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ABSTRACT RESULTS for the SURFACE and GROUND WATER by RESOURCE TYPE and CYCLE RESULT DISCUSSION

. Boxplots of some important water quality indicators are presented in Figures 3 and 4. One interesting

The Status Network was designed using probabilistic design techniques. It was designed to
assess Florida’s surface and ground water quality with a known statistical confidence. The
network iIs a broad-based monitoring design, which provides information about the water
resources as a whole, but little information about individual lakes, rivers or streams. The
essence of the design is that monitoring sites were chosen randomly from either a GIS
coverage or a ‘list-frame’, consequently the sites are not biased due to location, ease of
sampling or other considerations. In Florida, the state’s waters were divided into six resources.
The four surface water resources were rivers, streams, and large and small lakes, while the two
ground water resources were unconfined and confined aquifers. Each resource was sampled
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ranges from 0 to 14, is a measure of the degree of acidity or alkalinity of a solution. pH affects many
Total Ammonium Chlorophyll—a Corrected Secchi Depth chemical and biological processes in water, and aquatic organisms are adapted to a certain range of
pH. When pH levels are outside this range, it causes stress to these organisms’ physiological systems
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