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Appendix E-4

Map Legend 16 Section 115 (North Levee; STN 54+25) 16 Section 37 (North Levee; STN 55+25) 16 Section 116 (North Levee; STN 57+00) 16 Section 38 (North Levee; STN 58+25)
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1. Post-construction (as-built) topography surveyed by Dixon Marine Services between November 5 and 26, 2021 using
RTK GPS.
16 Section 43 (North Levee; STN 80+75) 16 Section 121 (North Levee; STN 83+00)
2. Pre-construction topography is from the following sources:
- Sections 11 - 47: May 6, 2021 topographic survey performed by Daniel Harris of SFSU using RTK GPS. 5 5 14
- Sections 101 - 121: June 2020 LiDAR digital elevation model (DEM) of Sears Pt Restoration Project site by Quantum 2 X 12
Spatial. Z =
=z Z 10
3. Topographic survey data are held to the benchmark network shown on Sheet 2 f’ 1;' 8
S S
4. Considerations for 2020 LiDAR data: § : 6
- Data gaps along sections are due to the presense of standing water at the time of LIDAR acquisition. w Wy
- Vegetation interference may be present in some locations, resulting in artificially high elevations. L )
: : - o  Pre-construction data from 2020 LIDAR DEM
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Distance (ft) Distance (ft)

T T p7i
i /
i

* NORTH LEVE!

DATE:
gl oomman DAG _ Levee Erosion ) " . /} FarWest 11262022
% DESIGNEDBY:  PRB, RDL, SWS, DAG Adaptive Management Project T A e SIEGEL ggggggggg AS-BUILT TOPOGRAPHIC T
9| creckepey:  ROL Sears Point Tidal Marsh Restoration Project | APPROVEDBY: SONOMA [FUIILTITY SECTIONS (3) 1
ﬁ T Sonoma County, CA T T 93',.'?.”!1% . Peter Baye, Ph.D. PROJECT NO.
NUMBER DATE DESCRIPTION BY ) — PERMITTEE DATE 3021
ile name: As-built-XS-Sheet3_DL_Sears-Pt_2022-0126dag




	App-E title page
	App-E_TOC page
	App-E1_2017 DU Levee Topo Transects
	Sheets and Views
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-SH01
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-SH02
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-SH03
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-SH04


	App-E2_2018 DU Levee Topo Transects
	Sheets and Views
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-2018-SH01
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-2018-SH02
	EROSION SECTIONS EXHIBIT-2018-SH03


	App-E3_Cell-6-7-2015-2021 levee topo transects_0909sws
	App-E4_2021 As-Built and Basline Levee Topo Transects_2022-0126



