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FOREWORD
The field of surveying, in all areas of study, comprises a vast amount of technical
terminology. Even practitioners with many decades in the art do not have a complete
grasp of it all. For the sake of reaching a broader audience as well as providing a quick
reference to the already adept, a list of acronyms, a list of symbols, and a glossary have
been incorporated into this thesis. Most terms that are italicized are given definitions in

the glossary.

Likewise, the analysis of time series in the spatial (i.e. time) and spectral (i.e. frequency)
domains is of import to tidal research. General techniques, which are applicable to this
study, have been appended, including descriptions of source code algorithms used in the

data processing.

In the discussion of historic observations, it is necessary to “follow in the footsteps of the
original surveyor.” In order to do this, different units of measure and different surveying
techniques must be taken into account. The use of “feet,” unless otherwise noted, is

always in U.S. Survey Foot (1 foot = 1200/3937 meter).
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