/o Affected Trees
@ Survey Point (November 2012)

@ Trees

— Contour 2-ft

[]rail

- —

1 inch = 80 feet

(c) 2010 Microsoft Corporation and its data suppliers

755
= 750
)
o
z R SRR S SR PE T 2 e aSaRa e T TR
c - .. Bt N ~N N~
o L 2 oy WP E S A s B R oy Yy oy Yy Y E N Y Y Y EEREEE SRR RNy
'-E?45wﬂqﬁﬁf:ﬁﬁﬂm°°mﬁEimwﬂ*’.f_.*j4:*:f_.f_.ﬁf’wﬁw*7ﬁw~qa4wwwmﬂmmmﬁﬁ.ﬂﬁ

N e I S B - - B r AT AV - D N - U T S S - R R U - T = DU L= T T D= - T - B B~ I~ MLl LA A B - N - S

E é:gmgbg;aawwwwmJﬂﬂggjﬁﬂﬂgjﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬂﬂ mmmmuwtﬂlﬂ L h 33&"
w ot o0
- Boo *

740

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100

Station (feet)

— &= Ground Elevation (ft) Top Elevation of Berm (ft)

Figure 2 River Trail Segment 1
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Figure 3 River Trail Segment 2a
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Figure 4 River Trail Segment 2b
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