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Analysis Results

Based on the 1D hydraulic models described in the previous sections of this memo, the floodplain limits for
the existing vs. proposed conditions were delineated and are shown on Figure 4. Figure 5 shows a closer
view of the estimated floodplain limits for the existing vs. proposed conditions with the proposed visitor
center footprint and surface contour details.

A profile of the channel thalweg for the East Tributary of Meier Canyon Creek and maximum water surface
elevation for the existing and proposed conditions is shown on Figure 6. Figure 7 — Figure 11 show cross-
section results at selected cross-sections upstream, adjacent to, and downstream of the proposed visitor
center development area. Note, the blue and red vertical lines on Figure 8 — Figure 10 show the
approximate lateral limits of the floodplain boundary for the existing vs. proposed conditions, respectively.
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Figure 4. Comparison of existing vs. proposed conditions for 100-year flood along East Tributary of
Meier Canyon Creek
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Figure 5. Comparison of existing vs. proposed conditions for 100-year flood along East Tributary of
Meier Canyon Creek, closer view of visitor center footprint and surface contours
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Figure 6. Profile of East Tributary of Meier Canyon Creek HEC-RAS model water surface profiles for existing vs. proposed

conditions
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Figure 7. Cross-section 4993 — approximately 400 feet upstream of proposed visitor center
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Figure 8. Cross-section 4800 — approximately 150 feet upstream of proposed visitor center
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Figure 9. Cross-section 4650 — approximately 230-ft upstream of pedestrian bridge
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Figure 10. Cross-section 4538 — downstream end of proposed visitor center
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Figure 11. Cross-section 4411 — approximately 30-ft downstream of bridge, downstream end of proposed development area
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Tabular 1D hydraulic results for maximum water surface elevation (WSE), flow depth, and average flow
velocity for the existing vs. proposed conditions at selected cross-sections adjacent to the proposed visitor
center structure location are contained in Table 2.

Table 2. Summary of HEC-RAS model results for existing vs. proposed conditions (East Tributary of
Meier Canyon Creek, adjacent to proposed visitor center structure location)

Existing Conditions Proposed Conditions

Max. Channel Max. Channel Change in
WSE - WSE . WSE
(ft) Depth Velocity (ft) Depth Velocity (ft)
(ft) (ft/sec) (ft) (ft/sec)
5700 1,011.6 4.7 9.7 1,011.6 4.7 9.7 0.0
5550 1,011.0 5.8 6.5 1,011.0 5.8 6.5 0.0
5400 1,007.1 5.1 8.9 1,007.1 5.1 8.9 0.0
5250 1,003.6 4.5 7.9 1,003.6 4.5 7.9 0.0
5100 1,001.5 4.8 9.6 1,001.5 4.8 9.6 0.0
5032 1,000.2 4.9 10.4 1,000.2 4.9 10.4 0.0
4993 999.5 5.5 10.3 999.5 5.5 10.3 0.0
4950 998.1 5.5 11.8 998.1 5.5 11.8 0.0
4909 998.0 5.6 10.4 998.0 5.7 10.3 0.0
4893 997.9 5.2 9.9 997.9 5.3 9.8 0.0
4877 997.9 5.8 8.9 998.0 5.8 8.8 0.0
4840 997.7 6.1 8.7 997.7 6.1 8.6 0.0
4820 997.2 6.1 9.6 997.2 6.1 9.6 0.0
4800 997.1 6.3 9.1 997.1 6.3 9.4 0.0
4783 996.5 5.9 10.3 996.9 6.3 9.6 0.4
4766 996.5 6.1 9.7 996.2 5.7 11.0 -0.3
4749 996.0 5.5 10.6 996.0 5.5 10.6 0.0
4700 996.1 5.3 8.8 995.7 5.0 10.0 -0.4
4675 995.3 5.2 10.5 995.3 5.2 10.3 0.0
4650 995.2 5.7 10.0 995.0 5.5 10.4 -0.2
4633 994.8 5.7 10.3 994.8 5.7 10.4 0.0
4616 994.7 6.0 10.3 994.7 6.0 10.3 0.0
4597 993.9 5.5 11.6 993.9 5.5 11.7 0.0
4578 993.0 5.1 12.9 993.0 5.1 12.9 0.0
4558 993.6 6.1 10.0 993.5 6.0 10.3 -0.1
4538 993.5 6.5 10.1 993.4 6.4 10.5 -0.1
4519 993.0 6.5 10.8 992.9 6.4 11.2 -0.1
4500 992.9 6.6 10.8 992.7 6.4 11.3 -0.2
4477 992.6 6.7 11.0 992.5 6.5 11.6 -0.1
4454 993.0 7.5 9.2 993.0 7.5 8.8 0.0
Bridge

4411 992.1 7.3 8.8 992.1 7.29 9.0 0.0
4350 990.1 7.3 12.1 990.1 7.31 12.2 0.0
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Summary and Conclusions

This analysis developed a comparison of the 100-year floodplains in the vicinity of the proposed visitor
center building and adjacent infrastructure (parking lot and roads) between the existing and proposed
conditions. As summarized in Table 2 above, there is expected to be a difference in maximum water
surface elevation for the 100-year flood discharge of less than +/- 0.5 foot or less along the East Tributary
of Meier Canyon Creek adjacent to the proposed Camp visitor center compared to the existing condition
(without visitor center).

At the locations where there are changes in water surface elevation, the is an expected change of average
flow velocity (within the channel) of approximately +/- 1 foot/second, with a maximum value of an increase
of 1.3 feet/second just upstream of the proposed visitor center. In general, where there was a reduction in
flow depth for the proposed conditions, the average flow velocity increased. And where there was an
increase in water surface elevation, a reduction in average flow velocity.

Based on the 1D hydraulic model results developed for this analysis, minimal changes in water surface
elevation and mean flow velocity for the 100-year flood are expected to occur within the AJU Camp property
limits (see Figure 6). The estimated changes in flow depth and average velocity are between a distance of
approximately 250 upstream of the proposed visitor center to about 300 feet downstream of the visitor
center along the East Tributary of Meier Canyon Creek.

The maximum 100-year flood water surface elevation at the location of the proposed visitor center building
is estimated to be approximately 995.0 feet (at the upstream, southeast corner of the building footprint). The
maximum 100-year flood water surface elevation at the downstream, southwest corner of the building
footprint is estimated to be about 992.7 feet. These estimates can be used to select the finished floor
elevation for the proposed visitor center structure.
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Sincerely,



