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CONVERSION FACTORS

Multiply By To obtain
centimeters 0.3937 inches
meter 3.281 feet
kilometer 0.6215 mile
square meter 10.76 square feet
hectare 2471 acre
square kilometer 0.3861 sguare mile
cubic meters 8.110 x 104 acre-feet
cubic meters per day 4.087 x 104 cubic feet per second

Sea Level: Inthisreport, “sealevel” refersto the National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929 (NVGD of 1929)—a geo-
detic datum derived from a general adjustment of the first-order level nets of both the United States and Canada, formerly
called Sea Level Datum of 1929.

Altitude, as used in this report, refers to distance above or below sealevel.
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