9. OLD BUSINESS
a. Water Quality Issues
ii. Staff Reports

1. Analysis of the potential map footprints for use of U.S.
Sugar lands in a flow way south
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SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
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North Deep Storage

1,000,000 ac-ft
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Estuary Driven Everglades Restaratl_;

RESTORATION PLANNING

= Team Specified Performance Level

* Percent Reduction in Lake Triggered Discharges to
Northern Estuaries — 95%

* High Lake O Stage Envelope Standard Score — 85%

* Increase in Mean Annual Flows to the Everglades —
380,000 ac-ft/yr

» Everglades Demand Target Delivered Standard
Score — 93%

* Dry Season Everglades Demand Target Met Standard
Score — 95%
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SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

RESTORATION PLANNING
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SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGENMENT DISTRICT
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Marshall Plan Element 6 | & -

RESTORATION PLANNING

= Team Specified Performance Level

* Percent Reduction in Lake Triggered Discharges to
Northern Estuaries — 95%

* High Lake O Stage Envelope Standard Score —
80-85%

* Increase in Mean Annual Flows to the Everglades —
350,000 ac-ft/yr

- Everglades Demand Target Delivered Standard
Score — 90-95%

* Dry Season Everglades Demand Target Met
Standard Score — 90%
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Florida Crystals
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SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
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Restoration Plus Employmentﬁ

= Team Specified Performance Level

* Percent Reduction in Lake Triggered Discharges to
Northern Estuaries —-95%

* High Lake O Stage Envelope Standard Score —84%

* Increase in Mean Annual Flows to the Everglades —
370,000 ac-ft/yr

« Everglades Demand Target Delivered Standard
Score —93%

* Dry Season Everglades Demand Target Met
Standard Score —91%
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SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
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Performance

RESTORATION PLANNING

* Team Specified Performance Level

* Percent Reduction in Lake Triggered Discharges to
Northern Estuaries — 95%

* High Lake O Stage Envelope Standard Score — 85%

* Increase in Mean Annual Flows to the Everglades —
optimized

- Everglades Demand Target Delivered Standard
Score — optimized

* Dry Season Everglades Demand Target Met
Standard Score — 90%
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Performance Cost Plan

RESTORATION PLANNING
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SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
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Performance — Cost Plan

RESTORATION PLANNING

= Team Specified Performance Level

* Percent Reduction in Lake Triggered Discharges to
Northern Estuaries — 90%

« High Lake O Stage Envelope Standard Score —
80% - 85%

* Increase in Mean Annual Flows to the Everglades —
not specified

« Everglades Demand Target Delivered Standard
Score — 90% - 95%

* Dry Season Everglades Demand Target Met
Standard Score — 85% - 90%




