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/ Open Channel Modeling (WSPRO)

« Use Computer Model for Water Surface Profile Computations (WSPRO) to
calculate flood water elevations
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4 Project Objective Y

« Determine flood hazard probability for areas of interest at the
Department of Energy’s (DOE) Savannah River Site (SRS)
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« Assume cross-sections along each basin as in 1999/2000 studies. Peak
discharge from HEC-HMS and initial water elevations differ from previous
study.

« Consider return periods from 50 to 100,000 years:
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« Some basins (Upper Three Runs) straightforward since no bridges or culvert
\overﬂow. Others (Fourmile Branch) required extra calculations for overﬂow./
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