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DESCRIPTIVE REPORT TO ACCOMPANY TOPOGRAPHIC SHRET " M", front and
back, Alabema coest of the Gulf of Mexico, project # HxT 196, March
1935,

l-Authority
Instructiona for this sheet were issured on Nov. 30, 1934, Field
work was done in March 1935,

2, Area coverad and junctions,

The area covered by this sheet is that portion of the Alabama cosast
of the Gulf of Mexico between signal "Wimpy", 1934 and signal "Myer
1934, the western end of this project.

S Control and Datum, Scale.

Control was furnished by Lieut. je.g. M.H. Reese 1934 and Lieut.
Anderson 1934, This gheet is on the final adjusted N. A. 1927
datum., The scale ig 1- 10,000, While the hydrc., was donme on

1- 20,000, 1t was believed that this shest should be done on a
scale of 1- 10,000, ag all the other sheets were on that scale and
the air photos had been reduced and computed on this acale,

4, Methods and Closures.

All the signsls on this sheet were located by a traverse begun at
signal "Whimpy" and ending at signal "Myer". A three hundred foot
tepe was used to obtained distances, On the front side of the sheet
8 traverse wes run from signal "Wimpy" to signel "Gray Tenk", a dis-
tance of about three and a half miles with a oclosing error of six
meters in distance and zero in azimuth., As the signsl "Gray Tenk"
could not be oocupied, the error was not immediately adjusted for
fear of losing azimuth, Therefore an orientation line to the next
set up was taken from the last set up on the front side, and these
were transfered to the back side of the sheet and the traverse con-
tinued toward "Moon" and "Myer" with the starting error shown above,
This traverse was tied into "Moon" sbout two and one half miles from
Gray Tank" with an additional error of +three meters in distence
snd goero in azimuth., Here again it was necessary to continue on with
an unadjusted traverse since "Moon" and "Myer" were not intervisible,
nor were "Moon" and "Gray Tank", so that azimuth might have been
lost had an attempt been made to adjust this traverse. The traverse
was then carried forward to "Myer" and closed with an additional
error between "Moon" and Myer' of four meters in a distance of about
two miles, The entire error from "Wimpy" to "™Myer"™, a diatance of
about eight miles was thirteen meters in distance and zero in azi-
muth. In passing, it was noticed that this error was almost oxactly
one meter per set up point. This may have been due to the difference
in scales used , as we are having qutie a bit of trouble with meter
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bars checking. This error is well within the allowable, but it is
believed that as there was no azimuth error, which is more common
than an error in distance, that this would have been a perfewt
traverse except for something beyond the control of the topogra
pher as all distances were chamined. The error was adjusted, using
the ties at "Gray Tank", "Moon", and "Myer".

be Shoreline,

The shoreline was transfered from the airphoto reductionx sheets
directly to this sheet and is shown in pencil. The shoreline actu=-
ally obtained by this party is shown in ink, There was noted a
slight discrepancy between the two shorelines, but this is due to
the changing coast line, See your letter to me of April 8, 1935,

Ref. no 26~ SG 1990 (15). ¥iled in RR- T-5u4¢

These sheets have been inspected and approved,

I. E. Rittenburg, Lieut.,
Coast and Geodatic Survey
Chief of Party.
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Date of Review

1, This survey has been reviewed in comnection with Alr Photo
Compilation Nose T=s%7{ SYgP, 6495, with particular attention to
the following details:

'~ (a) Projection has been checked in the Field.
~ (b) Acocurscy of location of plane table comtrol pointse

~~,(o) Discrepancies between detail on this survey and the
air photo compilations listed above.

—(d) Discrepancies found in desoriptions subtmitted on
Form 524 when compared with the air photo compilations
listed above.

2. Refer to the reviews and desoriptive reports of air photo com-
pilations Nos. T=/%77,5%%7 5495, for a more complete discussion of
any errors or discrepancies foumd.

Any material errors found on this survey are noted in subsequent
paragraphs of this review, and these have been reported to the Field
Records Section and the Cartogrephic Section.

v Notes and corrections resulting from the review are shown on this
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