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October 10, 2017

Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Re: FCDAC Meeting on October 18, 2017

Dear Committee Members:

Enclosed is the agenda and supporting materials for the October meeting. The meeting will begin at 8:00
a.m. in the 9'" Floor Conference Room at 201 N. Stone Avenue. If you park in the Public Works Parking
Garage, please bring your parking ticket with you and we will be happy to validate it for you.

If you have any questions, please call me at 724-4680.

Sincerely,

Tamara Jorde
Special Staff Assistant
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MEETING NOTICE/AGENDA
FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE FOR THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PLANNING SUBCOMMITTEE
CIP/BUDGET SUBCOMMITTEE
TECHNICAL SUBCOMMITTEE
APPEAL SUBCOMMITTEE

8:00 a.m., Wednesday, October 18, 2017
Pima County Regional Flood Control District
9" Floor Conference Room
201 North Stone Avenue
Tucson, Arizona 85701

I Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance
II.  Approval of the September 20, 2017 Minutes
IIl.  Query to the Audience

IV. New Business
1. HEC-RAS 5 Technical Guidance Document
1. Information/Updates from Jurisdictions and/or Members
a. Risk Map Project/Ken Perry

V. Continuing Business
1. Regulatory Updates — State and Federal

VI. Report from Flood Control District Staff
1. Board of Supervisors Action Summary
2. Regional Flood Control District Projects and Programs Update
VIl. Call to the Audience
VIIl. Agenda Items for November 15, 2017 Meeting/Committee
IX. Adjournment

NOTE: Action may be taken on any item listed above. The Committee may discuss agenda items in any order.
If no gquorum is present by 8:30 a.m., the meeting will be canceled.



Pima County Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Information Sheet
Meeting Date: October 18, 2017

AGENDA ITEM I
Agenda Iltem:  Approval of the September 20, 2017 Minutes
Action Required: Committee approval.

Background: Attached is the regular meeting minutes for September 20, 2017.

Current Agenda: Committee vote.



MINUTES
FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT ADVISORY COMMITTEE/PUBLIC REVIEW
September 20, 2017

Committee Members Present: James MacAdam, Ken Perry, David Pfordt, Kumar Raut, lan Sharp, Kieran
Sikdar, Mike Todnem, Ann Youbherg

Flood Control District Staff Present: Eric Shepp, Deputy Director; Valerie Gonzales, Office Support [l
lacob Prietto, Principal Hydrologist; Greg Saxe, Environmental Planning Manager; Ann Moynihan, Civil
Engineer Manager

Others Present: Craig Setteme, City of Tucson

The meeting was held at 201 N. Stone Avenue, Tucson, Arizona, 9" Floor Conference Room.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
The committee approved the July 19, 2017 minutes.

QUERY TO THE AUDIENCE
No business.

NEW BUSINESS

Flo-2D Technical Guidance Final Document
Jacob Prietto, Principal Hydrologist, presented the final FLO-2D Technical Guidance document (see
attached). The committee voted and approved the final document.

2017 Monsoon Update
Eric Shepp, Deputy Director, presented Alert System highlights on the July rainfall numbers. Six alert
sites exceeded 10 inches of rain throughout Pima County.

Information/Updates from Jurisdictions and/or Members
Ken Perry, Town of Marana, will give a presentation regarding risk map at the October committee
meeting.

CONTINUING BUSINESS

Regulatory Updates
None

REPORT FROM FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT STAFF

BOS Action Summary
v' September 19, 2017

Pima County and the Regional Flood Control District, to provide a reciprocal exchange
agreement of property owned by the Regional Floed Control District on Sunset Road west of |-
10, that consists of the Sunset Road Bridge Right-of-Way and property intended for economic
development, and 227 Pima County owned parcels that are located within flood-prone areas, no
cost. Approved.



United States Department of the Interior, U.S. Geological Survey, to provide an
intergovernmental agreement for water resources investigations, Flood Control District Tax Levy
Fund, contract amount $546,000.00. Approved.

Regional Flood Control District Projects and Program Update
No business.

CALLTO THE AUDIENCE
No business.

AGENDA ITEMS — October 18, 2017 MEETING
1. Ken Perry —Risk Map Project

The meeting adjourned at 8:44 a.m.



FLO-2D (V. 2009, Pro} Technical Guidance for Hydrologic and Hydraulic modeling

Date:

Purpose:

Background:

in Unincorporated Pima County, Arizona
August 4, 2017 DRAFT

To provide guidance for and standards regarding floodplain modeling using the FLO-2D
{versions 2009, Pro) software package, with the intent of improving the consistency of
modeling results generated by Pima County Regional Fiood Control District (District)
staff and modeling submitted to the County by qualified applicants.

The following guidance document is provided as Amendment A - FLO-2D to the
District’s Technical Policy, TECH-033: Criteria for Two Dimensional Modeling.

FLO-2D is a proprietary computer software program that conducts two-dimensional
rainfall-runoff models. Two-dimensional models like FLO-2D provide an analytical
environment suitable for mapping distributary flow conditions common to the southern
Arizona terrain. FLO-2D (versions 2009, Pro) is FEMA approved to support hydrologic
and hydraulic analyses in Pima County, Arizona.
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Qutline

S L

10.

11.

12,

13.
14,
i5.

FLOZ2D Technical Guidance Text_DRAFT 11

Application
Verification
Grid Element Size
CONT.DAT

a. SIMULT

b, TOUT

c. AMANN

d. FROUDL

e. SHALLOWN
TOLER.DAT

a. TOL

b. DEPTOL

c. WAVEMAX

d. COURANT
INFIL.DAT

a. INFMETHOD

b. SCSNALL

c. SCSN(N)

d. ABSTSCS
ARF.DAT

a. ARF

b. WRF
RAIN.DAT

a. Application
RTT
RAINABS
R_TIME(!)
R_DISTR{l)

f.  RAINARF{I}
MANNINGS_N.DAT

a. FP(i,J))
INFLOW .DAT

a. IHOURDAILY

b, KHIN(I)
OUTFLOW .DAT

a. NODDCN)
FPXSEC.DAT

a. NODX(N,))

b. IFLO(N)
CHAN.DAT
STREET.DAT
LEVEE.DAT

P ooyo

(-)
(-)
{ft.)

{Simulation Time, hours)

{Output Time Interval, hours)
{Manning’s n Coefficient Increment)
(Limiting Froude Number)

{Shallow Manning’s n Coefficient)

{Surface Detention, ft.)

(Tolerance Value for Percent Change in Flow Depth)
{Numerical Stability Coefficient, maximum value)
(Numerical Stability Coefficient)

(Infiltration Method)

(SCS Curve Number, globat)

(SCS Curve Number, spatially variable)
(Initial Abstraction, inches)

{Area Reduction Factors)
{width Reduction Factor)

()

{Rainfall Depth, total, inches)

(Rainfall Interception and Abstraction, inches)
(Rainfall Time, hours)

(Rainfall Depth, Cumulative Percentage)
{Rainfail Depth Area Reduction)

{Manning’s n roughness coefficient)

{Inflow Hydrograph time unit)
{Grid Elements with Inflow Hydrograph)

{Grid Efements with Outflow)

{Grid Elements of Cross Section)
{Direction of Expected Flow)

September 20, 2017



Technical Guidance

1. Application
a. Written justification for the use of a FLO-2D model to support a hydrologic and/or
hydraulic analysis submittal to the District shall be provided.

b. [Itis recommended to discuss the use of FLO-2D with the District prior to conducting any
significant modetling efforts.

2. Verification
a. To verify the accuracy of the FLO-2D modeling results, the District may request the

submittal of additional information. Data requests may include, but are not limited to
comparisons to other modeling processes and/or observed data sets, including:

i Gauge data v. HEC-HMS, HEC-RAS
ii. NextRAD data vi. Aerial photography
iii. Regression equations vii. TR-55 travel time

iv.  Volumetric comparisons

3. Grid Element Size (ft.)

a. Grid size should be a function of the purpose of the model. The following provides
guidelines for selecting the appropriate grid size.

i. If possible, grid element size should be equal to or greater than twice the
average DTM point spacing.

ii. For hydraulic modeling, the grid size shall be no greater than 30 ft.

iii. For hydrologic modeling, the grid size area (square-feet) should be no greater
than one-tenth of the peak discharge {cfs) being modeled.

iv. Inorderto properly simulate travel times through well-defined or visible (sand
bed) channels and linear features (street) for accurate hydrologic modeling, the
modeling effort should maximize the faithful reproduction of the channel/street
geometry, Where two or more grids fit within the bottom of the channel or
street, no 1-D channel/street segments are required. However, where
geometry of street/visible channels cannot be faithfully simulated with the grid,
then inclusion of 1-D channel/street segments is recommended, or application
of other methods to correct the overland flow times for the slower velocity due
to the poor reproduction of channel geometry.

b. Written documentation stating the origin and specifics of the DTM data used for
modeling shall be provided. In particular, provide at a minimum the date the elevation
data was collected, the vertical and horizontal datum that was used to collect the data,
the method of collection, and a statement of both horizontal and vertical accuracy and
average sampling size.

c. The District recommends that the applicant pursue and receive approval of grid size
selection prior to initiating substantial modeling efforts.

FLO2D Technicai Guidance Text_DRAFT 11 September 20, 2017



Input Files {(*.DAT Files)

4. CONT.DAT
a. SIMULT (Simulation Time, hours)

i. Simulation time shall be set to capture the maximum depth condition for all grid
cells.

il.  Simulation time should, at minimum, extend into the receding limb of the
hydrograph being modeled.
b. TOUT (Output Time Interval, hours)
i. The output time interval shall be set small enough for the model to construct
accurate output hydrographs.
¢. AMANN (Manning’s n Coefficient Increment)
i. The AMANN parameter should be turned off (set to -99). Written justification is
required for AMANN values not set to -89 (see SHALLOWN guidance).
d. FROUDL {Limiting Froude Number}
i. A global Limiting Froude Number should be used, typically within the range of
0.90-0.95.
ii. Forgrid cells with steep slopes or smooth, armored surfaces where supercritical
flow may occur, FROUDL may be set at 1.2 or higher.
iii. FROUDL may be spatially variable.
iv. For Limiting Froude Number for Channels (FROUDC} and for Streets (STRFNQ),
see CHAN.DAT and STREET.DAT, respectively,
v. Review of the ROUGH.QUT and TIME.QUT output files is recommended to aid
verification of proper roughness selections against resulting Froude numbers.
e. SHALLOWN (Shallow Manning's n Coefficient)
i. SHALLOWN should be not be used unless written justification is provided that
demonstrates roughness varies by depth.
ii. The SHALLOWN parameter is not used when AMANN is turned off {set to -99}.
iii. The SHALLOWN parameter may be set to a value between 0 and 0.2 for
watersheds that are predominately natural when it is determined that
roughness varies by depth. ~
iv. Unless otherwise justified, the SHALLOWN parameter should not be used for
highly urbanized watersheds when unreasonably low velocities occur over
smooth impervious surfaces compared to normal depth calculations.

5. TOLER.DAT
a. TOLGLOBAL (Surface Detention, fi}

i. The TOLGLOBAL parameter should be set to 0.004 ft {0.05 in) for rainfall-runoff
modeling.

ii. The TOLGLOBAL parameter may he spatially variable, implementing the
TOLSPATIAL.DAT file,

iiil. A written description of the TOLGLOBAL parameter used in the medei shall be
provided. lustification shall be provided when the TOL parameter is not set to
the default value of 0.004 ft (0.05 in), and/or when spatially variable.
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b. DEPTOL (Tolerance Value for Percent Change in Flow Depth)
i. The DEPTOL parameter shall be set to zero (turned off).
H. Written justification shall be provided when the DEPTOL parameter is not set to
zero,
c. WAVEMAX {Numerical Stability Coefficient, maximum value)
i. WAVEMAX shall be set to the default value of 0.
ii. Written justification shall be provided when the WAVEMAX parameter is not set
: 1o zero.
d. COURANT {Numerical Stability Coefficient)
i. COURANT should be set to the default value of 0.6.
ii. If the model is stable, increase COURANT by increments of 0.1, to a maximum of
0.8, to decrease model runtime. If the modelis unstable, reduce COURANT by
increments of 0.1, to a minimum of 0.3, until model stability is reached.

6. INFIL.DAT
a. INFMETHOD {Infiltration Method)

i. Hydrologic modeling shall employ the SCS Curve Number Method, consistent
with Technical Policy TECH-013: Acceptable Model Parameterization for
Determining Peak Discharges.

b. SCSN(N) (Spatially Variable SCS Curve Number)

i. The Curve Number shall be spatially variable to match seil, vegetation, and land
use conditions specific to the individual grid cells. Impervious surfaces providing
flood storage (i.e. roads, parking lots) should be simulated with a modified curve
number.

c. ABSTSCS {Initial Abstraction, inches)

i, ABSTSCS shall be set to zero, which will trigger F2D to automatically calculate

the initial abstraction per the SCS method.

7. ARF.DAT
a. ARF {Area Reduction Factors)

i. For hydrologic models, ARF values should be used to simulate impervious
surfaces that do not provide flood storage (i.e. buildings with roofs), ARF values
for individual grid cells shall be consistent with Table D-3: Summary of
Approximate Impervious Cover Percentages for Various Land Development
Types, from Pima County’s current PC-Hydro User Guide.

bh. WRF (Width Reduction Factor)
i. Any use of the WRF parameter shall include a written justification.

8. RAIN.DAT
a. Application (-)
i. For ahydrologic-only model, the RAIN.DAT file shall be used.
ii. For a hydraulic-only model, the RAIN.DAT file shall not be used.
iii. Forahydrologic-hydraulic mixed model, the RAIN.DAT file shall be used.
b. iRAINBUILDING
i.  When using ARF.DAT to simulate the impervious cover of buildings’ roofs,
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1. IRAINBUILDING shall be set to zero (0) if the roofs convey stormwater
directly to the storm drain system), through which it is eliminated as
runoff.

2. IRAINBUILDING shall be set to one (1} if the roofs convey stormwater to
the ground and contributes to runoff.

3. A written statement shall be provided regarding the setting of
IRAINBUILDING,

c. RTT (Rainfall Depth, Total, inches)

i. The total rainfall depth shall be consistent with Technical Policy TECH-010:
Rainfall Input for Hydrologic Modeling.

d. RAINABS (Rainfall interception and abstraction, inches)

i. RAINABS shall be set to zero. Infiltration of rainfall shall be modeled with
INFIL.DAT.

ii. A written justification shall be provided when the interception and abstraction
of rainfall is being modeled.

e. R_TIME(l} {Rainfall Time, hours)

i. The rainfall distribution shall be consistent with Technical Policy TECH-018:
Acceptable Model Parameterization for Determining Peak Discharge, and
equivalent to any inflow hydrographs (see INFLOW.DAT) within the model.

f. R_DISTR(I) (Rainfall Depth, cumulative percentage)

i. See”R_TIME(l)" above.

g. RAINARF(l) (Rainfall Depth Area Reduction)

i. Rainfall depth may be spatially variable, while maintaining cansistency with
Technical Policies TECH-010: Rainfall Input for Hydrologic Modeling and TECH-
033: Criteria for Two-Dimensional Modeling.

ii. RAINARF, a value between 0 and 1, is multiplied against the total rainfall depth,
RTT, to calculate and assign the reduced rainfall depth to the coordinating grid
cells, IRGRID{1).

9. MANNINGS_N.DAT
a. FP{LJ) (Manning’s n Roughness Coefficient)
f. The Manning's n roughness coefficient shall be spatially variable to match the
surface roughness conditions specific to the individual grid cells.
ii. Table 1 {below}, Table 1 inthe FLO-2D Reference Manual, and Table 8.1 of the
Standards Manual for Drainage Design and Floodplain Management provide
suggested Manning’s n values for various land use conditions:
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Table 1: Suggested Manning’s n roughness coefficients for specific land use conditions

n Land Use n land Use
0.020 Streets, Concrete Channels 0.055 Retail, Warehousing
0.025 Open Space, Lown 0.055 Natural Vegetated Channels
0.030 Right of way {clear area beside 0.065 Manufacture, Salvage

pavement)
0.065 Open Space, dense and Densely

0.035 Commercial Vegetated Natural Channels
0.035 Earth channels, constructed 0.065 Residential
0.035 Roadside swale 0.070 Industrial
0.040 Office, Retail 0.100 Agriculture
0.045 Open Space, Light to Medium Brush 0.100 Detention Basin

iii. Manning’s n roughness coefficients obtained from other sources shall be
identified and supported with a written justification.

10. INFLOW.DAT
a. |HOURDAILY (Inflow Hydrograph Time Unit)
i. The time unit for inflow hydrographs shall be hourly {IHOURDAILY set to 0).
b. KHIN{I) (Grid Elements with Inflow Hydrograph)

i. Aninflow hydrograph should be evenly divided among the adjacent grid cells
that represent an estimated top-width of the main-channel at the location of
the inflow hydrograph. A normal depth calculation of the peak discharge at the
location of the inflow hydrograph may he requested.

ii. If multiple models cceur in series (upstream to downstream), the outflow
hydrograph of the upstream model shali equal the inflow hydrograph of the
downstream model,

iii.  All inflow hydrographs shal be generated from the same rainfall distribution.
For a hydrologic-hydraulic mixed model, the rainfall distribution used to
generate the inflow hydrographs shall equal the rainfall distribution of
RAIN.DAT.

11. OUTFLOW.DAT
a. NODDC(l} {Grid Eiermnents with Outflow)

i. To avoid boundary condition influence, outflow elements should be placed a
minimum of five (5) grid cells downstream of the area of interest.

ii. Grid cells assigned as outflow nodes shouid not be assigned other cell node
functions, including but not limited to ARF/WRF nodes, hydraulic structure
nodes, inflow nodes, and levee nodes.

12, FPXSEC.DAT
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a. NODX{N,} (Grid Elements of Cross Section)

i. Discharge recording cross sections should be placed throughout the model at
points of interest. Cross sections should be aligned perpendicular to the
direction of the expected flow.

b. IFLO(N) (Direction of Expected Flow)

i. The general direction of expected flow should be assigned to the cross section
with a positive integer, corresponding to one of the eight cardinal directions, to
account for flow occurring in the neighboring directions:

1. North 5. Northeast
2. East 6. Southeast
3. South 7. Southwest
4. West 8. Northwest

ii. Written justification shall be provided if discharge in a specific single direction,
obtained by using a negative integer, is collected at a discharge recording cross
section.

13. CHAN.DAT
a. A written justification shall be provided for any use of the CHAN.DAT input file.

14. STREET.DAT
a. A written justification shall be provided for any use of the STREET.DAT input file.

15. LEVEE.DAT
a. A written justification shall be provided for any use of the LEVEE.DAT input file.
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Pima County Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Information Sheet
Meeting Date: October 18, 2017

AGENDA ITEM I

Agenda ltem:  Query to the Audience
Action Required: No action required.

Background: Query the audience regarding possible discussion points for Agenda Item VII, Call
to the Audience.

Current Agenda: Possible discussion.



Pima County Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Information Sheet
Meeting Date: October 18, 2017

AGENDA ITEM IV

Agenda Item: New Business
1. HEC-RAS 5 Technical Guidance Document
2. Information/Updates from Jurisdictions and/or Members
a. Risk Map Project/Ken Perry

Action Required: N/A

Background: N/A

Current Agenda: Presentation and discussion.



Pima County Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Information Sheet
Meeting Date: October 18, 2017

AGENDA ITEM V

Agenda Item: Continuing Business
1. Regulatory Updates — State and Federal

Action Required: No action required.

Background: Continuing business.

Current Agenda: Update and possible discussion.



Pima County Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Information Sheet
Meeting Date: October 18, 2017

AGENDA ITEM VI

Agenda Item:  Report from District Staff/Board of Supervisors Action Summary
1. Board of Supervisors Action Summary
2. Regional Flood Control District Projects and Programs Update

Action Required: No action required.

Background: Continuing business.

Current Agenda: Update and possible discussion.



Pima County Flood Control District Advisory Committee

Information Sheet
Meeting Date: October 18, 2017

AGENDA ITEM VI

Agenda Item: Call to the Audience

Action Required: No action required.

Background: New business.

Current Agenda: Possible discussion.



