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Warm Springs: 15’ Deep Borrow Pit €& PWA
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South Breach at turn of tide T+2
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Warm Springs Monitoring Transects € PWA
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Coyote Slough Transect
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Coyote Slough XS 71
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Hydraulic Geometry Trajectory
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Cooley Landing: Former Salt Pond & PWA




Key Monitoring Issues

 Rejuvenation of tidal
channel system

e Rates of sedimentation

 Marsh vegetation
evolution

e Mudflat channel
evolution
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Cooley Landing Marsh, September, 194 Cooley Landing Marsh, August.




Restoration Design




Channel nickpoint, bed erosion and
side slumping
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First order channel re-occupation

Pre-breach, Dec 2000




Marshplain Transect

Across southern part of site
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Performance of Dltch Blocks, T+3
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Design Guidelines

Design Guidelines for
Tidal Wetland Restoration
in San Francisco Bay

Prepaved by Philip Williams & Associates, Lid. and Phyllis M. Faber

WWW.Wrmp.org

« “oastal
Conservancy

“The “al)' Institute




Acknowledgments

Monitoring resources provided by: San Francisco
Foundation, Save San Francisco Bay
Association, The Bay Institute, US Fish &
Wildlife Service, Mid Peninsula Open Space
District, Phyllis Faber & Associates, PWA Ltd.,
King & Lyons Inc.



1989




1991










s
18

2003




s
18

2003




Vegetation Expansion
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