20 9.28 3.74 3.38 9.07 9.75 5.73 108 64
21 9.25 3.68 3.33 9.05 9.72 574 120 66
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Table C.8. Miscellaneous average daily water levels and flow rates (cfs)
August through November, 1984

Date | 3A-28 G-757 | G-1362 | $-12C2 | S-151¥ | $-336D | $-194Q | S-196Q
22 9.23 3.62 3.30 9.03 9.69 5.73 116 65
23 9.2 3.58 3.27 9.02 9.66 571 94 55
24 92.19 3.49 9.00 9.64 5.68 46 66
25 9.17 3.46 8.99 9.62 5.65 124 72
26 9.16 3.43 8.97 9.60 5.62 123 a1
27 9.14 3.42 8.95 9.58 5.60 100 78
28 9.13 3.39 B.94 9.55 5.58 70 73
29 9.11 3.38 892 9.52 5.59 36 69
30 9.09 3.35 8.91 9.49 5.71 0 78
31 9.07 3.32 3.04 8.89 9.45 5.85 0 72

Nov1l| 906 3.29 3.03 8.87 9.44 5.99 0 87
2 2.05 3.3 3.03 8.85 9.41 6.07 0 82
3 9.08 3.37 3.10 8.85 9.41 5.99 0 86
4 9.10 3.42 3.19 8.87 9.43 5.89 a 91

5 9.07 3.45 3.24 8.85 2.41 5.79 0 93
6 9.09 3.48 3.29 8.85 9.42 5.70 0 91
7 9.05 3.48 3.31 8.83 9.38 5.66 0 88
8 9.05 3.47 3.32 8.81 9.34 5.63 0 86
9 9.00 3.47 3.34 8.79 9.3 5.60 0 112
10 898 3.43 334 8.78 9.28 5.59 0 151
11 8.96 3.43 3.34 8.76 9.26 5.58 0 181
12 8.94 3.43 3.34 8.74 9.23 5.57 0 2m
13 8.92 343 3.32 8.71 9.19 5.55 0 93
14 8.90 3.44 3.32 8.70 2.16 5.53 0 0
15 B.88 3.44 3.31 8.68 9.14 5.51 0 a
16 8.86 3.44 3.29 B.67 9.12 5.48 0 0
17 8.85 3.44 3.27 8.66 9.09 5.45 0 0
18 8.84 3.44 3.26 863 9.05 5.42 0 0
19 8.82 3.45 3.25 8.61 9.03 5.39 0 0
20 8.81 3.42 3.24 8.60 9.01 5.35 0 0
21 8.80 3.42 323 8.60 9.02 5.32 Y 0
22 B.79 3.41 3.23 859 9.07 5.37 0 0
23 8.79 34 3.25 8.61 9.11 5.43 0 0
24 8.82 3.41 3.28 8.63 9.16 5.49 0 0
25 8.81 3.4 331 8.63 9.14 5.55 0 0
26 8.79 3.41 334 8.62 9.13 5.61 0 0
27 8.78 3.41 8.61 9.12 5.65 0 0
28 8.77 3.47 8.61 9.13 5.61 0 0
29 8.76 3.49 8.61 9.12 5.57 0 0
30 8.75 3.49 8.62 AR 5.54 0 0
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Table C.1 Daily flow rates (cfs), August through November, 1984

Date | s-12 $-333 | 5-334 | S5-338 | 5-331 S-173 5174 { S-176 | 5-177
Aug 1| 1150 0 0 154 310 0 272 346 327
2 1090 377 0 131 635 0 276 336 335
3 992 703 0 17 485 0 249 281 229
4 968 699 0 120 482 0 235 220 211
5 937 696 0 120 482 0 233 274 326
6 921 688 0 136 372 a 227 263 298
7 884 722 0 184 252 0 206 223 264
8 835 780 0 174 232 0 217 147 41
9 792 302 0 156 232 a 208 106 Q
10 767 796 0 130 232 0 199 132 0
11 778 766 0 151 232 0 186 142 Q
12 795 755 0 164 450 0 235 235 150
13 791 757 0 161 454 0 232 338 37
14 775 755 0 188 454 0 241 186 0
15 756 753 0 212 327 0 208 143 0
16 733 751 0 227 232 0 149 147 0
17 717 748 0 235 232 0 82 152 0
18 712 743 0 245 382 0 112 292 346
19 737 743 ] 236 450 0 182 344 272
20 744 746 0 221 447 Y 171 226 207
21 759 743 0 224 372 0 161 253 316
22 816 632 0 232 983 0 183 495 851
23 B67 312 0 144 1105 0 262 545 825
24 948 0 0 201 828 0 248 519 752
25 989 0 0 238 665 0 222 472 646
26 1010 0 0 242 608 0 199 448 608
27 1020 0 0 232 775 0 222 369 275
28 1060 0 0 196 665 0 253 215 0
29 1060 0 0 180 660 0 206 226 102
30 1080 0 0 181 657 0 195 225 262
31 1100 0 0 210 654 0 219 237 245
Sep1 | 1140 0 0 268 0 86 164 37 13
2 1170 0 0 280 0 166 136 86 0
3 1190 g 0 260 0 167 B1 65 0
4 1200 Y 0 196 660 40 167 202 196
5 1220 0 0 221 653 0 197 263 229
6 1240 0 0 233 660 0 255 369 317
7 1290 0 0 209 655 0 281 237 204
8 1290 0 0 254 0 87 288 g8 22
9 1280 0 0 248 0 163 287 0 5
10 1270 0 Q 233 0 166 169 34 5
H 1270 0 0 213 0 158 -9 85 5
12 1310 484 0 225 241 55 -18 104 6
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Table C.1 Daily flow rates (cfs), August through November, 1984

Date | s-12 5-333 | 5-334 | S-338 | S-3n 5-173 5174 | 5-176 | S-177
13 1300 749 0 222 280 0 -65 162 200
14 1280 758 0 203 320 0 -10 119 7
15 1280 734 0 219 272 0 -28 55 8
16 1290 732 0 199 275 0 -58 58 8
17 1270 - | 728 0 224 53 51 -68 -44 8
18 1260 716 0 227 0 105 -13 17 11
19 1310 726 0 230 0 11 -1 -27 12
20 1390 728 0 233 133 76 160 115 348
21 1400 440 0 240 267 50 140 254 463
22 1380 0 0 257 0 95 119 257 442
23 1410 0 0 248 0 186 140 227 305
24 1420 0 0 241 71 175 190 59 13
25 1420 0 0 241 (AN 162 184 -16 14
26 1420 0 0 241 71 169 166 234 A84
27 1400 0 0 239 62 180 134 260 260
28 1420 0 0 228 102 146 144 66 16
29 1480 0 0 221 104 148 146 84 18
30 1600 0 Q 221 104 137 138 328 569

Oct1 | 1680 0 0 206 110 135 196 373 608
2 1720 0 0 186 241 139 212 374 627
3 1680 0 0 176 296 140 168 404 604
4 1630 0 0 210 296 140 176 379 427
5 1570 0 Q 233 278 129 168 346 414
6 1510 0 0 223 295 139 134 378 466
7 1470 0 0 215 317 152 141 286 274
8 1450 0 0 224 288 135 139 348 430
9 1420 0 0 288 274 127 121 352 426
10 1380 0 0 300 231 121 187 220 120
1 1340 0 0 200 169 116 156 145 18
12 1330 0 0 194 150 100 76 52 18
13 1340 0 0 201 132 85 5 0 17
14 1330 0 0 210 159 107 3 0 17
15 1280 483 0 204 179 38 2 50 106
16 1220 816 0 208 161 0 31 6 15
17 1150 873 0 205 0 67 16 1 14
18 1090 905 0 201 144 37 0 1 14
19 1040 897 0 214 125 0 0 1 13
20 991 890 0 209 0 0 0 0 13
21 932 882 0 218 0 0 0 0 13
22 896 876 0 219 236 0 0 36 13
23 867 868 0 217 131 0 0 48 12
24 839 867 0 215 118 58 0 46 12
25 312 362 0 208 0 151 0 45 12
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Table C.1 Daily flow rates (cfs), August through November, 1984

Date | s-12 5-333 | S-334 | 5-338 | S5-331 5-173 S174 | S-176 | S-177
26 776 858 0 201 0 151 0 42 1k
27 743 851 0 208 0 151 0 41 10
28 718 846 0 204 0 149 0 42 10
29 693 841 0 228 0 152 0 41 10
30 670 848 107 306 0 161 0 42 10
31 639 870 168 368 67 159 0 44 10

Novi | 897 887 169 419 102 145 0 45 10

2 361 927 264 189 218 147 0 73 45

3 865 900 205 0 331 160 0 94 71

4 898 839 50 0 320 153 0 95 71

5 877 817 0 0 294 138 0 96 36

6 868 815 0 0 373 44 0 98 10

7 838 812 0 0 219 96 0 88 10

8 817 810 0 0 291 137 0 100 43

9 788 804 0 0 407 47 0 107 66

10 764 799 0 0 0 104 0 97 65

11 732 797 0 0 0 168 0 a5 64

12 700 790 0 0 0 175 0 97 64

13 667 785 0 0 309 61 0 i35 85

14 546 779 a 0 237 112 0 139 98

15 626 775 0 0 572 58 0 161 98

16 616 775 0 0 203 94 0 144 98

17 610 768 0 0 326 157 0 146 97

18 587 761 0 0 328 159 0 143 95

19 570 758 0 0 564 53 0 163 96
20 565 756 0 0 0 95 0 143 96
21 568 756 0 0 455 49 0 164 100
22 571 755 0 0 212 93 0 136 106
23 588 762 0 0 333 161 0 135 105
24 633 700 aQ 0 354 174 0 140 107
25 658 670 0 0 356 175 0 141 105
26 655 668 0 0 549 58 0 159 105
27 652 667 0 0 206 94 0 144 104
28 642 676 0 0 283 133 0 151 103
29 647 670 0 0 281 131 0 153 103
30 648 404 0 ) 286 134 0 152 102
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Table C.2. Daily rainfall {inches) recorded near the East Everglades, August

through November, 1984.

Date | 5-3337 5-332 | Chekika™ | 5-331 $-336 S-20F S-18C

Aug 1 0 .18 3 0 0 .08 .14E
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 .03E
3 0 14 .02 0 0 .08 19E
4 0 35 1.06 .05 1.16 49 2.48E
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 A 0 0 0
7 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 g 0 0 0
10 0 5 0 0 .02 0 0
11 0 65 .88 1.16 7 0 0
12 0 .66 A2 .25 .56 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 .10 0
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
15 0 0 0 0 1.9 0 0
16 0 0 54 0 19 0 0
17 0 .07 .05 .32 A7 0 33
18 0 .13 0 .89 A2 .03 245
19 0 .03 0 8 0 0 0
20 19 0 .02 0 .05 0 0
21 0 1.68 1.91 2.14 1.82 .67 0
22 9 0 03 .87 .09 A0 .85
23 2 0 0 0 0 .15 .08
24 0 0 0 0 .02 .01 0
25 0 0 0 0 a2 0 0
26 .05 A5 0 0 .84 0 0
27 0 0 0 Q 0 A1 .09
28 0 1.46 1 Q 2.96 A2 .05
29 0 ] .27 1.36 74 14 .07
30 12 a 01 1.13 0 0 0
31 0 0 0 0 07 0 16

Sep 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 .07 .05 1.0 1.03 0 A2
3 0 0 82 0 0 0 1.00
4 .98 0 .34 0 0 .09 0
5 8 5.26 0 29 .47 13 0
6 0 .26 0 .08 i .29 0
7 05 0 07 02 0 0 0
8 0 a 0 0 Q 0 a
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0




Table C.2. Daily rainfall (inches) recorded near the East Everglades, August

through November, 1984.

Date | 5-3337 5-332 | Chekika™| S-331 5-336 5-20F 5-18C
11 Q 0 0 0 Q 0 0
12 0 Y 0 0 Q 0 .26
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 0 0 .2 0 0 0 0
15 0 .34 6 0 15 A3 .63
16 0 0 0 0 .06 0 .18
17 0 A7 .68 0 0 42 .48
18 .22 1.12 1.76 A 0 .10 .82
19 -0 .94 .82 21 1.68 .55 21
20 .3 1.1 1.4 A1 9 1.59 2.50
21 8 9 15 1.23 1.0 12 14
22 0 .09 0 .05 .02 14 0
23 0 0 0 A5 0 0 0
24 72 0 0 .39 Q 01 0
25 02 0 .04 0 0 .25 .10
26 0 A7 1 A5 .15 A2 .34
27 .26 4 7 .09 15 .30 .15
28 .04 0 0 0 .36 0 0
29 0 73 A4 0 1.32 1.09 0
30 0 1.17 1.51 1.14 1.22 1.77 41

Oct 1 1.47 .04 22 31 0 .05 31
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 .09
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 Q .27 0 0 0 0
3 .04 0 02 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0
11 0 0 j 0 0 0 0
12 3 14 0 0 0 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 0 0 0 g 0
17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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through November, 1984.

Table C.2. Daily rainfall (inches) recorded near the East Everglades, August

$-18C

02

.20

.25
2
.02

A5
.08
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.02

12
.07

48

A2
.18

.54

.05
.08
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.03
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05

.22
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Table C.3 Daily rainfall (inches), Everglades National Park and South Dade County,
August through November, 1984.

Tamiami |Homestead |Homestead
Date | P-35 P-38 NP-203 Airp':rt”' Airport™ |Ex.Station™
1 0 0 4] 0 .04 0
2 0 0 0 4] .06 .03
3 .32 0 0 0 .05 .05
4 0 2.15 0 40 1.10 X
5 0 0 0 .02 0 X
6 0 0 2.21 0 0 1.5
7 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 1.45 0 29 0 0 0
9 0 .55 0 0 0 0
10 1.93 .42 0 0 0 0
1 A5 0 0 0 1.20 42
12 .79 0 .72 1.15 .50 X
13 30 0 0 26 0 04
14 0 0 0 0 0 o
15 0 0 0 0 .06 0
16 0 0 0 20 0 0
17 0 0 0 0 0 25
i8 0 .62 72 1.10 .70 X
19 .18 0 ] 0 .95 X
20 0 0 0 .70 65 1.2
21 .62 0 3.68 0 0 0
22 0 1.99 0 1.10 .30 .38
23 0 0 0 15 68 71
24 0 0 75 .05 0 01
25 0 0 0 0 1) ]
26 34 0 Q 0 .20 0
27 0 0 0 15 13 06
28 ¢ 0 0 )] 0 18
29 35 .85 1.15 .28 06 0
30 0 0 0 .01 0 0
31 0 .76 0 0 0 04
1 0 47 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 1.65 0 65 X
3 0 Q 82 .05 .05 1.6
4 0 0 ¢ 05 0 0
5 0 10 0 01 0 0
6 0 0 16 .75 45 18
7 0 0 0 .20 .15 30
8 0 a 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 14 0 0 0 0
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Table C.3 Daily rainfail (inches), Everglades National Park and South Dade County,
August through November, 1984.

Tamiami |Homest Homestead
Date |  P-35 P-38 NP-203 Airport™ zir:;:gd Ex. Station™
11 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 0 0 0 0 0 0
i3 .30 0 0 0 0 .01
14 .24 .55 45 0 0 .02
15 .29 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 .25 0 .05 .01 55
17 A3 0 31 0 .02 X
18 .16 1.78 .25 .01 .15 .86
19 a7 0 .38 25 0 .02
20 .51 .40 0 3.04 15 .65
21 0 0 1.20 .55 .52 .70
22 0 21 0 1.45 .40 X
23 0 0 0 15 .02 X
24 0 .21 0 0 0 .39
25 0 0 0 0 .04 .22
26 0 0 0 0 0 0
27 15 .32 .23 0 A5 .47
28 0 0 43 0 0 40
29 0 0 1.17 .02 0 X
30 1.4 2.35 .60 3.85 1.10 .36
1 .98 0 0 .20 .50 44
2 0 0 0 .35 .40 .60
3 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 04 0 0
5 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 0 .05 0 X
7 0 0 0 0 0 X
8 0 0 0 A5 0 A5
9 0 0 ) .05 0 .02
10 0 0 0 0 0 0
11 0 0 Q 0 0 0
12 A8 0 0 0 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 0 0 0 0 .20 0
15 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 0 0 0 ]
17 0 0 0 0 0 0
18 0 0 0 0 0 0
19 0 0 0 X 0 0
20 0 0 0 X 0 0
21 0 0 g .03 A0 0
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Table C.3 Daily rainfall {inches), Everglades National Park and South Dade County,
August through November, 1984.

Tamiami |Homestead {Homestead
Date | P-35 P-38 NP-203 Airp(:rt‘" ,:irport'“ Ex. Station™
22 0 0 4] 0 0 0
23 0 0 0 0 0 0
24 0 0 0 15 .02 0
25 0 0 0 13 .45 .24
26 0 0 0] A2 A0 04
27 0 0 0 0 .20 X
28 0 0 0 0 0 X
29 0 0 0 0 0 A2
30 0 1] 0 0 .50 .02
31 10 0 4] 0 0 0
1 0 0 .50 .50 42
2 0 0 40 .30 .06
3 1.20 1.00 .35 .25 A2
4 0 0 .02 0 .02
5 )] 0 0 03 01
6 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0
9 0 0 X 0 0
10 0 0 X 0 0
11 0 0 .03 A0 0
12 0 0 0 0 0
13 0 0 0 0 0
14 0 0 0 0 0
15 ] 0 0 0 0
16 0 0 0 0 0
17 0 0 0 0 (V]
18 0 0 0 0 0
19 0 0 0 0 0
20 0 0 0 0 0
21 0 0 ] 0 0 0
22 .50 0 0 02 10 .78
23 0 0 0 1.05 .06 .34
24 0 0 0 .05 .02 .02
25 0 0 ] 0 10 16
26 0 0 0 05 0 0
27 0 0 0 0 0 0
28 0 0 0 0 0 0
29 ] 0 0 0 0 0
30 0 0 40 0 0 0
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Table C.4. Average daily water table level east and west of L-31N
(ft. above MSL), August through November,1984.

Date | G-596 |G-3272 | G-3273 | G-1502 | Rutzke | 200 St.” [Mitchell™| Angels |Krome™ {Humble

Aug1l| 5.27 6.10 6.38 4.38 5.53 6.13 5.85 455
2 5.05 6.00 6.35 4.60 547 6.06 5.77 4.33
3 4.85 5.87 6.30 4.35 5.43 6.01 5.62 4.26
4 4.77 5.92 6.54 4.70 6.01 6.09 6.09 4.20 4.49
5 479 5.84 6.47 4.51 5.68 6.09 5.81 4.1 4.45
6 4.72 575 6.41 437 5.51 6.09 5.64 4.05 4.33
7 4.69 571 6.35 4.1 5.39 6.01 5.50 4.15 4.18
8 4.70 5.63 6.28 4.10 5.26 594 5.39 4.10 4.04
9 4.68 5.56 6.21 404 5.18 5.84 5.31 4.07 3.94
10 4.40 5.50 6.14 3.98 5.05 5.57 5.23 4.05 3.89
11 4.62 5.48 6.11 4.13 4.97 5.69 5.36 4.06 3.94
12 4.86 5.83 6.26 4.48 557 5.92 5.68 4.46 4.29
13 5.13 592 6.42 4.49 6.05 6.22 6.52 4.40 4.43

14 5.04 5.89 6.44 6.40 4.31 5.84 6.19 6.24 4.29 4.27

15 490 5.85 6.43 6.42 422 5.66 6.17 5.93 4.18 414

16 4.82 5.80 6.38 6.39 4.16 5.51 6.13 5.70 413 4.04

17 4.79 5.76 6.43 6.41 4.39 5.47 6.13 5.62 4.09 4.03

18 4.85 5.84 6.40 €.40 4.51 5.59 6.11 5.61 4.25 423

19 4.83 5.92 6.38 6.40 5.18 5.59 6.09 5.63 4.23 4.45

20 4.80 5.88 6.35 6.38 4.82 5.55 5.09 5.58 4.26 452

21 4.73 5.83 6.34 6.32 4.58 5.45 6.01 5.50 4.18 4.49

22 5.65 6.48 6.45 6.53 4.55 5.97 6.34 6.40 5.30 4.65

23 5.32 6.57 6.49 6.56 471 5.86 6.34 6.28 5.08 4.76

24 5.09 6.59 6.52 6.56 4.52 5.78 6.34 6.16 478 4.66

25 5.06 6.58 6.54 6.60 4.26 5.68 6.30 6.03 4.58 4.44

26 5.22 6.73 6.57 6.59 412 5.59 6.30 6.05 458 4.28

27 5.31 6.71 6.60 6.67 4.04 5.76 6.40 6.20 4.60 4.15

28 5.12 6.69 6.61 6.66 4.12 5.66 6.38 6.10 4.46 414

29 5.41 6.78 6.73 6.82 4.39 6.28 6.55 6.40 4.38 4.28

30 5.28 6.73 6.86 6.85 4.49 6.16 6.55 6.40 4.37 4.3

31 517 6.69 6.83 6.80 4.57 6.05 6.59 6.31 4.37 4.31

Sep1| 5.08 6.64 6.79 6.77 4.46 5.97 6.55 6.25 438 4.21

2 529 6.64 6.80 6.78 4.56 6.24 6.59 6.21 4.60 417

3 5.35 6.61 6.77 6.74 4.87 6.07 6.55 6.17 4.73 4.18
4 5.35 6.56 6.74 6.71 4.68 595 6.51 6.10 4.60 4.23
5 5.08 6.52 6.70 6.69 4.61 5.86 6.47 6.02 4.42 4.28
6 6.17 6.53 6.71 6.70 4.69 6.47 6.55 6.84 4.50 443
7 5.88 6.57 6.78 6.77 4.67 6.41 6.61 6.84 4.54 4.44
8 5.59 6.53 6.76 6.74 4.55 6.26 6.55 6.70 4.00 4.30
9 5.46 6.50 6.73 6.71 4.41 6.09 65.51 6.51 3.98 413
10 5.36 6.42 6.69 6.68 4.30 5.93 6.51 6.31 4.31 4.02
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Table C.4. Average daily water table level east and west of L-31N
(ft. above MSL), August through November,1984.

Date | G-596 [G-3272 | G-3273 | G-1502 | Rutzke | 200 St.” |Mitchell™| Angels |Krome™ [Humble

11 5.25 6.36 6.65 6.65 4.28 5.78 6.47 6.13 4.82 3.97

12 5.17 6.28 6.62 6.60 4.27 5.68 6.34 5.96 4.20 3.96

13 5.04 6.19 6.57 6.55 428 5.61 6.34 5.86 413 3.98

14 493 6.10 6.53 6.52 4.21 5.55 6.26 5.73 4.02 3.95

15 4.82 6.00 6.47 6.47 424 5.47 6.17 5.61 3.98 3.95

16 474 6.00 6.45 6.44 4.41 5.43 6.13 5.69 3.98 3.96

17 4.69 5.87 6.39 6.40 4.31 5.36 6.07 5.56 3.87 3.95

18 4.68 5.81 6.44 6.47 4.53 5.51 6.13 5.99 4.20 4.08

19 478 5.75 6.40 6.45 4.47 5.51 6.05 5.73 4.10 4.14

20 493 6.08 6.61 6.63 4.68 5.80 6.34 6.33 4.55 4.28

21 5.19 6.13 6.64 6.65 4.78 5.93 6.42 6.37 4.70 4.45

22 5.49 6.36 6.75 6.73 4.69 6.01 6.40 6.53 4.96 4.45

23 5.63 6.41 6.72 6.68 4.52 5.84 6.42 5.38 492 4.36

24 5.58 6.40 5.68 6.66 4.46 5.76 65.40 6.21 4.82 4.28

25 5.47 6.37 6.64 6.62 4.46 5.64 6.34 6.05 4.71 4.26

26 5.37 6.33 6.61 6.59 4.44 5.59 6.30 5.95 4.63 4.22

27 5.30 6.30 6.60 6.57 414 5.64 6.30 5.89 4.70 4.05

28 524 6.28 6.58 6.55 4.38 5.51 6.26 5.85 4.62 4.08

29 5.20 6.33 6.56 6.58 4.48 5.47 6.26 5.81 457 4.16

30 5.74 6.51 6.79 6.78 5.51 6.45 6.51 6.70 4.9 4.48

Oct1] 6.12 6.65 6.85 6.83 5.24 6.41 6.59 6.82 5.28 473

2 6.08 6.68 6.87 6.85 5.13 6.34 6.67 6.79 5.32 4.69

5.91 6.67 6.86 6.88 4.90 6.20 6.63 6.68 5.20

5.75 6.64 6.83 6.81 4.77 6.09 6.59 6.55 5.06

5.61 6.61 6.80 6.79 4.76 6.01 6.55 6.43 4.93

5.42 6.52 6.75 6.73 4.60 584 6.51 6.21 4.74

3
4
3
6 5.50 6.56 6.77 6.75 4.65 5.93 6.51 6.30 4.78
7
8

5.38 6.48 6.73 6.71 4.56 584 6.51 6.16 4.65

9 531 6.42 6.70 6.69 4.49 5.76 6.42 6.05 453

10 5.21 6.38 6.67 6.65 4.43 568 6.42 5.95 4.45

11 5.12 6.30 6.63 6.62 444 563 6.43 5.86

12 5.05 6.22 6.59 6.57 4.45 5.55 6.34 5.77 4.33

13 5.00 6.14 6.55 6.54 4.50 5.53 6.26 571 4.26

14 435 6.07 6.50 6.51 4.44 5.47 6.19 5.65 4.24

15 4.92 597 6.45 6.46 4.40 5.43 6.17 5.56 4.1

16 4.87 5.89 6.41 6.42 4.30 5.34 6.09 552 414

17 4.81 5.78 6.36 6.35 4.19 5.30 6.01 5.45 4.10

18 4.77 5.70 6.31 6.33 418 522 5.94 5.38 4.10

19 4.7 5.62 6.25 6.28 412 5.18 5.92 5.32 4.08

20 4.66 5.54 6.20 6.25 4.04 5.14 5.86 5.26 4.03

21 4.66 5.49 6.15 6.20 3.94 5.05 5.80 5.22 4.05
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Table C.4. Average daily water table level east and west of L-31N
(ft. above MSL), August through November,1984.

Date | G-596 |G-3272 [ G-3273 | G-1502 | Rutzke | 200 5t.™ [Mitchell™| Angels |Krome™ |Humble

22 4.66 5.43 6.13 6.15 3.93 493 5.67 5.17 4.04
23 4.60 5.37 6.05 6.06 3N 4.89 5.67 5.12 4.04
24 4.55 5.32 6.01 6.03 3.87 493 563 5.07 403
25 452 5.31 6.05 6.07 3.85 4.93 5.67 5.09 4.02
26 4.51 5.28 5.96 5.98 3.83 4.91 5.61 5.05 4.02
27 4.49 5.25 592 5.99 3.83 4.84 5.55 5.00 4.00
28 448 5.24 5.96 5.95 3.85 4,82 5.53 4.96 3.98
29 4.46 522 5.87 5.90 3.79 472 5.42 493 3.97
30 4.43 5.19 5.81 5.86 3.75 4.70 5.42 4.89 3.97
31 4.42 5.16 5.79 5.83 3.73 468 5.34 4.86 3.96
Novi| 4.43 5.23 579 5.83 3.93 4.76 5.38 492 4.03
2 4.46 531 5.86 5.84 4.00 4.89 5.42 495 4.05
3 4.54 5.37 5.84 5.86 406 4.84 5.42 5.02 4.19
4 4.67 5.48 5.85 5.85 4.09 4.80 5.42 5.10 4.20
5 472 5.49 5.85 5.86 4.09 4.84 5.38 5.1 4.1
6 472 5.49 5.85 5.86 4.08 484 5.34 5.08 418
7 4.69 5.47 5.82 5.82 3.98 4.59 5.26 5.04 4.40
8 470 5.48 581 5.81 3.98 4.76 5.26 5.09 410 3.84
9 4.68 5.50 582 5.81 4.01 468 5.26 5.01 4.1 3.85
10 4.65 5.82 5.79 3.91 4.58 5.26 5.00 4.00 3.79
11 4.67 5.81 5.79 3.88 468 5.26 5.00 4.1 3.74
12 4.70 5.80 5.77 3.82 4.59 5.17 4.99 412 3.69
13 4.69 3.79 574 3.83 4.51 5.17 497 4.10 3.68
14 4.66 578 5.72 3.73 453 5.13 4.96 410 3.62
15 4.67 5.77 5.72 3.80 4.47 5.11 494 4.09 3.63

16 4.60 5.45 5.76 5.7Q 3.74 4.47 5.09 5.06 4,02 3.62

17 4.60 5.45 5.76 5.70 3.71 4.47 5.09 493 4.02 3.59

18 460 5.46 5.76 5.68 3.69 4.43 5.05 4.91 4.00 3.57

19 458 543 5.75 5.68 3.76 4.43 5.09 4.9 4.00 3.58

20 4.52 5.41 5.74 5.66 3.69 4.51 5.09 4.90 3.95 3.58

21 4.54 5.42 5.75 5.69 3.93 4.47 5.05 4.9 3.96 3.59

22 4.57 5.45 5.84 574 410 5.16 3.65
23 470 5.67 5.96 5.79 4.07 5.25 3.69
24 4.85 5.69 5.96 5.84 4.07 534 374
25 4.91 570 5.96 5.89 4.03 5.30 3.74

26 492 571 594 5.92 408 484 5.42 5.25 4.32 3.79

27 4.86 5.69 5.91 5.91 4.00 4.80 5.38 5.22 427 3.81

28 4.85 5.68 5.92 5.89 4.00 4.76 5.47 5.20 423 3.81

29 478 5.68 5.93 5.87 3.98 4.76 5.34 5.19 4.22 3.81

30 4.82 5.67 592 5.88 3.95 4.72 5.30 5.18 4.19 3.80
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Table C.5. Average daily upstream(l), downstream(D), and gate(G) data at
various water control structures, August through November,1984.

Date | S-176V | $-194D | S-331V | S-3310 | 5-333V | S$-3330 | 5-333G | S-334U | S-3340

Aug1| 4.03 4.38 4.18 4.82 9.25 6.76 Q 65.88
2 4.37 4.52 3.99 4.73 9.24 6.75 3.00 7.10 438
3 4.05 4.31 424 4.37 9.10 7.29 3.00 7.38 4.54
4 4.42 425 4.1 4.52 92.10 7.32 3.00 7.42 4.53
5 4.20 4.21 4.19 447 9.08 7.32 3.00 7.42 448
6 4.09 415 4.23 4.3 9.05 7.39 3.00 7.46 450
7 3.92 4.01 4.39 4.09 9.04 7.33 3.00 7.48 4.66
8 3.88 3N 4.42 4.00 8.98 7.36 3.70 7.52 4.67
9 3.84 3.82 4.41 3.95 8.96 7.41 3.70 7.54 4.68
10 3.81 3.79 4.40 394 §.94 7.41 3.70 7.54 4.66
11 3.87 3.86 4.43 4.02 8.94 7.48 3.75 7.55 4.70
12 4.19 3.93 4.43 4351 8.92 7.45 3.50 7.56 4.77
13 4.05 3.98 4.43 4.49 8.97 7.42 3.50 7.54 4.77
14 4.09 393 437 4.40 898 7.44 3.50 7.53 4.69
15 4.01 3.87 4.41 422 8.94 7.42 3.50 7.52 4.69
16 3.97 383 444 4.1 893 7.42 3.50 7.53 4.1
17 4.07 3.83 4.45 420 8.92 7.42 3.50 7.53 473
18 4.31 393 4.36 459 8.94 7.46 3.50 7.54 4.68
19 4.07 4.03 4.30 4.59 8.98 7.42 3.50 7.56 4.66
20 4.43 4.11 416 4.64 8.92 7.45 3.50 1.57 4.64
21 4.28 413 4.40 4.55 8.91 7.43 3.50 7.58 4.85
22 4.01 4.31 4.63 5.04 8.97 7.50 3.50 7.59 5.09
23 4.29 4.66 4.15 5.22 8.99 7.45 3.00 7.43 4.66
24 4.01 4,53 421 4.90 9.12 7.11 0 7.26 4.65
25 384 432 4.39 4.59 9.15 7.10 0 7.22 4.82
26 373 418 4.55 4.35 9.17 7.05 0 7.15 493
27 3.63 4.06 443 4.42 9.17 7.00 0 7.10 4.84
28 3.98 4.02 435 4.59 9.18 6.92 0 7.06 4.76
29 4.30 4.08 4.41 476 9.20 6.91 0 7.06 481
30 4.27 4.09 434 477 9.20 6.96 0 7.09 4.77
31 4.30 4.07 428 473 9.22 6.95 0 7.06 4.71
[sep 1] 411 4.05 490 4.20 9.26 6.93 0 7.05 5.17
2 422 4.02 5.00 4.27 9.29 6.97 0 7.08 5.26
3 4.29 4.00 5.02 4.30 9.30 6.94 0 7.07 5.30
4 4.39 3.99 438 4.74 9.18 6.92 0 7.02 4.80
5 4.32 4.01 4.33 4.83 9.29 6.89 0 7.01 4.74
6 4.06 4.09 4.59 491 9.29 6.91 0 7.01 4,95
7 4.36 411 4.41 484 9.33 6.86 0 6.97 4.77
8 4.12 4.04 4.86 4.18 9.32 6.83 0 6.94 5.09
9 403 3.95 4.80 411 9.24 6.78 0 6.93 5.07
10 3.95 3.88 4.75 4.02 9.30 6.80 0 6.91 499
11 4.02 3.83 4.68 4.03 9.29 6.78 0 6.88 4.92
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Table C.5. Average daily upstream(U), downstream(D), and gate(G) data at
various water control structures, August through November,1984.

Date | S-176Y | $-194D | S-331U | $-3310 | S-333V | S-3330 | $-333G | S5-334¥ | 5-334D

12 4.02 3.80 4.43 419 9.19 7.03 3.00 7.7 471

i3 3.91 3.79 4.33 4.20 9.14 7.3 3.00 7.41 4.61

14 4.07 3.76 4.21 4.20 9.1 7.34 3.00 7.46 4.50

15 411 374 418 4.17 9.00 7.35 3.00 7.48 4.46

16 4.22 3.72 4.15 4.24 9.10 7.36 3.00 7.48 4.44

17 412 3.70 4.29 4.09 9.10 7.35 3.00 7.48 4.54

18 417 in 4.46 417 9.09 7.37 3.00 7.50 4.7

19 4.25 3.79 4.58 4.25 9.09 7.37 3.00 7.50 4.81

20 4.44 3.92 4.71 4.52 9.14 7.40 3.00 7.54 4.96

21 4.36 4.06 4.70 4.63 9.15 7.41 3.00 7.46 5.00
22 4.24 411 5.24 4.34 9.28 7.09 0 7.18 5.46
23 413 415 5.16 4.26 92.30 7.10 0 7.11 5.40
24 423 418 5.09 4.29 2.30 7.00 0 7.08 5.31
25 4.25 4.17 4.99 4.31 9.30 6.90 0 7.04 5.21
26 4.23 4.09 493 418 9.31 6.96 0 7.03 5.14
27 3.58 3.92 4.86 4.01 9.30 6.84 0 7.02 5.17
28 4.20 4.02 4.81 4.25% 9.30 6.84 0 7.00 5.10
29 4.31 418 4.M 4.32 9.34 6.82 0 6.98 5.15
30 4.75 4.34 533 474 9.40 6.90 0 7.05 5.56
Oct1] 4.46 4.48 541 4.74 9.44 6.96 0 7.11 5.65
2 4.45 451 5.28 4.69 9.50 6.96 0 7.09 5.52
3 4.28 4.50 5.12 4.61 9.50 6.94 0 7.06 5.39
4 4.16 4.42 5.03 4.52 9.49 690 0 7.03 5.29
5 433 4.38 495 4.52 9.49 6.90 0 7.01 5.22
6 419 4.30 490 4.39 9.48 6.86 0 7.00 5.16
7 4.33 4.21 493 4.33 9.48 6.85 0 6.98 5.19
8 412 412 4.81 4.32 2.49 6.84 0 6.97 5.06
9 4.10 4.06 4.69 4.27 9.48 6.84 0 6.96 493
10 410 4.00 462 4.23 9.47 6.81 0 6.94 4.87
1 418 3.97 4.60 4.25 9.45 6.79 0 6.92 4.84
12 4.18 3.90 4.57 4.31 9.44 6.77 0 6.91 410
13 4.40 3.87 455 4.36 9.42 6.76 0 6.90 4.79
14 4.31 384 4.59 4.28 9.34 7.04 0 6.89 4.81
15 4.27 3.80 448 4.31 9.31 7.01 3.00 7.18 472

16 415 3.76 442 4.24 9.26 7.33 3.00 7.44 468

17 4.05 3.70 4.52 4.06 9.27 7.35 3.50 7.50 474

18 4.18 3.65 4.36 4.15 9.18 7.43 3.50 7.54 4.61

19 4.10 3.59 4.37 4.07 9.15 7.44 3.50 7.55 4.62

20 3.92 353 4.50 3.87 9.13 7.43 3.50 7.56 474

21 3.81 3.46 4.53 3.78 9.11 7.43 3.50 7.56 477

22 3.85 3.40 4.29 3.96 9.08 7.43 3.50 7.57 457

23 3.73 3.38 4.33 3.85 9.08 7.44 3.50 7.56 458
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Table C.5. Average daily upstream(U), downstream{D}, and gate(G) data at
various water control structures, August through November,1984.

Date | S-176Y | $-194D | S-331¢ | S-331D § 5-333¥ | S-3330 | S-3336 | S-334U | $-3340

24 3.33 3.34 4.31 3.81 9.05 7.45 3.50 7.56 4.56

25 3.75 3.28 4.34 3.74 9.03 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.57

26 3.72 3.26 433 373 9.02 7.44 3.50 7.57 458

27 3.70 3.24 4.31 3.72 9.00 7.45 3.50 7.57 4.57

28 3.73 3.22 4.30 3.72 8.98 7.45 3.50 7.56 4.56

29 3.69 3.17 4.30 3.69 8.95 7.47 3.50 7.56 4,53

30 3.67 3.03 4.35 3.68 894 7.43 3.50 7.50 4.60

3 3.67 2.98 438 3.72 8.91 7.40 3.50 7.47 4.65

Nov. 1} 3.78 2.94 4.37 3.82 8.90 7.40 3.70 7.48 4.64

384 2.97 4.55 398 887 7.42 4.00 7.47 483

4.06 3.02 478 4.11 8.86 7.39 4.00 7.52 5.06

4.09 3.06 4.75 4.13 892 7.48 3.50 7.60 5.00

418 3.10 4.56 425 8.89 7.47 3.50 7.59 4.79

4.01 3.12 4.76 4.05 8.87 7.46 3.50 7.58 497

2
3
4
5 413 3.10 4.67 4.16 8.90 7.49 3.50 7.61 4.91
6
7
8

4.08 3.13 4.60 4.11 8.87 7.47 3.50 7.59 483

9 4.25 3.10 4.45 4.24 8.85 7.46 3.50 7.58 4.83

10 3.96 3.10 4.70 397 8.82 7.45 3.50 7.57 474

11 3.90 3.09 4.68 3.94 8.80 7.45 3.50 7.59 4,97

12 3.88 3.09 4.71 3.9 8.78 7.46 3.50 7.58 4.97

13 3.96 3.08 449 4.05 8.75 7.45 3.50 7.57 478

14 3.75 3.06 472 3.82 8.74 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.98

15 3.91 3.04 4.25 418 872 7.43 3.50 7.56 4.62

16 3.75 3.02 4.56 3.86 871 7.44 3.50 7.56 4.85

17 3.77 3.01 4.50 3.85 8.71 7.47 3.50 7.56 478

18 3.76 2.99 449 383 8.67 7.46 3.50 7.54 4.78

19 4.02 2.97 412 418 8.65 7.42 3.50 7.55 4.52

20 3.73 2.96 4.49 3.81 8.64 7.42 3.50 7.55 476

21 4.00 2.96 4.08 4.21 8.63 7.42 3.50 7.55 4.47

22 3.92 2.99 4.54 3.95 3.00 7.55 4.79
23 3.95 3.01 4.69 4.01 3.00 7.60 4.97
24 4.02 3.03 4.83 4.04 3.00 7.54 5.07
25 4.00 3.05 4.85 404 3.00 7.50 5.10
26 4.02 3.07 448 4.38 7.38 3.00 7.49 4.84

27 403 3.10 4.76 4.09 8.66 7.37 3.00 7.48 5.06

28 4.07 3.11 462 4.16 8.65 7.36 3.00 7.49 4.93

29 4.07 N 4.61 416 8.65 7.36 3.00 7.48 4.90

30 4.05 3.14 4.61 414 8.64 7.35 3.00 7.40 4.91
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Table C.6. Average daily water levels (ft. above MSL) , Everglades
‘National Park,August through November, 1984

Date P-33 P-34 P-35 P-36 P-38 NP-201 NP-206

Aug 1 6.80 2.82 2.37 449 1.99 8.08 6.09
2 6.79 2.83 2.36 4.47 1.98 8.07 6.07
3 6.79 284 2.33 4.45 1.98 8.06 6.05
4 6.78 2.84 2.34 4.46 2.10 8.06 6.08
5 6.78 284 2.32 4.44 2.10 8.04 6.06
6 6.79 2.82 2.30 4.43 2.07 8.03 6.04
7 6.80 2.82 2.29 4.41 2.04 8.02 6.02
8 6.79 2.82 2.32 4.41 2.01 8.00 6.05
9 6.79 2.82 2.39 4.43 2.03 7.98 6.11
10 6.78 2.81 2.40 4.43 2.05 7.95 6.09
11 6.77 2.85 2.46 4.43 2.05 7.93 6.06
12 6.78 2.90 2.46 4.44 2.04 7.92 6.07
13 6.78 2.90 2.46 445 2.03 7.0 6.11
14 6.75 2.90 2.42 4.45 2.01 7.90 6.09
15 6.75 2.86 2.38 4.44 1.98 7.88 6.06
16 6.74 2.85 2.34 4.43 1.97 7.87 6.05
17 6.74 2.81 2.32 4.41 1.95 7.86 6.07
18 6.73 2.78 2.29 4.51 1.94 7.85 6.08
19 6.73 2.75 2.29 4.57 1.97 7.86 6.10
20 6.73 2.75 2.29 4.54 1.95 7.85 6.08
21 6.77 2.79 2.31 453 1.94 7.91 6.11
22 6.92 2.99 2.36 4.56 1.96 8.00 6.19
23 6.93 2.97 2.36 4.55 2.06 7.98 6.18
24 6.95 2.95 236 4.55 2.03 7.97 6.18
25 6.96 297 2.36 4.56 2.02 7.98 6.17
26 6.94 2.96 2.37 4.57 2.00 7.97 6.17
27 5.91 295 2.40 4.56 2.00 7.97 6.16
28 6.86 2.94 2.40 4.55 2.00 7.97 6.16
29 6.84 2.92 2.40 4.53 2.01 7.97 6.19
30 6.84 297 2.42 452 2.09 7.99 6.31
3N 6.83 3.03 2.42 4.51 2.1 8.00 6.31

Sep 1 6.83 3.00 2.41 4.50 2.13 8.01 6.29
2 6.82 2.97 242 4.51 2.16 8.02 6.36
3 6.82 2.94 2.41 4.51 2.17 8.02 6.43
4 5.81 292 241 451 217 8.02 6.37
5 6.83 293 2.4 4.52 2.17 8.04 6.33
6 6.83 292 2.40 4.52 2.18 8.06 6.30
7 6.82 2N 2.39 452 217 8.07 6.27
8 6.81 2.88 2.38 4.51 2.15 8.06 6.25
9 6.80 2.85 2.36 4.50 213 8.05 6.22
10 6.79 2.83 2.35 4.49 2.12 8.05 6.20
11 6.77 2.80 2.34 4.48 2.10 8.04 6.17
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Table C.6. Average daily water levels (ft. above MSL) , Everglades
National Park,August through November, 1984

Date P-33 P-34 P-35 P-36 P-38 NP-201 NP-206
12 6.76 2.78 2.34 4.4% 2.1 8.03 6.15
13 6.76 277 2.34 4.45 2.09 8.03 6.13
14 6.75 2.76 2.36 4.44 2.07 8.02 6.12
15 - 6.75 2.76 2.38 4.44 2.07 8.01 6.10
16 6.75 2.79 2.42 4.46 2.09 7.99 6.17
17 6.75 2.78 2.41 4.44 2.09 7.98 6.18
18 6.76 2.77 2.41 4.50 2.10 7.99 6.23
19 6.76 2.80 2.44 4.56 2.17 8.01 6.23
20 6.79 2.85 2.49 4.56 2.26 8.03 6.24
21 5.84 2.87 2.52 4.54 2.30 8.07 6.23
22 6.93 292 2.51 4.53 2.31 8.08 6.23
23 6.88 2.89 2.49 4.51 2.27 8.07 6.21
24 6.84 2.87 2.46 4.50 2.25 8.07 6.19
25 6.82 2.85 2.43 4.48 2.23 8.06 6.18
26 6.80 2.84 2.41 4.47 2.21 8.06 6.17
27 6.81 283 2.40 4.47 2.21 8.08 6.17
28 6.82 2.81 2.41 448 2.21 3.09 6.17
29 6.83 2.79 2.41 4.50 219 810 6.15
30 6.93 2.90 2.48 455 2.26 8.16 6.27

Oct 1 7.01 ER R 2.58 4.63 2.34 8.24 6.36
2 7.01 3.07 2.60 4.65 2.35 8.26 6.37
3 7.00 3.07 2.55 4.63 2.32 B.25 6.34
4 6.98 3.06 2.52 462 2.30 8.24 6.33
5 6.97 3.06 2.48 4.60 2.28 8.23 6.31
b 6.96 3.05 2.45 4.59 2.26 8.22 6.29
7 6.94 3.04 243 4.58 2.24 3.23 6.28
8 6.93 3.03 2.40 457 2.22 8.23 6.27
9 6.92 3.01 2.39 455 2.21 8.23 6.26
10 6.90 2.99 2.37 454 2.19 8.22 6.25
1k 6.89 296 2.35 453 217 8.22 6.23
12 6.88 294 233 4.52 2.15 8.21 6.21
13 6.38 2.93 2.34 4.51 214 8.21 6.20
14 6.87 2.9 234 4.50 212 8.20 6.18
15 6.86 2.89 2.33 4.49 2.11 8.20 6.17
16 6.86 2.87 2.32 4.48 2.09 8.19 6.15
17 6.85 2.85 2.3 4.46 2.08 8.17 6.13
18 6.85 2.84 2.2 4.45 2.06 8.16 6.12
19 6.85 2.82 2.26 4.44 2.04 8.14 6.09
20 6.84 2.80 2.24 444 2.03 8.12 6.07
21 6.84 2.78 2.23 4.43 2.01 8.10 6.06
22 6.34 2.77 2.22 4.42 1.99 8.09 65.03
23 6.83 2.75 22 442 1.98 8.08 6.01
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Table C.6. Average daily water levels (ft. above MSL) , Everglades
National Park,August through November, 1984

Date P-33 P-34 P-35 P-36 P-38 NP-201 NP-206
24 6.83 2.76 2.18 4.40 1.96 8.06 599
25 6.81 2.75 217 4.40 1.94 8.04 5.99
26 6.81 275 2.16 4.40 1.93 8.02 5.98
27 6.81 2.75 2.16 4.39 1.93 8.02 5.96
28 6.80 2.77 2.16 4.39 1.91 8.00 5.94
29 6.79 2.77 2.15 4.38 1.89 7.98 592
30 6.78 2.76 2.12 438 1.88 7.97 5.90
31 6.78 2.7% 2.09 4.37 1.86 7.97 5.88

Nov 1 0.77 275 2.06 4.38 1.86 7.95 5.90
2 6.76 2.74 2.04 4.39 1.86 7.94 5.90
3 6.78 274 2.05 4.44 1.87 8.00 5.87
4 6.82 2.82 2221 4.53 1.85 8.06 5.85
5 6.82 2.88 2.22 4.52 1.83 8.02 5.82
6 6.81 2.89 2.22 4.50 1.82 8.00 5.77
7 6.80 2.88 219 4.48 1.80 7.97 5.71
8 6.79 2.87 2.13 4.45 1.79 7.94 5.66
9 6.78 2.87 2.08 444 1.78 7.92 5.62
10 6.77 2.86 2.05 4.43 1.77 7.90 5.56
1 6.76 2.86 2.04 4.41 1.76 7.89 5.52
12 6.75 2.86 2.06 4.40 1.75 7.87 5.47
13 6.74 2.86 2.06 4.39 1.73 7.84 5.40
14 6.72 2.85 2.03 4.37 1.72 7.83 5.33
15 6.71 2.84 1.95 4.36 1.7 7.81 5.28
16 6.70 2.83 1.92 436 1.70 7.80 5.24
17 6.70 2.82 1.90 4.35 1.70 7.78 519
18 6.68 2.81 1.89 4.34 1.69 7.77 5.14
19 6.68 2.80 1.90 4.33 1.68 71.76 5.10
20 6.67 2.79 1.93 4.33 1.67 7.75 5.07
21 6.66 2.77 1.93 4.33 1.64 7.74 5.13
22 6.66 2.77 1.94 4.34 1.66 7.73 5.26
23 6.68 2.80 2.01 4.37 1.68 7.76 5.32
24 6.68 279 2.04 4.36 1.68 7.76 5.35
25 6.67 2.79 2.02 4.34 1.67 7.74 5.32
26 6.65 2.77 2.00 433 1.66 773 5.28
27 6.64 2.76 2.00 4.31 1.66 7.72 5.24
28 6.63 275 2.00 4.30 1.65 7.7 5.21
29 6.63 2.74 2.01 4.29 1.65 7.7 5.19
30 6.62 2.73 2.01 429 1.64 7.7 5.18
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Table C.7. Average daily water levels, N.E.S.R.S. and vicinity, August
through November, 1984

Date | Ness1 Ness 2 Ness 3 3B-SE L-67XE | L-67XW | G-618 | G-1487

Augt| 6.72 6.53 6.90 6.98 7.83 6.65 5.13
2 6.71 6.51 6.83 65.96 7.81 6.88 4.62
3 6.69 6.50 6.21 6.80 5.95 7.80 6.94 4.54
4 6.73 6.55 6.32 - 6.76 6.96 7.80 6.96 453
5 6.74 6.56 6.39 6.72 6.94 7.7% 6.96 4.51
6 6.78 6.62 6.44 6.69 7.05 7.82 7.09 466
7 6.81 6.66 6.49 6.67 7.04 7.81 7.02 476
8 6.79 6.66 6.52 6.65 6.98 7.77 7.03 476
9 6.78 6.66 6.54 6.63 6.94 7.75 7.03 4.76
10 6.76 6.67 6.57 6.60 6.92 7.73 7.03 475
11 6.77 6.71 6.60 6.62 6.92 7.72 7.16 495
12 6.82 6.78 6.70 6.70 6.93 7.71 7.15 5.04
13 6.86 6.80 6.71 6.71 6.91 7.69 7.12 5.03
14 6.87 6.79 6.70 6.71 6.89 7.67 7.10 4.96
15 6.86 6.78 6.68 6.68 6.89 7.65 7.09 4.83
16 6.86 6.77 6.68 6.66 6.89 7.64 7.07 4.79
17 6.86 6.77 6.68 6.64 6.89 7.62 7.07 479
18 6.86 6.77 6.73 6.72 6.90 7.61 7.09 4.83
19 6.89 6.81 6.78 6.75 6.93 7.61 7.14 485
20 6.91 6.85 5.78 .73 6.95 7.61 7.12 4.84
21 6.97 6.90 6.82 6.79 7.02 7.65 7.18 5.70
22 7.15 7.06 7.03 6.97 7.19 7.78 7.18 571
23 7.13 7.03 7.03 7.01 7.7 1.77 7.16 4.94
24 7.12 7.01 6.96 6.99 7.17 7.76 7.04 5.08
25 7.13 7.00 6.92 6.96 7.18 1.77 7.02 5.29
26 7.10 5.96 6.88 6.93 7.16 7.76 6.94 5.36
27 7.07 6.91 6.83 6.89 7.13 7.75 6.89 6.83
28 7.03 6.87 6.76 6.85 7.10 7.74 585 5.19
29 7.03 6.85 6.71 6.88 7.08 7.74 6.85 5.26
30 7.04 6.84 6.70 6.96 FAR 7.76 6.86 519
31 7.02 6.83 6.94 7.09 7.75% 6.84 5.11

Sep 1 7.00 6.84 6.66 6.92 7.07 7.75 6.84 5.36
2 6.98 6.83 6.67 7.00 7.05 7.75 6.94 5.28
3 6.96 6.83 6.70 7.01 7.03 7.75 6.89 527
4 6.95 6.81 6.97 7.02 7.75 6.83 5.27
5 6.93 6.77 6.59 6.95 7.00 7.75 6.60 5.15
6 6.93 6.77 6.58 5.94 7.02 7.79 6.60 5.37
7 6.92 6.75 6.53 6.90 7.04 7.80 6.57 5.20
8 6.90 6.72 6.47 6.85 7.02 7.78 6.54 508
9 6.88 6.70 6.80 7.00 1.77 6.51 5.08
10 6.86 6.67 6.39 6.75 6.97 7.76 6.49 5.02
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Table C.7. Average daily water levels, N.E.S.R.S. and vicinity, August
through November, 1984

Date | Ness 1 Ness 2 Ness 3 3B-SE L-67XE | L-67XW | G-618 | G-1487
1 6.84 6.64 6.33 6.69 6.95 7.75 6.64 4.96
12 6.82 6.62 6.27 6.64 6.94 7.74 6.79 4.91
13 6.80 6.60 5.28 6.60 6.93 7.74 4.80
14 6.78 6.59 6.37 6.54 6.92 7.73 4.69
15 6.77 6.59 6.43 - 6.49 6.91 7.72 4.61
16 6.77 6.60 6.45 6.46 6.90 7.72 4.58
17 6.76 6.61 6.46 6.43 6.87 7.70 454
18 6.77 6.67 6.53 6.47 6.90 7.71 4.64
19 6.79 6.69 6.57 6.52 6.89 7.72 4.92
20 6.84 6.76 6.64 6.61 6.90 7.74 7.06 4.98
21 6.39 6.80 6.72 6.69 6.93 7.75 7.10 5.37
22 6.98 6.85 6.76 6.75 6.99 7.80 6.99 5.48
23 6.98 6.83 6.71 6.77 7.05 7.80 6.89 5.45
24 6.97 6.80 6.66 6.78 7.05 7.79 6.85 5.41
25 6.95 6.77 6.61 6.76 7.04 7.78 6.82 5.30
26 6.93 6.75 6.56 6.74 7.03 7.78 6.79 5.21
27 6.92 6.74 6.54 6.74 7.03 7.79 6.77 5.15
28 6.91 6.72 6.50 6.73 7.03 7.80 6.76 5.1
29 6.90 6.70 6.46 6.71 7.05 6.74 574
30 6.99 6.76 6.51 6.83 7.16 7.90 6.84 5.78

Oct 1 7.05 6.84 6.62 6.91 7.23 7.96 6.87 5.79
2 7.05 6.84 6.66 6.94 7.24 7.98 6.86 5.75
3 7.03 6.82 6.65 693 7.21 7.96 6.84 5.55
4 7.01 6.80 6.63 6.92 7.19 7.94 6.82 5.43
5 7.00 6.78 6.59 6.91 7.16 7.93 6.80 531
6 6.97 6.75 6.54 6.88 7.15 7.92 6.78 5.23
7 6.95 6.74 6.51 6.87 7.13 7.9 6.77 5.19
8 6.94 6.73 6.48 6.85 7.1 7.91 6.76 5.19
9 6.93 6.72 6.44 6.83 7.10 7.9 6.75 5.03
10 6.91 6.69 6.39 6.79 7.09 7.91 6.74 494
" 6.89 6.67 6.34 6.75 7.07 7.89 6.72 4388
12 6.88 6.65 6.30 6.71 7.07 7.89 6.70 484
13 6.87 6.63 6.26 6.68 7.07 7.90 6.69 4.82
14 6.85 6.62 6.22 6.64 7.05 7.89 6.68 4.80
15 6.84 6.60 6.18 6.61 7.04 7.88 6.89 4.80
16 6.82 6.58 6.24 6.57 7.03 7.87 6.95 476
17 6.80 6.57 6.39 6.54 7.02 7.86 6.99 4.73
18 6.79 6.57 6.47 6.52 7.01 7.85 7.00 4.7
19 6.78 6.59 6.53 6.48 6.99 7.83 7.01 4.66
20 6.77 6.61 6.55 6.46 6.98 7.81 7.02 467
21 6.77 6.63 6.58 6.45 6.96 7.80 7.02 4.68
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Table C.7. Average daily water levels, N.E.S.R.S. and vicinity, August
through November, 1984

Date

Ness 1 Ness 2 Ness 3 3B-SE L-67XE | L-67XW | G-618 | G-1487
22 6.78 6.65 6.60 6.44 6.95 7.78 7.03 4.68
23 6.79 6.67 6.60 6.43 6.95 7.77 7.03 4.61
24 6.79 6.70 6.61 6.42 6.94 7.76 7.03 4.60
25 6.81 6.71 6.62 6.41 6.94 7.75 7.03 4.51
26 6.81 6.72 6.62 6.40 6.93 7.74 7.04 4.51
27 6.82 5.73 6.63 6.38 6.92 7.72 7.04 4.51
28 6.83 6.74 6.63 6.36 6.92 7.71 7.04 4.51
29 6.84 6.74 6.63 6.35 6.91 7.69 7.03 4.51
30 6.84 6.74 6.63 5.34 6.90 7.68 7.03 454
31 6.84 6.74 6.62 6.33 6.89 7.66 7.00 4.56
Nov1| ®&.85 6.75 6.62 6.89 7.65 7.03 4.54
2 6.88 6.77 6.64 6.91 7.66 7.07 4.83
3 6.93 6.79 6.66 6.98 7.68 7.11 4.89
4 7.03 6.86 6.69 7.07 7.74 7.1 4.9
5 7.02 6.88 6.71 7.07 7.74 7.11 4.87
6 7.02 6.87 6.72 7.07 7.72 7.11 4.89
7 7.01 5.86 6.73 7.06 7.69 7.09 5.00
8 7.00 6.85 6.73 7.04 7.66 7.08 4.81
9 6.99 6.85 6.73 7.02 7.64 7.08 485
10 6.98 6.84 6.73 7.01 7.63 7.07 4.96
1 6.97 6.84 6.74 7.01 7.61 7.07 4.88
12 6.96 6.83 6.74 7.00 7.59 7.06 4.88
13 6.95 6.82 6.73 6.98 7.57 7.05 4.88
14 6.94 6.82 6.73 65.98 7.55 7.05 497
15 65.94 6.81 6.72 6.97 7.54 7.04 4.83
16 6.93 6.81 6.71 6.97 7.53 7.04 4.88
17 6.93 6.81 6.71 6.96 7.51 7.04 4.71
18 6.93 6.80 6.70 6.96 7.49 7.04 471
19 6.93 6.80 6.68 6.95 7.48 7.04 4.70
20 6.93 6.80 65.68 6.95 7.47 7.03 4.78
21 6.93 6.80 6.67 6.95 7.46 7.03 463
22 6.93 6.81 6.68 5.96 7.45 7.03 476
23 6.96 6.84 6.76 6.99 7.47 7.08 4.95
24 8.97 6.85 6.79 7.00 7.47 7.08 5.00
25 6.97 6.84 6.78 6.99 7.45 7.05 5.02
26 6.96 6.83 6.76 6.98 7.44 7.04 5.03
27 6.95 6.82 6.74 6.98 7.43 7.03 5.08
28 6.95 6.82 6.73 6.97 7.42 7.04 4.91
29 6.94 6.81 6.72 6.97 7.41 7.03 4.29
30 6.94 6.83 6.72 6.96 7.40 7.02 4.87
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Table C.8. Miscellaneous average daily water levels and flow rates {cfs)
August through November, 1984

Date | 3A-28 G-757 | G-1362 | $-12CD | S-151¢ | S-3360 [ S-194Q | S-196Q

Augl| 9.24 4.61 417 9.09 9.95 6.11 118 23
2 923 4.55 4.04 3.06 9.95 6.09 145 76
3 9.21 4.49 3.95 9.01 9.93 6.06 116 65
4 19.20 435 3.86 8.99 9.93 5.98 120 53
5 9.18 378 8.97 9.92 5.89 120 42
6 9.17 37 8.96 9.90 5.82 115 29
7 3.16 3.64 8.94 9.89 5.81 106 27
8 9.13 3.56 8.91 9.87 5.81 101 13
9 9.10 3.50 8.88 9.84 5.80 125 35
10 9.08 3.44 8.87 9.82 5.80 121 40
11 9.10 3.39 8.87 984 5.83 133 55
12 9.16 337 8.89 9.84 5.87 144 73
13 9.13 3.41 8.89 9.84 5.89 147 80
14 9.09 3.42 8.87 9.83 5.87 131 66
15 9.07 3.42 8.86 9.80 5.85 124 67
16 9.05 3.40 8.85 9.79 5.82 116 68
17 9.03 3.39 B.84 9.78 5.81 116 67
18 9.02 3.40 8.83 9.77 5.85 123 74
19 9.02 3.49 8.85 9.79 5.89 130 81
20 9.03 3.55 B.86 9.81 593 134 84
21 9.04 3.60 8.86 9.82 5.97 143 69
22 3.06 3.82 8.90 9.86 6.01 136 n
23 9.07 3.92 8.92 2.86 6.05 160 83
24 9.07 8.97 9.86 6.11 125 73
25 9.09 8.99 9.86 6.22 120 68
26 9.1 9.00 9.84 6.34 113 62
27 9.12 9.01 9.85 6.41 110 62
28 92.14 3.74 9.04 9.85 6.33 131 77
29 9.15 4.13 3.72 9.03 9.84 6.24 144 92
30 9.16 4.13 3.69 9.05 9.87 6.14 184 83
31 9.18 413 3.66 2.06 9.91 5.84 298 23

Sep 1 9.22 413 3.63 9.07 992 5.41 273 46
2 9.22 4.06 3.60 9.09 9.92 5.98 235 63
3 9.25 403 3.58 9.10 9.94 6.06 181 77
4 9.26 4.03 3.56 92.10 9.95 6.10 133 87
5 9.26 4.07 3.58 9.12 .94 6.10 144 91
6 9.26 4.27 364 9.13 10.01 6.09 154 80
7 9.28 428 3.66 9.15 10.04 6.07 138 82
8 9.28 428 3.66 9.14 9.98 6.04 124 68
9 9.27 419 3.65 9.14 9.97 6.01 104 49
10 9.27 4.09 3.61 9.12 9.95 5.97 95 32
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Table C.8. Miscellaneous average daily water levels and flow rates (cfs)
August through November, 1984

Date | 3A-28 G-757 | G-1362 | S-12CD | S-151U | 5-3360 | S-194Q | S$-196Q
11 9.26 4.01 3.57 9.12 9.93 592 104 52
12 9.25 3.95 3.52 9.08 9.91 5.87 87 55
13 9.24 392 3.48 9.04 9.88 5.82 38 46
14 9.23 3.89 344 9.03 9.85 5.77 100 72
15 9.24 3.40 9.03 9.82 572 103 75
16 9.23 339 9.04 9.79 5.67 103 78
17 9.21 3.37 9.03 3.78 5.64 106 79
18 9.21 3.38 9.03 9.75 5.72 120 67
19 9.22 3.51 9.05 9.78 5.81 109 57
20 9.25 3.70 9.09 9.82 5.90 117 86
21 9.24 4.07 9.10 9.86 5.97 104 53
22 9.26 417 9.15 9.90 6.02 84 37
23 9.27 4.17 9.16 9.89 6.06 75 27
24 9.28 4.15 9.17 9.86 6.10 81 30
25 3.28 4.34 4.13 .17 9.84 6.10 97 43
26 9.27 4.33 4.10 217 9.84 6.09 112 21
27 9.28 4.24 407 .17 9.97 6.07 33 7
28 9.29 4.14 3.96 9.16 10.00 6.05 33 45
29 9.32 4.19 3.99 9.19 997 6.10 75 51
30 9.38 4.50 4.35 9.25 10.02 6.14 76 55

Oct 1 9.44 4.68 4.54 9.31 10.08 6.18 87 50
2 9.47 4.71 4.55 934 10.09 6.18 110 30
3 9.48 472 4.55 9.35 10.08 6.17 94 27
4 9.48 4.71 4.49 9.34 10.07 6.17 101 33
5 9.48 462 4.39 9.34 10.06 6.16 93 47
6 9.47 4.54 4.29 9.33 10.03 6.15 100 47
7 9.47 4.45 4.19 9.33 10.02 6.13 113 51
8 9.47 4.36 4.09 9.33 10.02 6.11 119 56
9 9.46 4.31 4.02 9.33 10.00 6.08 108 65
10 9.45 4.21 394 9.32 10.00 6.05 96 64
11 9.44 4.14 3.87 9.31 9.97 6.01 84 75
12 9.43 408 379 9.30 9.96 5.98 115 78
13 9.42 4.02 3.72 9.29 9.97 5.96 117 83
14 9.42 4.01 3.65 9.28 9.94 5.94 116 87
15 9.41 3.97 3.60 9.25 2.9 591 112 88
16 9.39 393 3.57 9.20 9.88 5.87 a2 84
17 9.36 3.88 3.52 9.16 9.84 5.82 95 74
18 9.33 3.83 3.48 9.13 9.81 5.77 80 66
19 9.30 3.78 3.43 9.10 9.75 5.72 99 64
20 9.28 3.74 3.38 9.07 9.75 5.73 108 64
21 9.25 3.68 333 9.05 9.72 5.74 120 66
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Table C.8. Miscellaneous average daily water levels and flow rates (cfs)
August through November, 1984

Date | 3A-28 G-757 | G-1362 | S-12C0 | S-151V | S-3360 | S-194Q | S-196Q
22 9.23 3.62 3.30 9.03 9.69 573 116 65
23 9.21 3.58 3.27 9.02 9.66 571 94 55
24 3.19 3.49 9.00 9.64 5.68 46 66

25 9.17 3.46 899 9.62 5.65 124 72
26 92.16 3.43 8.97 9.60 5.62 123 81
27 9.14 3.4z 8.95 9.58 5.60 100 78
28 2.13 3.39 8.94 9.55 5.58 70 73
29 9.1 3.38 B.92 9.52 5.59 36 69
30 9.09 3.35 8.91 9.49 5.7 0 78
31 9.07 332 3.04 8.89 9.45 5.85 0 72

Nov1| 9.06 329 3.03 8.87 9.44 5.99 0 87
2 9.05 N 3.03 8.85 9.41 6.07 0 82
3 9.08 3.37 3.10 8.85 9.41 5.99 0 86
4 9.10 3.42 3.19 8.87 9.43 5.89 0 91
5 9.07 3.45 3.24 8.85 9.41 5.79 Q 93
] 9.09 3.48 3.29 8.85 9.42 5.70 0 91
7 9.05 3.48 331 8.83 9.38 5.66 0 88
8 9.05 3.47 3.32 3.81 9.34 563 0 86
9 9.00 3.47 3.34 8.79 9.3 5.60 Q 12
10 8.98 3.43 3.34 8.78 9.28 5.59 0 151
11 8.96 3.43 3.34 876 9.26 5.58 0 181
12 8.94 343 3.34 8.74 9.23 5.57 0 201
13 8.92 343 3.32 8.7 9.19 5.55 0 93
14 8.90 3.44 3.32 8.70 9.16 5.53 0 0
15 B.88 3.44 3.31 8.68 9.14 5.51 0 0
16 8.86 3.44 3.29 8.67 9.12 5.48 0 0
17 8.85 3.44 3.27 8.66 9.09 5.45 0 0
18 8.84 3.44 3.26 8.63 9.05 5.42 0 0
19 8.82 3.45 3.25 8.61 9.03 5.39 0 0
20 8.81 342 3.24 8.60 9.01 5.35 0 0
21 3.80 3.42 3.23 8.60 9.02 5.32 0 0
22 8.79 3.41 3.23 3.59 9.07 5.37 0 0
23 8.79 XY 3.25 8.61 9.11 5.43 0 0
24 3.82 3.41 3.28 8.63 92.16 5.49 0 0
25 8.81 3.41 3.31 8.63 9.14 5.55 0 0
26 8.79 3.41 3.34 8.62 9.13 561 0 0
27 8.78 3.41 8.61 9.12 5.65 0 0
28 8.77 3.47 8.61 9.13 5.61 0 Q
29 8.76 3.49 8.61 9.12 5.57 0 0
30 8.75 3.49 8.62 9N 5.54 0 0
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INTRODUCTION

This document 1is a presentation of responses prepared
on behalf of the Florida Lime and Avocado Administrative
Committees to the foregoing Technical Report. It consists
of a brief description of Agricultural Flood Protection
(AFP) and how AFP is related to establishment of sheet flow
in Northeast Shark River Slough. This is followed by a more
technical discussion of the District's Technical Report and
areas where there are outstanding differences of opinion

regarding potential impacts on agricultural areas.

AGRICULTURAL FLOOD PROTECTION (AFP)

The concept of AFP is not new or unknown to farmers the
world over. However, it needs to be better understood by
water managers and decision makers if the restoration of
sheet flow +to Northeast Shark River Slough is to be
accomplished in a manner that does not cause additional risk
of flood damages. Figure 1 1illustrates the concept in
simple terms for both permanent tree crops (e.g. limes,
avocados, mangos etc.) and for row crops (e.g. tomatoes,
other traditional truck crops, latin vegetables, etc.). The
drawing shows cross—-sections through the soil column for
each, depicting the Root Zone, the Water Table, and the
measure of Agricultural Flood Protection.

As shown, the root =zone for tree crops 1is denerally

deeper than for row crops. Tree crops will generally
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possess root zones on the order of 28 to 30 inches deep
(depending upon site preparation at the time of planting and
normal water table conditions). Root =zones for row crops
will generally vary from 8 to 12 inches depending upon
similar circumstances.

The degree of Agricultural Flood Protection depends on
where the water table is with respect to the bottom of the
root zone. For example, if the water table were to rise up
into the root zone for extended periods of time (e.g.
greater than 24 hours for citrus trees), fruit damage can
occur and crops may be damaged or lost. If water levels
remain high for extended periods, then root damage can
occur. Productivity may also be reduced for subsegquent
crops as well. If water levels remain in the root zone for
even longer periods, citrus trees can die and result in
damage to the owner for several years because of the need to
replant and the fact that it takes up to seven years for a
citrus tree +to reach full productivity. Avocado trees have
even less tolerance to water in the root zone and may also
suffer damage from water—-borne bacteria.

Because the canal system in the affected area is
designed in such a way that removal of excess flood waters
is not rapid, the degree of flood protection (protection of
the root zone) depends highly on the vertical distance
between the bottom of the root zone and the top of the water
table. This buffer zone accepts local rainfall in

quantities that are proportional to the ability of the soil
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to store water. For example, o©ne inch of rainfall in the
area will result in a rise of approximately 4 to & inches in
the water table depending on location and who is providing
the estimate. Therefore Agricultural Flood Protection is
actually a measure of the vertical distance between the
water table and the bottom of the root zone in combination
with the ability of the soil to store water. If the
vertical distance 1is made smaller, then AFP is reduced by a
proportionate amount.

It is the potential reduction in AFP due to long-term
discharges into Northeast Shark River Slough that causes
concern on the part of agricultural interests both to the
west and east of +the L-31N canal. This as well as other
hydraluic factors will be discussed more fully in the

following.

HYDROLOGY OF NORTHEAST SHARK RIVER SLOUGH

As the foregoing report states, the laws of nature (and
therefore hydrology and hydraulics) are constant with
respect to both space and time. However, the resulting
behavior of an area depends heavily on its physiographic
character, man-made water management facilities, and
operational policies. Northeast Shark River Slough is an
area where all of these factors combine to create a complex
behavior pattern that we are only beginning to understand.

Figure 2 shows a topographical map of the slough. The

accuracy of these data (taken from a Topographical Map of
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the East Everglades, prepared by the U.S. Geoclogical Survey
and the Dade County Planning Department} is in question by
some of the agencies doing work in the area. However, they
are presented here to simply demonstrate the character of
the area. The Everglades National Park (ENP) and the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USCOE) are currently engaged in
surveys that will resolve the accuracy question. As shown,
the lower areas of the slough are partially contained by L-
67 Ext. levee thereby creating an area where water will pond
regardless of natural hydrologic processes or operational
policies. |

The other important feature of this map 1is a
topographic ridge (Grossman's Ridge) which extends from east
to west toward L-67 Ext. This feature has, in our opinion,
received little attention and may very well be a major
factor in determining the behavior of surface water flow in
the area if it results in at least a partial impoundment of
waters in the slough. It is hoped that data to be ccllected
during the upcoming two-year test will resolve this
guestion. In the meantime, we feel that conclusions
regarding flow between Grossman's Ridge and the L-67 Ext.
levee are premature and possibly misleading with regard to
actual direction of flow.

Use of caution 1in c¢oming to these conclusions is
further demonstrated by the lack of water level data for
this portion of the slough. The data collection network

used during the 9@-Day Test is shown on Figure 3. As shown,
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there are no monitoring stations in this region that could
demonstrate whether water movement through the slough would
actually ever reach ENP. Data that do exist show that the
opposite may be occuring.

Figure 4 1is a graphical depiction of surface water and
groundwater flow components that occurred during the 9@-Day
Test. Solid arrows indicate surface flow direction and open
arrows 1indicate groundwater flow direction. The test
consisted of introduction of waters at 8-333 (upper left
corner of the map) into the L-29 borrow canal. Stages
induced along the length of the canal moved water through
numerous culverts in Tamiami Trail creating sheet flow
across the entire width of the area from L-67 Ext. to L-31N.
At the same time water was removed from the L-31N canal at
5-331 to control water table levels adjacent to the canal
north of that structure.

The rate of surface flow and volume of water
transported by the above mechanisms is relatively easily
gquantified because stages and discharges at S-333 and S5-334
are continuously monitored. Surface water movement betweel
Grossman's Ridge and L-67 Ext. can not be measured or the
direction of flow verified because of problems described in’
the foregoing discussion.

Groundwater inputs to the system from Conservation Area
3B and groundwater flows to the east in the area north of S-
331 can be roughly quantified as has been done in the

District's report. However, there are other groundwater
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flows that have not been guantified due primarily to lack of
adequate data. These are flows that enter the slough from
ENP via seepage under the L-67 Ext. Levee and waters leaving
the slough via flow beneath Grossman's Ridge.

Therefore, there appears to be a major gap in our
understanding of the system due to the fact that
quantification of surface and groundwater to the southwest
and to the south is missing. These components can not be
neglected because one of the major driving forces for
institution of sheet flow to Northeast Shark River Slough is
the desire to re-introduce these waters into ENP via flow
between L-67 Ext. and Grossman's Ridge. The District's
report appears to take this for granted as a conclusion.
However, the lack of information regarding the guestion is
more than sufficient reason to await the outcome of the two-
year test so that real data ¢an be used to support the
proper conclusion.

In addition to the above, there are two components of
the water Dbalance that require discussion. The first is
rainfall that occurs over the slough and adjacent areas and
the second is evapotranspiration which account for
significant volumes of input and output. Because the wet
season brings numerous small thunderstorm cells that occur
over only portions of the area, it is difficult to gquantify
actual volumetric inputs to the system. However, each test
has resulted in a Dbetter defined monitoring network and it

is hoped that the two-year test will yield more reliable
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estimates of this parameter. Evapotranspiration (ET) 1is
usually a computed parameter because it 1is difficult to
measure in the field. Potential ET (the maximum that cculd
possibly occur) used by the District in previous model

studies of the area is presented below.

POTENTIAL ET

MONTH { INCHES )
July 5.44
August 5.40
September 4.60
October 4.40
November 3.3¢9

If one were to assume that actual ET occurs at 75
percent of these rates over the approximately 8@ square
miles of slough, the above numbers would translate to the

following in acre-feet of water for each month.

EVAPOTRANSPIRATION
MONTH {acre feet)
July 17408
August 17280
September 14729
October 149848
November l@5600

Although the above numbers are not considered accurate,
they provide an order of magnitude comparison of relative
size between this component of the water budget and other
components. For example, they show that for the months of
August through November the total ET (56,640 acre-feet) from
the Northeast Shark River Slough area is on the order of
half of the total volume discharged through $-333 (118,000

acre—-feet).
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The foregoing discussion points out a number of areas
where lack of information about the water balance in and
around Northeast Shark River Slough makes it difficult to
determine the actual behavior of the system under test
conditions. This is of concern to the farming community
because, without full knowledge, it is even more difficult
to assess potential flood risks under varying climatic and
hydrologic conditions (not observed during the four month
period) and it is also difficult to assess the level of

success of the test in terms of its real effects on ENP.

HYDRAULICS OF THE SYSTEM

Figure 5 shows water surface elevations in the area on
August 280, 1984. The District prepared a similar exhibit
from which computations were made to compare surface and
groundwater flows on that day. The computations showed
that a surface flow of 878 cfs (cubic feet per second) would
flow from north to south under these conditions. This
number was then compared to a groundwater flow toward L-31N
canal of 313 cfs computed between the 6.4 and the 6.5-foot
contours. The problems with this analysis are two-fold.

Topographic information wused in the computation is crude at

best and could dramatically affect sur face flow
computations. The second drawback is that flow distribution
in the slough 1is two-dimensional and occurs normal

{perpendicular) to the lines of equal elevation (i.e. water
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runs down hill}. Based on these facts, it is our opinion
that the compariscon made is technically invalid.

It iz alsc important to note that the increase in
groundwater flow to the east caused by the test is also
contained in any surface water flow into the slough from the
north. If one computes flow within the slough, a portion of
that rate will become groundwater flow to the east. Another
portion will become groundwater flow to the scuth beneath
Grossman's Ridge (not computed by the District). Of the
remaining net flow, a portion may or may not make it to ENP
between Grossman's Ridge and L-67 Ext. However existence of
this latter component still requires verification with

actual data.

FLOOD RISK

On August 21, a rainfall of 1.9l inches was observed at
Chekika State Park and 2.14 inches occurred at S-331. The
test was triggered and 85-333 clcosed. Between that day and
August 3@, the district discharged water through 5-331 at an
average rate of 772 cfs in an effort to lower levels in the
area so that the +test could resume. During this periocd an
additional ©.42 inches of rainfall occurred at Chekika and
2.23 inches at $-331. For the entire 1@ day peried, 1.27
inches occurred at 85-333. it is not possible toc determine
the actual amount of rainfall that occurred over the entire
slough area during this period because of the low density of

rain gauges.
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On August 28, Angel's Well recorded an elevation of
5.50 feet. On August 21 the level recse to 6.48 feet as a
result of approximately 2 inches of rainfall. This equates
to about 5.4 inches rise in water level for one inch of
rainfall. The level fell to 6.63 feet on August 25 and then
rose back up to 6.4@ feet on August 38. Residents in the
area have 1indicated that their drainage problems begin when
Angel’'s Well is above approximately 6 feet.

Figure 6 shows water surface elevation contours for
August.3ﬁ. As shown, contours moved closer to L-31N and
there was less separation between the contours. This
indicates that groundwater flows toward +the c¢anal were
increased significantly. Pumping during this period
resulted in water levels immediately upstream of 8-331
between 4.15 +to 4.63 feet during the ten days with only one
day being above the 4.5-foot test criterion. However, at
the upper end of L-31N, stages were well above the criterion
for the entire pericd.

The fact that water levels at Angel's Well did not
recede rapidly during this period even though the District
was pumping at $-331 indicates the potential consequences of
reliance upon this facility for flood protection.
Regulation of canal stages to achieve flood protection only
works in terms of providing storage in the aquifer prior to
a storm event. As indicated by the above discussion, the

amount of protection provided in this manner can also be
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precarious because of the relatively small amount of

rainfall required to fill that storage.
NEED FOR A SYSTEMS APPROACH

The design for the Central and South Florida Flood
Control Project provided for protection that generally
equates to about an 8 inch rainfall in South Dade County.
For this as well as smaller regional storm events, the area
above 5-331 will be last in 1line for discharge of flood
waters because of the need to handle downstream areas first.
That is, S-331 can not be wused if it would result in more
damages downstream. Therefore, under such circumstances, it
is not likely that flood waters would be removed in a timely
fashion if one were to rely on S-331.

In parallel with this testing process for deliveries to
ENP and Northeast Shark River Slough, the USCOE is
proceeding with a General Design Memorandum for the C-111
Basin. The C-111 Basin is first in 1line for discharge
because of its southerly location. Alternatives under
investigation include methods of plugging and or filling
this canal and providing pumping or other means for flood
discharge. However, there 1is no consideration of what
conditions might be in the upper portions of the system.
These dual actions are cause for alarm to the farming
community because no attempt is being made by any of the

agencies to undertake a fully integrated approach to problem
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solving or determination of the effects of one action on

another.
CONCLUSIONS

The report prepared by the District 1s considered
generally accurate with respect to presentation of data that
exist. Conclusions regarding effectiveness of the test,
what actually happens to waters introduced into the slough,
and assessment of flood risk are considered premature
because of lack of information available to reach those
conclusions and a false sense of reliance upon $-331 and the
system to avoid or relieve flooding conditions. Under
normal conditions, some flood protection is afforded by
keeping canal levels down. However, this will work only for
small localized rainfall events and not for the storms most
capable of causing damage.

The ultimate goal of the testing program is
introduction of waters into the slough over long periods of
time during the wet season. Actual effects of this goal can
not be predicted from only two months of normal wet season
conditions. There is a crucial need for investigation of
the flood control capabilities and needs from Tamiami Trail
to the southern end of the system. This needs to- be
accomplished using an integrated approach as opposed to
pliecemeal design in or near the system's extremities.

It is hoped that the two-year test will provide better

data from which to gauge results of discharges intc NESRS in
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terms of effects on ENP as well as the agricultural

community.
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