


\

O

3DEP LiDAR - 2017

This map is support material for the Regional Basemap

Committee meeting of Washoe County, March 23rd,
2017. This map accompanies item 6 on the meeting's

QL1 Proposed

D Reno, Sparks, Washoe urbanized

The QL1 Proposed area is the area to be proposed to the
Regional Basemap Committee of Washoe County for
upgrade to the QLL LiDAR acquisition. This area includes

L I D‘ \ R C O L L E the majority of the developed areas in Reno, Sparks and
Washoe County. The area is approximately 234 sq. miles
QL2 UNR-USGS

I ‘ \ L L 2 O ] : The QL2 UNR-USGS is the area in which LiDAR data will
be acquired through the USGS 3DEP program.

Technology Services

ii?{‘.’;? g Geographic Information Systems

F Path: Ve Mapl i ARG 1 mc)

®* QL2 — NBMG is provi
bulk of local funding

® looking for a $25,000 local
match to complete QL2 funding
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®* QL1 buy-up option |
® 243 sq miles @ $90,428 = & F : | S g
* Approx. $370/sq. mile |
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Sources: Esri, HERE, De orme, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri
apan,ME,.Esri,China {Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), Mapmylindia,
NGCC, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community




Proposed

QL2 Lidar
Acquisition Area

6 Miles
b

0 3 6 Kilometers

e M 20
Reno-Tahoe

S - Industrial "~
Center

3

T\

r M

+

- Applicat
past 160 years r— v A 7 L
Fw 'P‘IA "w‘*"*"}!’"h’“ | ‘ v . St 7’; ;‘f“s‘«’ij\\{}& 4;\ »-;‘f /o i
Flash-Tlood, debris 1low hazards on small catchments ":‘ : 5:»4":::;: 1 », .'7/;‘
et P I ‘!{ ’,: > '1;":;:'."“ 2 /;'Lﬁ{///( ’/.f.(«:
oW [ L o 2 BN [ ean ALY O
H p s L "““‘f‘” ‘,“"/Washoglcny Iy
Funding — Total proposal $349,60 B AN
. Vo (B2 dincline’ \

s

=  $174,605 secured from U BLeilage,
= $175,000 match from local entities

$150,000 provided by UNR Vice President for
Research and Innovation Office

$25,000 additional funds needed to maximize
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\O COMPARISON —ELEVATION POINT DENSITY
2013 Pictometry QL3 Mass Points 2016 Geophex

2




COMPARISON — PULSE DENSITY

QL1 QL2

PENNSYLVANIA, DATA CREDIT: PSU




COMPARISON - POINT CLOUD
QL2

PENNSYLVANIA, DATA CREDIT: PS
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COMPARISON = 1 FT CONTOURS
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Geophex 2ft Contours 442 $84,550
(Photogrammetric) 2016

Pictometry QL3 LiDAR 554 $37,660
(1 pulse/sq. meter) 2013
USGS QLT 234 $90,428
(8 pulses/sq. meter) 2017
USGS QL2 1370  $349,605*

(2 pulses/sq. meter) 2017

$68

$386

$255

/ *324,605 of this total is funded by USGS and UNR through the USGS 3DEP program and UNR’s VPRI.
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W//A QL1 Proposed
GeoPhex Contours, 2016
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