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Reach 1 at station 3+71 and 8+19, respectively. Along Reach 2 there is a 6’ drop at station 41+71 ,
tation 50+06, and a 5’ drop at station 53+56. Along Reach 3 there is a 5’ drop at station 71+30

RMD Pond #2, a 6’ drop at station 74+89, and a 4.3’ drop at station 78+00. The use of drops
 was done in order to maintain grades close to existing so that the existing thalweg could remain
ll of the GSB’s use a typical design across the flood terrace. For simplicity, the inner berm is not
gh the drop, so only a single stage trapezoidal low flow section is used. Once outside of the flood
ertical drop of the GSB drop structure is blended into the overall channel cross-sectional width
longitudinal slopes of 1% to 15% are used across the channel, with soil-riprap armament and
ver as required and based on shear stresses and velocities. Sheet piling with a concrete cap has
d across the crest of the drop the full width of the FIS floodplain. Weep drains will be used to
plift or groundwater migration.

 design calls for 65 riffle drops; 9 along Reach 1, 38 along Reach 2, and 19 along Reach 3.  The
n length and slope in order to minimize wetlands disturbances created by grade changes. The
eport called for 100 – 1 foot drop riffle pools in lieu of drop structures. The use of riffles to make
erences rather than more drop structures is preferable because it allows for flatter slopes to tie the
s to the existing ground. Revising the longitudinal slope of the channel in order to eliminate
areas necessitated the use of 8 drops, rather than the previously proposed 6.  Design calculations
GSBs have been provided in Appendix C.
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main access along both sides of the channel. At key infrastructure such as drop structures and
trails have been provided to gain access to both the upstream and downstream areas of the
nce development is occurring on both sides of the stream, construction of the trails will occur
fferent developments. The portions of the trail that will be built with this project are along the
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25.3 0.008 7,002.83 7,002.62 23.02 7,025.01 7,020.64
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