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2. CONTROL AND SHORELINE

a. Control is adequately discussed in sections F., G.,
and S. of the Descriptive Report.

b. Horizontal control used for this survey during data
acquisition is based upon the North American Datum of 1927
(NAD 27). Office processing of this survey is based on these
values. The smooth sheet has been annotated with ticks
showing the computed mean shift between the survey datum and
the North American Datum of 1983 (NAD 83).

To place this survey on the NAD 83 datum move the
projection lines 0.728 seconds (22.4 meters or 2.24 mm at the
scale of the survey) south in latitude, and 0.263 seconds (7.0
meters or .70 mm at the scale of the survey) west in
longitude.

c. Shoreline originates with 1:10,000 scale enlargements
of 1:20,000 scale registration copies of Coastal Zone Maps TP-
00347 and TP-00348 of 1977-78. Shoreline revisions
originating with the present survey are shown in red on the
smooth sheet.

The geographic name SHOAL POINT BAYOU shown on TP-00347
of 1977 and 78 in the vicinity of Latitude 30°05'30.0"N,
Longitude 85°35'15.0"W has been changed. The correct name,
FRED BAYOU, is shown on the present survey.

3. HYDROGRAPHY

a. Soundings at crossings are in excellent agreement and
comply with the criteria found in sections 4.6.1. and 6.3.4.3.
of the HYDROGRAPHIC MANUAL.

b. The standard six (6), twelve (12), eighteen (18)
thirty (30) and sixty (60) foot depth curves could be drawn in
their entirety. The zero (0) curve was not delineated in its
entirety because of vessel safety. The supplemental three (3)
and thirty-six (36) foot curves were drawn to show additional
bottom relief. Some dashed curves were also drawn to
delineate bottom relief.

c. The development of the bottom configuration and
determination of least depths is considered adequate.

4., CONDITION OF SURVEY

The smooth sheet and accompanying overlays, hydrographic
records and reports conform to the requirements of the
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HYDROGRAPHIC MANUAL.
5. JUNCTIONS

H-10166 (1984-85) to the northwest
H-10266 (1987-88) to the southeast

A standard junction was effected between survey H-10266
(1987-88) and the present survey.

A standard junction could not be effected with the
junctional survey H-10166 (1984-85). The junctional survey is
archived at National Ocean Service (NOS) Headquarters,
Rockville, Maryland. The junctional survey is in substantial
agreement with the present survey. Depths generally agree to
within one (1) foot. Any adjustments to the depth curves in
the junctional areas will have to be made at headquarters
during chart compilation.

6. COMPARISON WITH PRIOR SURVEYS

H-5781 (1935) 1:10,000
H-5782 (1935) 1:10,000

The two (2) prior surveys listed above cover the present
survey area in its entirety.

a. Prior survey depths from H-5781 (1935) compare
favorably and show a general trend of being one (1) to four
(4) feet deeper than present survey soundings. The following
changes between prior survey H-5781 (1935) and the present
survey should be noted:

1) A pile shown on the prior survey in the vicinity
of Latitude 30°05'49.0"N, Longitude 85°36'36.0"W is charted as
a submerged pile. A 100 meter visual investigation for the
submerged pile was performed during survey operations. The
submerged pile was not seen during the investigation. The
pile was brought forward as a submerged pile from the prior
survey to supplement the present survey. No change in
charting status is recommended.

2) eth icinity of Latitude 30°0§:§%.5"N,
Longitude 85° ;ﬁ 75"W, a channel shown on the present survey
did not exist at the time that the prior survey was conducted.
It is recommended that the area be charted as shown on present
survey.

3) Shoreline along the north side of East Bay has
receded approximately 10 to 25 meters to the north of prior
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survey shoreline.

4) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°08'15.0"N,
Longitude 85°34'26.0"W the present survey shoreline has
receded approximately 25 to 125 meters to the northwest of the
prior survey shoreline causing a bayou on the present survey
to have widened since the prior survey.

5) 1In the vicinity of Latitude 30°07'36.0"N,
Longitude 85°31'54.0"W, the present survey shoreline has
receded approximately 10 to 50 meters to the east of the prior
survey shoreline.

6) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°05'35.0"N,
Longitude 85°31'24.0"W the present survey shoreline has
receded approximately 10 to 50 meters to the north of prior
survey shoreline.

7) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°05'51.0"N,
Longitude 85°35'12.0"W the present survey shoreline has
accreted approximately 325 to 525 meters to the northwest of
prior survey shoreline. This accretion has formed a sizeable
point that extends to Latitude 30°06'00.0"N, Longitude
85°35'15.0"W.

b. Prior survey depths from H-5782 (1935) compare
favorably and show a general trend of being one (1) to four
(4) feet deeper than present survey soundings. The following
items should be noted:

1) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°05'51.0"N,
Longitude 85°36'54.0"W the present survey shoreline has
accreted approximately 50 meters to the east of the prior
survey shoreline.

2) 1In the vicinity of Latitude 30°08'12.0"N,
Longitude 85°37'15.0"W the present survey shoreline has
accreted approximately 100 to 300 meters to the south of prior
survey shoreline. As discussed in section K., page 10, of the
Descriptive Report the mouth of Martin Bayou has been fllled
to form Lake Martin. Additional deposition of material has
occurred in this general vicinity, resulting in extensive
accretion of the shoreline and shoaling. It is recommended
that this area be charted as shown on present survey.

3) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°07'05.0"N,
Longitude 85°35'48.0"W the present survey shoreline has
receded approximately 40 meters to the south of the prior
survey shoreline.
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4) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°06'27.0"N,
Longitude 85°36'22.0"W the present survey shoreline has
accreted approximately 50 meters to the southeast of prior
survey shoreline.

The differences between the above prior surveys and the
present survey depth can be attributed to cultural
development, and improved hydrographic surveying methods and
equipment.

Except as noted above the present survey is adequate to
supersede the above prior surveys within the common area.
However, within the bayou areas of the present survey the data
is only adequate to supplement the prior surveys.

7: COMPARISON WITH CHART 11390 (15th. Ed., 8 Auqust 1987)
11391 (16th. Ed., 15 February 1986)

a. Hydrography

The charted hydrography originates with the previously
discussed prior surveys and unascertainable sources and
requires no further consideration. The hydrographer makes
adequate chart comparisons in section L. and pages 64 through
68 of the Descriptive Report. The following should be noted:

1) In the vicinity of Latitude 30°05'52.5"N,
Longitude 85°36'51.0"W the chart shows a shoal across the
mouth of an area known locally as Tyndall Boat Basin. Present
survey depths in this area range from two (2) to four (4)
feet. It is recommended that the area be charted as shown on
present survey.

2) A charted pier in the vicinity of Latitude
30°08'07.8"N, Longitude 85°31'05.0"W was neither verified nor
disproved by the present survey. A line of hydrography was
run approximately 15 meters to the south of the pier with no
indication of the pier being noted by the field unit. It is
recommended that the charted pier be revised to submerged pier
ruins.

3) The following notations should be retained as
charted in the following locations:

Notation Latitude Longitude
N W
oysters 30°06'34.0 84°34'37.0
oysters 30°05'27.0 84°32'34.0
oysters 30°05'25.5 84°32'01.0
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oys 30°05'17.5 84°31'42.0

6) A pipeline and cable area in the vicinity of
Latitude 30°07'45.0"N, Longitude 85°37'05.0"W was neither
verified nor disproved by the field unit. There is no
discussion of an investigation of the area in the Descriptive
Report. No change in charting status is recommended.

Except as noted above the present survey is adequate
to supersede the charted hydrography within the common area.

b. Controlling Depths

There are no conflicts between the present survey
depths and the tabulation for the Intracoastal Waterway shown
on the chart. The following should be noted: _

ot Mot T0°0S SLW, fong S35 2w

1) A channeljleading into Fred Bayou has a notation of
18 feet 1976. The present survey depths range from fourteen
(14) to fifteen (15) feet in the channel. It is recommended
that the notation 18 feet 1976 be deleted and the area charted
as shown on preset survey. v

¥ 4}‘3%‘32%”&?@?/’/529’33“5@47¢60'

2) A channel,leading into ﬁfatt Bayou has a notation
of 6 feet 1982. The present survey depths range from five (5)
to six (6) feet in the channel. It is recommended that the
notation 6 feet 1982 be deleted, and the area be charted as
shown on present survey.

c. Dangers to Navigation

There were no Dangers to Navigation submitted by the
field unit on this survey. No dangers were discovered during
office processing.

d. Aids to Navigation
The hydrographer located six (6) floating and seven
(7) non-floating aids to navigation in the survey area. These
aids appear adequate to serve their intended purpose.

8. COMPLIANCE WITH INSTRUCTIONS

This survey complies with the Project Instructions except
as noted in section 4. of this report.

9. ADDITIONAL FIELD WORK

This is a adequate basic survey. Additional work is
recommended for items discussed in sections 6.a. and 7.a. of
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Regingld L. Keene

Cartographic Technician
Verification of Field Data
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APPROVAL SHEET
H-10259 and Ad. Wk.

Initial Approvals:

The completed survey has been inspected with regard to survey
coverage, delineation of depth curves, development of critical depths,
cartographic symbolization, and verification or disproval of charted data. The
digital data have been completed and all revisions and additions made to the
smooth sheet during survey processing have been entered in the magnetic tape
record for this survey. Final control, position, and sounding printouts of the
survey have been made. The survey records and digital data comply with NOS
requirements except where noted in the Evaluation Report.

\241*}&—. /g(m Date: 13 \ne 1996

Robert G. Roberson
Chief, Evaluation and Analysis Team
Atlantic Hydrographic Section

| have reviewed the smooth sheet, accompanying data, and reports. This
survey and accompanying digital data meet or exceed NOS requirements and
standards for products in support of nautical charting except where noted in the
Evaluation Report.

ﬂ ¥ 17& WDate: 5Ju/y (976

Christopher B. Lawrence, CDR, NOAA
Chief, Atlantic Hydrographic Section

********************************************************

Final Approval:

Approved:_ézﬁ@g(/w Date: /25 ﬂ

Wesley V. Hull,
Rear Admiral, NOAA
Director, Charting and Geodetic Services




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

NATIONAL OCEAN SERVICE

OFFICE OF CHARTING AND GEODETIC SERVICES
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20852

APR 3 199

MEMORANDUM FOR: Captain Dean R. Seidel, NOAA

Chief, Hydgeéraphic Surveys Branch
FROM: /éeorge K. Myers, 32%/

Chief, Standards Section

SUBJECT: Examination of Hydrographic Survey H-10259
and Additional Work (1987-1989), Florida
St. Andrews Bay--East Bay, Military Point
to Piney Point

Chief of Party ..scces IRk 55 B - D. A. Waltz

Figlg onitc (.:.. i E s s st e ones CHGrOUEEBREC Flalld Party 3
DHGOBBBOA BY .. ivssnssscncsssinsssssss dbtlaphic MArXite Center
BEORINNT DY cocscrinsasnananee sessvas iyt Rt NYEER

An examination of hydrographic survey H-10259 and additional work
(1987-1989) was accomplished to monitor the survey for adequacy
with respect to data acquisition, conformance with applicable
project instructions, delineation of the bottom, determination of
least depths, navigational hazards, junctions, sounding line
crossings, smooth plotting, shoreline transfer, digital data
standards, decisions made and actions taken by the evaluator, and
the cartographic presentation of data.

cartographic deficiencies and constructive comments are noted on
a half-scale copy of the survey smooth sheet which will be
forwarded to the Atlantic Hydrographic Section.

In general, the survey was found to conform to National Ocean
Service standards and requirements.

Attachment

cc: N/CG244 - C. Lawrence






























