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ABUNDANCE DISTRIBUTION OF
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FIGURE 6,2-21.

AREAS OF LOW OLIGOMIXITY (i.e.,
LOW DOMINANCE).
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FIGURE 6.2-20.

ABUNDANCE DISTRIBUTION OF
NEANTHES SUCCINEA (JULY-OCT).
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FIGURE 6.2-19.

ABUNDANCE DISTRIBUTION OF
LAEONEREIS CULVERI (JULY-OCT).
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FIGURE 6.2-17.

DISTRIBUTION OF BENTHIC
COMMUNITIES IN THE STUDY AREA.
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ABUNDANCE DISTRIBUTION OF
NEANTHES SUCCINEA.
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6.3 MACROPHYIES
6.3.1 Sampling and Laboratory Analysis

Three areas were selected to study the subweigent macrophyte communities in
Crystal Bay. The area between the CFBC and the intake spoil was defined as
the thermally affected area. Two control aress were also sampled - one
located off the Withlacoochee River and the UFBC and one off Crystal River.
Fifty stations on 10 transects were established (Figure 6.3-1) for ground
truthing. Of these stations, nine were designated as intensive monitoring
(IM) stations and were subjected to a more extensive sampling program.

Quarterly overflights to shoot 1:18,000 (1 in. = 1,500 ft) scale vertical
color aerial photographs were planned to map the distribution of the seagrass
and macroalgae in the study area over the course of 15 months. However,
conditions at the site prevented successful aerial photography as scheduled.
Photographs which could be used for ground truthing were obtained only three
times during the study {(October 1983; February and April 1984). These photo-
graphs, along with others obtained from various sources were then ground-
truthed each quarter by teams of divers.

Ground truthing was performed at each of the 50 stations using 10 randomly
placed 1-m” quadrats. Quadrats were surveyed by divers who estimated percent
cover for each species of seagrass and rhizophytic alga observed. An estimate
of the percent bare bottom was also made during the latter part of the study.
Estimates of percent coverage were facilitated by dividing each quadrat into
25 subunits (a 5 x 5 grid) and estimating percent cover in each subunit.

Of the nine stations selected {Figure 6.3-1) for intensive monitoring, three
(A, D, and G) contained Halodule wrightii as the dominant seagrass; 3 (B, E,
and H) contained Syringodium filiforme 2s the dominant seagrass; and 3 (C, F,
and 1) contained Thalassia testudinum as the dominant seagrass. These
stations were sampled at 6 week intervals between June 1983 and July 1984, for
a total of 10 sampling episodes. In addition to percent cover estimates,
biomass and productivity samples were collected during each sampling episode.

Above~ground biomass of seagrass and algae wag sampled using a plexiglass clip
box sampler (25 x 25 cm). The box was inserted into the sediment and all
plant material was clipped at the sediment surface. The clipped material was
retained in the box. Six replicates were collected in this fashion at each IM
station during each sampling episode. Samples were preserved in the field in
5-10 percent formalin in seawsater. Five replicates were analyzed by sorting
the plant material to species; drying to constant weight at 70°C; and
weighing. The sixth replicate was saved, principally in case of loss or
damage to one of the first five; however, the sixth replicates were examined
to identify the algal epiphytes present.

Estimates of seagrass productivity (after Zieman, 1975) were based on quadrat
sampling. Quadrats measuring 10 cm x 10 cm were employed at Halodule
stations (A, D, and G); 10 cm x 20 cm quadrats were used at all other IM
stations. Three quadrats were placed at the time the clip box samples were
taken. After placement, all seagrass blades within the quadrats were clipped
off level with the top of the quadrat and discarded. Two weeks later the
uadrats were revisited and all new growth was harvested and preserved in
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ic» the laboratory,

5-10 percent formalin/zemwyrer. Samplen ‘weve patunt
sorted, dried to constant vzzgﬂ*,>an. wmeyghad, Fhowm owuente were made both at
the time of quadrat placement and a1 harvestiny waeiug sxven randomly placed
10 x 10 em quadrats ar Heludule srwicsy and - M w20 em quadrats at
Syringodium and Thalasalz Shstiom,

SAS was used to provide summary itnbler of gevoond owwer,. prowth rates, total
standing biomass, and tohial shant gensiity B ¢lse awd stztion. The SAS GLM
procedure was used to provide ay ans ly};» wi wossriance for the above four
measures of macrophyte abundamrs. ‘Taies™ s BED t2st wwae wused to contrast means
of main effect variables of station .and tiwe perind. These analyses were also

conducted by species to compare differences worasy stztions for each species.

6.3.2 Results

Five species of seagrasses were observed in the Czystal Bay area during the
course of this study: Ruppia maritima L., Halophila engelmannii Aschers; and
Thalassia testudinum Banks ex Koenig, and Syringodium filiforme Kuetzing and
Halodule wrightii Aschers.

Seagrass diversity (number of sgpecies) at the nine intensive monitoring
stations over the course of this study is summarized, in Table 6.3-1. The
three southern stations (A, B, and C, south of the intake canal) and the two
central stations (E and F) usually contained the highest number of seagrass
species, although in the last two sampling periods one or more of the three
northern stations (G, H, or I) contained the greatest number of species.
Station D (in Basin 1) routinely contained only one specxes of sgeagrass,

Halodule w rlghtll.

Parameters of the seagrass communities which were measured were biomass
(above ground standing crop), zhoot density, productivity and percent cover.
Table 6.3-2 summarizes the results of the ANOVA analyses on the seagrass data.
Time (sampling date) and station were the two parameters which consistently
had a significant effect on seagrass biomass, productivity, shoot density and
percent cover. In most cases, the effect was highly significant (P less than
0.01, see Table 6.3-2). The other parameters tested showed no clear pattern.
Temperature, salinity, pH, dissolved oxygen (DO), and the extinction
coefficient (light penetration), all measured at the bottom, had a signifi-
cant effect on the different species of seagrasses, but in a sporadic fashion,
affecting various species differently (e.g., biomass in some cases,
productivity in others, etc.). The envirommental factors used in the ANOVA
analyses are, of course, linked with the time of year and station location,
and the relationship between these factors is examined in Section 6.1.

For all seagrasses combined, one or more of the three southern stations (4, B,
and C) consistently had significantly higher biomass, shoot density and
productivity than the other intensive monitoring stations. Appendix IV
contains the results of the ANOVA analyses on the total seagrass data. There
were some variations in this general pattern depending on the species of
seagrass, i.e., Halodule stations tended to have higher shoot densities than
Syringodium or Thalassia stations, since the former species is smaller, and
thus has more shoots per unit area. Halodule stations had lower biomass and
productivity compared to Thalassia and Syringodium stations, since the latter
two species have larger blades than the former. Stations E and F typically
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exhibited intermediate seagrass biomass, shoo! densitiwzs, and productivities.
Stations G, H, I, and D usually displayed sigunificsntly lower seagrass
parameters than the other stations. Tempersture, salinity, pH and DO were
envirommental factors which asignificantly influeaca? the measures of
abundance of total seagrasses.

The following paragraphs discuss the analyticzl resulry for each species of
seagrass separately.

Halodule wrightii

The ANOVA analyses performed on the Halodule percent cover, biomass, shoot
density, and productivity data are presented in Appendix IV. Table 6.3-3
summarizes annual means for each of these iteums. Station A exhibited
significantly higher biomass, shoot density and productivity than the other
two Halodule intensive monitoring stations (D and G). Stations D and G did
not differ significantly with respect to biomass or productivity, but Station
G had a significantly greater shoot density (number per area) than Station D.
All three Halodule stations were similar with respect to percent cover {areal
coverage). This is contrary to the ANOVA results, which indicate that station
differences do exist for percent cover, however the multiple comparison test
used (Tukey's test) is very conservative. In addition, Zieman (personal
communication) has questioned the value of percent cover data as an indicator

of thermal effects of seagrasses.

Typically, productivity, biomass, shoot density aand percent cover of Halodule
were all significantly higher during the late spring -summer — early £all
sampling periods. Salinity, pH, DO and light levels were enviromnmental
factors which significantly influenced one or more of the Halodule measures of
abundance. Appendix IV contains summary tables on Halodule biomass,
productivity and shoot density by sampling date and station.

Syringodium filiforme

The ANOVA analyses performed on Syringodium percent cover, biomass, shoot
density, and productivity are presented in Appendix IV, Station B had
significantly higher biomass, productivity, shoot density and percent cover
than the other two Syringodium intensive monitoring stations. Station E had
significantly higher biomass, shoot density and percent cover than Station H,
but these two stations did not differ with respect to productivity. The
summer months typically exhibited significantly higher Syringodium biomass,
shoot density, productivity and percent cover. However, percent cover tended
to be significantly higher during the winter moaths relative to the other
three parameters examined. Temperature, light, salinity and DO were the
environmental factors which significantly influenced Syringodium parameters.
Syringodium biomass, productivity and shoot density by station and month are
summarized in Appendix IV. Annual means by station and sampling date are
shown in Table 6.3-4.

Thalassia testudinum

The ANOVA analyses performed on Thalassia percent cover, biomass, shoot
density, and productivity data are presented in Appendix IV. Station C
exhibited significantly higher Thalassia biomass, shoot density, and
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productivity thao Srathians F omud I, wdidain 423 gud fikrer for any of these
parameters. Thalassia percvun: cowwer amoug saILomes was ol tested, since in
two cases (Stations & and F mad Brerims P oamd 0, @ Thalassia and a
Syringodium station were lncated ip tthe eame Yrasseed and sampling results
were for a mixed .zeagrays ‘bed. Fur rhe fuw Twdassis joarameters tested,
gignificantly higher valoes werr vbssewed uthng the summer sampling periods,
but the winter values for Thslassia rswded te pliacs relstively higher in the
rank order, compared tn ‘the winter wwluer of Syringedium and Halodule.
Temperature, light and pH were envirommautal -Eatrors which significantly
influenced the Thalassia measures of sburdamcs. Thalassia biomass,
productivity and shoot density by station =and mora™ are summarized in
Appendix IV. Annual means by statics and wasplisg data are shown 1in

Table 6.3-5.

Macroalgae
Rhizophstic Algae v -

Table 6.3-6 lists the species of rhizophytic (attached) algae observed during
the course of this study. More stations south of the power plant discharge
(Stations 32 and higher) supported rhizophytic algae, compared to the
northern stations, and the southern stations usuvally exhibited higher
rhizophytic algal -percent cover than the northern stations {see quarterly
data tables). Percent cover was higher during the summer/fall period.
Rhizophytic algal diversity is summarized in Table 6.3-7. More species of
rhizophytic algae were found at the three southern intensive monitoring
stations (A, B, and C) throughout the study period, compared to the other
intensive monitoring stations.

Rhizophytic algal biomass was significantly correlated to time (sampling
date), station and bottom DO. Results of the ANOVA analyses are found in
Appendix IV. Station E had significantly higher biomass compared to the other
stations. Other than for this station, however, no c¢lear station trend was
evident. Rhizophytic algal biomass was- significantly higher during the
summer/fall sampling periods.

Drift Algae

A number of species of drift algae were collected during the course of this
study. These are listed in Table 6.3-6. Percent cover was the only drift
algal parameter measured and statistically analyzed. Time, station,
temperature and salinity at the bottom had significant effects. Station B had
the significantly highest drift algal percent cover, but no other clear trends
were evident. Drift algal percent cover tended to be significantly higher
during winter and summer months.

Typically, a species of Gracilaria (G. tikvahiae or G. verrucosa) tended to
dominate the drift algae throughout the year in the northern half of the study
area (the discharge area and north), with Sargassum filipendula locally
dominant in areas with rocky bottom. Gracilaria debilis and/or G. sjoestedii
dominated the drift algae in the southern part of the study area in the
winter. Drift algae appeared to form a lesser proportion of the total
macrophyte cover during the summer months in the south part of the study area.
Red algae, as a group, were the dominant component of the drift algae in the
study area throughout the period of study.
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Total Macrophvte Percent Cover

An estimate of the percent bare substratum was made when estimating percent
cover of the different species of macrophytes, in order to obtain an estimtae
of total macrophyte cover. Time, station, bottom temperature and DO had
significant effects on total macrophyte cover (see Appendix IV). The
southern intensive monitoring Stations A and 47 (B and C€) had the
significantly highest total macrophyte coverage. Stations 33 (E and F) and I
were intermediate, and Stations D, H, and ¢ had significantly lower total
submergent macrophyte cover. Station D exhibited the lowest total macrophyte
cover. Total macrophyte cover tended to be significantly higher during the
summer months. Drift algal cover and occurrence in the thermal areas was
lower during the summer than it was in other parts of the study area.

Macrophyte maps of the area show much higher total macrophyte cover in the
south part of Crystal Bay (south of the intake canal and dike) compared to the
northern region. Figures 6.3-2 to 6.3-10 show macrophyte distribution in
Crystal Bay in February 1984,

Syringodium was not widely distributed at many of the stations in the northern
half of the study area, but occurred frequently at many southern stations
throughout the study period. This was not the case for the other species of
seagrasses observed. These species typically occurrad at similar numbers of
southern and northern stations. Thalassia and Syringodium occurred at the
fringes of Basins 1 and 3, but were not found within these basins at the
hottest areas of the discharge. Halodule and Halophila engelmanni were the
only species of seagrasses which occurred in the thermal area, occurring in

Bagsin 3 and portions of Basin 1.

Seagrass or seagrass/rhizophytic algal assemblages dominated the macrophyte
cover in the southern part of the study area. Thalassia and Syringodium were
dominant offshore and Ruppia maritima and Halodule were dominant inshore.
Dense patches of rhizophytic algae (generally Caulerpa sp.) were found
locally in inshore areas of the southern part of the study area. Seagrasses
formed a lesser proportion of the macrophyte cover in the northern half of the
study area., Algae, particularly drift algae, were dominant there. Seagrasses
and algae in the northern part of the area existed as small patches, while

larger, more continuous areas of cover were found in the southern area.

An historical trend analysis of submergent macrophyte communities was
compiled from seven sets of vertical aerial photography, dating back to
October 1950. Trend analysis focused on the Basin 1 area. When available,
data from past Crystal River monitoring reports were also used ian compiling

this summary.

Analysis of the early(1950 and 1960) photography indicated a general absence
of strong signatures of submergent macrophyte communities in the Basin 1 area.
Some seagrass and algae appear to be preseant; however, the quality of the
black and white photography does not allow conclusive interpretation.
Historically, the Basin 1 area appears to have been subjected to freshwater
inundation from Rocky Creek, a tidal drainage creek of the type found
throughout the study area. The flow of Rocky Creek was subsequently
interrupted by construction of the Crystal River discharge canal. The
obstruction of the freshwater flow may have permitted seagrasses to invade the
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Basin 1 region, due to higher walinities. No fie!d dery are available to
support the above, and thus it must be regavded se wpeculative. The 1972
serial photography (color) shows the presepce i photographic signatures
consistent with relatively dease submergent mscropiste communities. FPC
(1974) confirmed the presence of extessiwe beds of Halodule (= Diplanthera)
wrightii in Basin 1. FPC (1978; 1979) also degicted ext2nsive ( > 50 percent
coverage of the bottom) Halodzle cower :in Bzain 3. The 1981 photography
reveals a slight decrease in submergent macrophyws coverage, supported by
percent cover data from FPC (1981). Curraa: (1933-23) photography reveals
further declines in macrophyte cover iz Basia 1, & zrend confirmed by the
field verification and sampling program conducteéd in the present study.
Although Halodule may be sparsely distributd throughout Basin 1 (as suggested
by the aerial photography), field inspection indicated this was not so,
Halodule being confined to the northeast portion of the basin. Other areas of
Basin 1 were unvegetated mud bottom, sometimes associated with a blue-green
algal mat. These mats, along with areas of benthic diatom concentrations,
could be responsible for the "green mud" signatures visible in the recent
photography of Basin 1.

6.3.3 Impact Assessment

Seagrasses

The effects of the effluent from the power plant discharge on seagrass
received much attention in past studies (Van Tine 1977; FPC 1978; 1979; 1980;
1981) at Crystal River. It is known that the effluent from the plant results
in a lower number of species of seagrasses in the area affected by the
discharge. This was seen in the present study. Halodule wrightii, the most
eurythermal of the seagrass species in the area (Phillips 1960; Zieman 1982),
was the only species of seagrass found at Station D, the station most exposed
to the power plant discharge. More seagrass species were observed at Stations
E and F further offshore. These stations appeared to be only moderately
impacted by the effluent plume. The greatest number of seagrass species
throughout the period of study were seen at these two stations and at the
three southern stations (A, B, and C). The three northern stations (G, H, and
I) generally had a lower number of seagrass species throughout the study

period.

The intensive monitoring stations (D, E, and F) located in the discharge area
routinely exhibited significantly lower seagrass biomass, for all three
species, compared to the three southern unimpacted stations (A, B, and C).
Thalassia and Halodule biomass did not differ between thermal and northern
stations (F and I; D and G, respectively), but Syringodium biomass was
significantly higher at the impacted Station F than at the northern Station H.
Previous monitoring studies at the Crystal River complex have not considered
biomass of each species of seagrass separately (e.g., FPC 1978; 1979), or only
considered biomass of Halodule, since it is the only species of seagrass found
in the discharge area (FPC 1981). The past Crystal River monitoring reports,
however, show the same general trends geen in this study: lower seagrass

biomass in the discharge area compared to the southern area {the region south
of the intake canal).

All three species of seagrass chosen for intensive monitoring displayed the
same type of annual biomass trend: summer maxima and winter minima. The

- 6~48



thermal effects from the effluent plume are likely to be more pronounced
during the summer when the organisms are normally exposed to natural water
temperatures closer to their thermal tolerance limits.

Like biomass, seagrass productivity was significantly lower in the discharge
area than in the southern area. All three species of seagrass showed highest
productivity at the three southern stations. None of the thermal stations
differed from any of the respective northern stations, suggesting that
thermal effects alone are not entirely responsible for the depressed
productivity. None of the previous monitoring studies conducted at Crystal
River specifically examined seagrass productivity. 2Zieman and Wood (1975)
showed that Thalassia ptoduct1v1ty (gm/m 2 /day) decreased linearly with
increasing temperatures above 32°C. Thalassia has a temperature optimum for
productivity of 28-30°C (Zieman and Wetzel 1980). Seagrass productivities in
the present gstudy exhibited summer maxima and winter minima for all three
species of seagrass. Productivities during the winter were more similar in
the thermal area and in the northern and southern control areas suggesting
that thermal effects of the plant discharge are more pronounced during the

summer.

Shoot densities of all three seagrass species were significantly higher at the
three southern intensive monitoring stations (A, B, and C). The northern
Halodule Station G had a significantly higher shoot density than the thermal
Station D. Shoot density of Syringodium at the thermal Station E was
significantly higher than at the northern Station H, while Thalassia shoot
densities at thermal and northern stations (F and I) did aot differ. Shoot
densities did not show as pronounced an annual trend as biomass and

productivity.

Percent cover of Halodule did not differ among the three intensive monitoring
stations (A, D and G), while cover of Syringodium was significantly higher at
Station B than at Station E, which in turn was significantly higher than cover
at H. Thalassia percent cover was not tested among stations. Previous
monitoring reports at Crystal River have principally used percent cover
estimates to monitor the seagrass and macroalgal communities in the area.
These reports (FPC, 1978; 1979; 1980; 1981) indicate that Halodule cover is
reduced in the area immediately adjacent to the mouth of the discharge canal,
but that in general Halodule cover does not differ between impacted and
control areas. Syringodium and Thalassia, however, were generally not found
in the inner discharge area (van Tine 1977, "Basin 1") and typically exhibited
higher cover south of the intake canal. Similar trends were seen in the
present study.

The seagrass coverage depicted in the macrophyte maps generally support the
quantitative data, seagrass cover being greater in the southern part of the
Crystal Bay area. The area impacted by the thermal plume was devoid of
macrophytes, along with the area around the mouth of the Cross Florida Barge
Canal.

Seasonally, percent cover tended to be significantly higher during the summer
months for the three species of seagrass. FPC (1980) reported winter cover
maxima (December) in the southern control and discharge areas of the Crystal
River Plant, while FPC (1981) reported fall (September) cover maxima in the
southern area, with no appreciable seasonal cover changes of seagrasses in the
discharge area.
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ﬁacroeigae

Algae may be better indicators of thermsi stress thas =ssagrasses, since the
buried rhizomes of seagrasses may be provected Trom thermal efects by the
sediment (Zieman and Wood 1975). 1In particalar, Zieman (pers. comm.) has
noted that the rhizophytic green algae (membesrs of vhe orders Siphonales and
Dasycladales) are especially susceptible to therzal stress.

In the preseat study, rhizophytic algal diversity i{number of species) was
lower at all the thermal stations (D, E, and F) compared to the southern
stations (A, B, and C). However, the northern stations also supported few
species of these algae, once again suggesting that other factors, in addition
to thermal stress, are regulating submergent macrophyte communities in the
area.

Rhizophytic algasl biomass (g dry wt/mz} at the nine intensive wmonitoring
stations was tested statistically. Station E had significantly higher algal
biomass than any other station. No other clear station trend was evident.
Rhizophytic algal biomass was significantly higher during the summer/fall
period. Van Tine (1977) noted that very few species of siphonaceous green
algae (Caulerpa spp., Udotea spp.) were found in the discharge area of the
Crystal River Plant. Other monitoring studies at this site did not consider
rhizophytic algae (FPC 1978; 1979; 1980), but FPC (1981) reported that
siphonaceous algse did not occur in the discharge area of the plant. Zieman
and Wood (1975) noted at Turkey Point that, in areas most severely impacted by
thermal addition, the seagrass/macroalgal community was replaced by a blue-
green algal mat. This phenomenon was also seen at Crystal River in the
Basin | section of the discharge canal.

Drift algal diversity and biomass were not measured in the present study. A
general impression was that a greater number of species of drift algae were
found south of the intake canal. Drift algal percent cover was highest in the
southern part of the Crystal Bay study area (Station B), but no other clear
percent cover trends were evident from the percent cover analyses. Steidinger
and Van Breedveld (1971) showed that the discharge area of the Crystal River
Plant supported fewer species of algae than the rest of the Crystal Bay area.
Van Tine (1977) also showed that the thermally impacted area of Crystal Bay
supported a lower number of species of all three divisions of algae:
Rhodophyta {(red algae); Chlorophyta (green algae) and Phaeophyta (brown
algae). He also showed that algal biomass was lower in the impacted area.
FPC (1981) showed that drift red and brown algae were excluded from the
Crystal River Plant discharge area.

In summary, the data and observations collected in the preseat study suggest
that the thermal effluent from Crystal River exerts a negative effect on the
seagrass and macroalgal communities in the inner part of the discharge area
(Basin 1). The thermal effects appear to be more moderate in the outer parts
of the discharge area (Basin 3). However, other factors are influencing the
submergent macrophyte communities in the study area and the data gathered in
the present study cannot distinguish between these differeant factors. Thus,
the observed trends in macrophyte biomass, percent cover, etc, cannot be
attributed solely to the effects of thermal addition. Increased turbidity and
sedimentation, some of which may be due to the outflow current from the
discharge canal, may be exerting a negative effect on the macrophyte
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communities in the discherge area. The selection uf the three northern
intensive monitoring stations (G, H, and I) in the region of the Cross Florida
Barge Canal (CFBC) represented an attempt to distinguish between potential
turbidity and sediment loading effects and any thermal effect, but the
statistical analyses of the data failed to differentiate between stations
located in the thermal and northern areas. Decreased light levels (associated
with increased water turbidity) and increased sedimentation are suspected of
causing declines in seagrass coverage (Zieman 1982). Other factors
influencing the seagrass and macroalgal communities in the study area are
nutrient concentrations in the water column, sediment type and depth and
salinity changes associated with freshwater influx.
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STATION

A (40)

B & C (47)
D (27)

E & F (33)
G (3)

H (9)

I (4)

A~1 Intengsive Monitoring Station

AUG,
1983

3
3

SEPT.
1983

3
1

TABLE 6,3~1

SEAGRASS DIVERSITY (NUMBER OF SPECIES) AT THE
INTENSIVE MONITORING STATIONS

0CT. DEC. JAN, MAR, APR. MAY

1983 1983 1984 1984 1984 1984
4 4 2 2 1 1
4 3 2 3 2 2
1 1 1 1 1 1
4 4 4 4 4 4
2 1 3 2 2 2
2 2 2 4 3 2
2 2 2 3 2 2

(40) Corresponding Ground-truthing Station

JULY
1984

AUG.
1984



TABLE 6.3-2

SUMMARY OF THE ANOVA ANALYSES OF THE SEAGRASS DATA

Bottom Bottom
Time Bottom Extinction Bottom Bottom Dissolved
(Sampling Date) Station Temperature Coefficient Salinity pH Oxygen
Halodule
BM *k ok NS NS * *k NS
SDh hadal ok NS NS NS NS NS
PR *k ok NS NS ) NS * NS
PC *k * NS * NS NS Wk
Thalassia
BM ok ke NS * NS NS NS
SD bl ¥ * NS NS *k NS
PR *k badd NS NS NS NS NS
PC = = = — - -
Syringodium
BM bl Fk NS NS NS NS NS
SD i F*k * NS NS NS NS
PR dad wok NS % NS NS NS
PC ek *ok wok NS Wk NS *
All Seagrasses
BM % *k NS NS * * Ng
SD *k ke Hok NS NS NS ok
PR *k ek NS NS NS NS NS
PC - - - b - - -
BM = biomass (g dry nei§ht/m2)
SD = ghoot density (#/m”) 2
PR = productivity (g dry weight/m"/day)
PC = percent cover
* = gignificant at P 0.05
%% = gignificant at P 0,01
NS = not significant

~ = parameter not tested



(g dry wt/m")

w
()

QDWW PN

-

STATIOR

A
D
G

PERCENT COVER

w
L=

WO NP W

bt

STATION

A
D
G

BIOMAS

MEANS
N

10
15
10
15
15

5
15
15
15

N

40
45
30

MEANS
N

30
21
15
21
17
13
17

8
16
12

N

27
92
51

TABLE 6.3-3

ANNUAL MEANS, BY STATION AND SAMPLING DATE,

FOR THE HALODULE DATA H

STANDBIO

12.4800000
12.0960000
9.2480000
.0.6986667
0.7893333
0.5120000
2.7840000
4.0213333
12.5013333

STANDBIO

12.8400000
2.8373333
2.3973333

PC

47.3666667
35.9523810
51.0000000
28.0000000
17.8823529
10.7692308

7.6470588

5.2500000
53.8750000
14.6666667

PC
33.9259259

31.7934783
26.3137255

-

STATION

ot

[72]
(=)

WSV WN

A
D
G

172
o

SV~ W

PRODUCTIVITY
(g dry wt/m"/day)

MEANS '

QWO 0V WY b~

=z

26
26
23

SHOOT DEgSITY
(No./m")

MEANS
N

21
21
14
21
21
21
21
21
21

STATION N

A
D
G

63
63
56

AVEGROW

. 0.30952381

0.08974359
0.04285714
0.08241758
0.02941176
0.05416667
0.08547009
0.10101010
0.38025210

AVEGROW

0.19884049
0.08899460
0.10800504

BDEN

790.47619
633.33333
1371.42857
647.61905
709.52381
509.52381
1119.04762
1490.47619
2371.42857

BDEN
1425.39683

750.79365
996.42857



,.
OO 00 w3 O P W

STATION

B
E
H

PERCENT COVER

OO N0y WN Yé}

el

STATION

BIOMAS
(g dry wt/m")

MEANS

N

15
15
10
14
14
15
15
15
15

N
45

45
38

MEANS

N

20
11
13
20
23
23
17
26
23
17

N
85

84
24

TABLE 0.3-%

ANNUAL MEANS, BY STATION AND SAMPLIRG DATE,

FOR THE SYRINGCDIUM DATA

STANDBIO

10.2613333
14.8266667
13.3760000
11.7314286
7.3028571
7.2320000
3.5466667
19.9786667
24.7786667

STANDBIO

24.7680000
9.2195556
2.1094737

PC

16.6000000
12.8227273
39.2307692
30.8500000
43.7826087
30.3260870
23.5294118
22.5384615
45.8695652
15.1764706

v PC

38.9647059

23.9053571
11.8125000

PRODOCT I YLTY
{g dry wt/u"/day)

MEANS

w
o
=

QUWONOUVLHWN
O W0 W NWONG O

Pt

STATION

-

B 27
E 20
H 24

SHOOT DENSITY
(No./m")

MEANS

wn
o

N

12
12

8
12
12
12
12
12
12

QWO W Wl

s

STATION N
B 36
E 36
H 32

AVEGROW

0.41666667
0.16483516
0.25595238
0.16559829
0.03819444
0.09047619
0.23041311
0.46969697
0.73046398

AVEGROW

0.47418589
0.27076476
0.09641170

BDEN

512.50000
787.50000
837.50000
775.00000
683.33333
712.50000
820.83333
1070.83333
1254.16667

BDEN
1188.88889

740.27778
520.31250
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TABLE 6.3-5

ANNUAL MEANS, BY STATION AND SAMPLING DATE,
FOR THE THALASSIA DATA

BIOMAS
(g dry wt/m")

MEANS
N

15
15
10
15
12
15
15
15
15

STATIOR N

s

c
F
I

%
o

N O O

45
44
38

PERCENT COVER

MEANS

STANDBIO

21.4613333
19.8826667
16.6720000
10.3306667
6.0266667
3.6693333
2.9333333
11.8720000
34.1120000

STANDBIO

30.0088889
6.7181818
4.1305263

PC

62.8000000
4]1.6666667
44,1250000

6.6666667
23.1111111
22.7000000
25.7000000

1.0000000

[

STATION

et

PRODUCTIgITY

(g dry wt/m /day)

w
o

CWOW®»NOWULLS WwN

w
o

CWOo~NOWU PN

STATION

C
F
I

MEANS

W2 N WD N0 WD ON WO A

2

25
27
24

SHOOT DEQSITY
(No./m")

MEANS
N

12
12

8
12
12
12
12
12
12

N
36

36
32

AVEGROW

- 0.41269841

0.16666667
0.26190476
0.13431013
0.04963235
0.06481481
0.19764957
0.51948052
0.64752568

AVEGROW

0.38454299
0.24320132
0.17031086

BDEN

412.500000
500, 000000
443.750000
620.833333
562.500000
537.500000
487.500000
566.666667
666.666667

BDEN
715.277778

443.055556
440.625000



TABLE 6.3~6

SPECIES OF MACROALGAE COLLECTED
R = RHIZOPHYTIC ALGAE, ALL OTHERS ARE CONSIDERED DRIFT ALGAE

Division Chlorophyta
Order Ulvales
Family Ulvaceae

Enteromorpha intestinalis
Enteromorpha compressa
Ulva lactuca

Order Siphonales
Family Caulerpaceae

Caulerpa ashmeadiig
Caulerpa prolifera
Caulerpa paspaloiggg
Caulerpa mexicana

Family Codiaceae

Codium taylori
Halimeda incrassata
Penicillus capitatu
Udotea congiuting:a
Udotea flabellum

Order Dasycladales
Family Dasycladaceae

5 R
Acetagbularia crenulata
Bataphora oerstedi

Division Phaeophyta
Order Ectocarpales
Family Ectocarpaceae

Ectocarpus siliculosus
Ectocarpus intermedius
Giffordia mitchellige

Order Dictyotales
Family Dictyotaceae

. ; . R
Padina vickersiae

Order Fucales
Family Sargassaceae

Sargassum filipendula




TABLE 6.3-56 {Cont)

Division Rhodophyta
Order Gelidiales
Family Gelidiaceae

Pterocladia americana

Order Gigartinales
Family Gracilariaceae

Gracilaria debilis

Gracilaria foliifera var. angustissima (= G. tikvahiae)
Gracilaria verrucosa e
Gracilaria sjoestedtii

Family Solieriacese

Agardhiella tenera

Family Hypneaceae

Hypnea musciformis
Hypnea cervicornis

Order Rhodymeniales
Family Champiaceae

Champia parvula
Lomentaria baileyana

Order Ceramiales
Family Ceramiaceae

Centroceras clavulatum
Centroceras unidentified species
Ceramium fastigiatum

Spyridia filamentosa

Family Rhodomelaceae

Acanthophora spicifera
Chondria cnicophylla
Chondria sedifolia
Chondria tenuigsima
Digenia simplex

Laurencia intricata
Laurencia obtusa
Laurencia poitei
Polysiphonia subtilissima
Polysiphonia ramentacea




TABLE 6.3-6 (Cont)

Family Dasyaceae

Dasya pedicellata
Dasya ramossissima




STATION

A (40)

B & C (47)
p (27)

E & F (33)
G (3)

i (9)

I (4)

A-1 Intensive Monitoring Station

AUG.
1983

1

5

SEPT.
1983

3

3

TABLE 6.3-7

RHIZOPHYTIC ALGAL DIVERSITY (NUMBER OF SPECIES)

AT THE INTENSIVE MONITORING STATIONS

0OCT.
1983

2

4

(40) Corresponding Ground-truthing Station

DEC.
1983

1

4

JAN.

MAR

1984 1984
0 0
2 5
0 0
1 1
0 0
0 0
0 1

APR.
1984

0

3

MAY
1984

0

3

JULY
1984

1

4

AUG.
1984

1

3



URE 8.8-2

P OF THE STUDY AREA,
OWING THE SUBSECTIONS
TAILING SUBMERGENT
ZETATION COVER. SEE
LLOWING PAGE FOR SCALE
SUBSEQUENT FIGURES AND
3END EXPLAINING LETTER
DES.

RYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
ORIDA 'POWER CORPORATION




® (.50 Mapping stations
@ A-1 Intensive monitoring stations

& 3
MiLE Barge Canal
1 2% o 3
R e K LOMETER

i v w .
C_:j(:j {::g‘ " Lutred L
Q::: (O

o W =

FIGURE 6,3-1,

HACROBHYTE STATION TRAMSECTS,
CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION




CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
MACROPHYTE MAPPING
SUBMERGENT VEGETATION

ALL SUBSEQUENT FIGURES TO SCALE INDICATED BELOW!

1 0.8 0 1 MILE
= T—— J e— j o——— [ — = e O —— 3

1 0.5 0 1 KILOMETER
s S s W s WD e WD o, S 3

SCALE 1:18 000

SOURCE: COLOR INFRARED VERTICAL AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY 26 OCT 83
22 NOV 83

COMMUNITY DESIGNATION

S - SEAGRASS SA - SEAGRASS AND ALGAE (s2AaRrA88 DOMIRANT)
A- ALGAE AS - ALGAE AND SEAGRASS (aLoas pommanT)

O - UNVEGETATED






FIGURE 6.8-6

SUBMERGENT VEGETATION COVER IN
SUBSECTION 3 (SEE FIGURE 8.872),

CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION
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FIGURE 6.3-8
SUBMERGENT VEGETATION COVER
SUBSECTION 4 (SEE FIGURE 6.3-2)

CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION
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FIGURE 6.3-7

SUBMERGENT VEGETATION COVER IN
SUBSECTION & (SEE FIGURE 6.8-2).

CRYSTAL RIVER 318 STUDIES
FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION
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FIGURE 6.3-8

SUBMERGENT VEGETATION C
SUBSECTION 8 (SEE FIGURE ¢

CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUL
FLORIDA POWER CORPOR/
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O FIGURE 6.3-9

SUBMERGENT VEGETATION COVER 13
SUBSECTION 7 (SEE FIGURE 8.3-2).

CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION




oi/ FIGURE 6.8-10
}} SUBMERGENT VEGETATION COVER IN
8 /0 SUBSECTION 8 (SEE FIGURE 8.3+2),
s o CRYSTAL RIVER 316 STUDIES
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{71,( FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION 0
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