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HYDRAULIC RECOMMENDATIONS

be obtained.

channelization and land use. Users of this data are cautioned against the assumption of precision which cannot 

factors.  The resultant hydraulic data is sensitive to changes, particularly antecedent conditions, urbanization, 

determined by a study of the watershed.  Many judgements and assumptions are required to establish these 

elevations which may be anticipated in any given year.  This data was generated using highly variable factors 

The hydraulic data is shown for informational purposes only to indicate the flood discharges and water surface 

NOTE:

Greatest Flood:  The most severe that can be predicted where overtopping is not practicable.    

structures.

Overtopping Flood:  Causes flow over the highway, over a watershed divide, or thru emergency relief 

Base Flood:  Has a 1% chance of being exceeded in any given year (100 year frequency).

Design Flood:  Utilized to assure a desired level of hydraulic performance.
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EXHIBIT  BHD-1    

Date:  1/1/12

(1)  Bridge lengthened to accommodate predicted channel migration to the west. 

(2)  Based on mark provided by local resident of 43 years.   

(3)  Due to predicted channel migration to the west and lack of meander cutoff, 

Pier No. 4 will not experience main channel scour depths.

REMARKS:

   the information in the plan or profile view.

  If the space provided is not adequate, place 

 the appropriate details in the bridge plans.

Describe the pier size and type or refer to
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