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1.1 SPECIAL PROBLEM REPORTS



There are several areas of lateral flooding which occurs in this reach of
Trilby Wash. In these areas, the flow is not contained within the banks
and under present condition, run-off will leave the Trilby Wash and the
watershed reach. In these areas, Encroachment Method 1, which
specifies the location of encroachment for a given cross-section is used
to calculate flood profile under natural condition. At these cross-
sections, encroachment for natural condition are specified in field seven
and eight of the ET. card. This methodology allows the most
conservative water surface elevation profile.

Split flow of Trilby Wash occurs between cross-section 15.581 and 16.254.
Trilby Wash split into westerly branch which is referred as a west
channel at approximately 15.581 cross-section. West channel again split
into another branch that run toward the Main Trilby Wash which is
referred to as a middle channel at approximately 15.842 cross-section.
Middle Channel meet the Trilby Wash at cross-section 16.112 while the
West Channel meet the Trilby Wash at cross-section 16.254.

Flood Profiles for each branch are calculated by trial and error
method. Flow is split in each branch with trial and error method
such that water surface elevations at upstream end (where the
branches meet together again) is approximately the same. Under
natural condition, run-off is contained within each branch by the
used of Encroachment Method 1. Encroachment for natural
condition are specified in field seven and eight of the ET card.

For the encroached (floodway) condition, flow is also split in each
branch with trial and error method, such that water surface
elevations at upstream end (where branches meet together again)
is approximately the same. Under floodway condition,
Encroachment Method 1 is used and the encroachments are
specified in field nine and ten of the ET card. For the floodway
condition, no additional encroachment of the interior portion of
the island (i.e., west side of main channel, east side of west
channel and both sides of middle channel), is allowed. Therefore,
encroachment station for floodway condition on west side of main
channel, eastside of west channel and both sides of middle channel
are from natural condition run where the water surface intersects
the ground.
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STORAGE CAPACITY DATA
ELEV. AC.FT ELEV.

1546
1550

1536
1540
1544
1548

1545.2
1548
15652

0 1548
464 1582
0 1538
33 1542
436 1546
1539 1550
0 1546
31 1650
288 1554

AC.FT.

92
1266

9

97
912
2334

7
69
5§18

No routing this structure.

1545
1548
1552

1548
1550
1554

0 1546
31 1550
498

0 1548
18 1552

413

10
292

114



INPUT DATA FCOR UNIT HYGROGRAPHS
HAYQSN—RHODES AQUEDUCT ~ REACH 8

STATION AREA GRAPH CHANNEL CENTROID SICPE  CURVE FRECIPITATION
Sq.Mi. SCS/PV Miles Miles  ft/mi. No. 100-yr S50-yr  3-hr

181400 12.7  ScS° "6.10  2.64 35 78 3.14  2.74

248400

466400 13.5 &S 7.70  3.80 16 78 3.30  2.90

572450 7.00 S 7.10  2.40 36 78 3.30  2.90

809400 57.8 S8  21.2  7.40 36 78 2.98  2.60

688400 17.50  SCS  12.30  4.50 36 78 3.10  2.72

804+50 20.8 SCs  12.00 5.60 41 18 3.09 2.70
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1.3 MEETING MINUTES OR REPORTS



_ ',Zm" I;% 7 0 l<

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOPA COUNTY

Interoffice Memorandum

Subject: TRILBY WASH DELINEATION MAPS File:
To: BKH From: MWP A Date: 01-08-92
Info: RGN

I have reviewed the maps supplied by P&D for the Trilby Wash Delineation and
have the following comments:

1l The cover sheet (panel 1) indicates White Wing Road as the major
east/west cross street for panel 6. Panel 6 shows the street as Lone
: Mountain Road. I believe that White Wing Road would be more correct
“for this area than Lone Mountain and suggest that panel 6 be changed
to "White Wing Road".

2. The alignment of 227th Avenue as shown on panel 6 appears to be

i incorrect. The natural extension would intersect the common section
Sk corners of 14, 15, 22 and 23. Please have this verified by P&D for

local conditions since the delineation does not show this particular

section to be an extension.

35 On panels 8 and 9, please label the west and middle channels as
depicted on the index (panel 1). In addition, there appears to be
another channel to the east of these two channels, and I feel it
should also be given a name or other type of identification.

4. As we have discussed, the underlying topo needs to be screened to a

lower intensity so that the delineation will be more apparent. If
6% possible, the screening should affect only the topo lines and not the
ERM's and other supporting informational data.

All in all I found these maps to be very complete for the given area and I
appreciate the effort put forth by P&D.
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P&D Technologies Planning
1702 E. Highland Avenue  ENgineering

Suite 410 Transportation
Phoenix, Arizona 85016 Environmental
Economics
FAX 602/241-1334 P e
602/264-3335 Architecture
October 25, 1991 An Employee-Owned Company

Flood Control District
of Maricopa County

3335 W. Durango Street

Phoenix, Az 85009

Attn: Mr. Geave "Besian" Khatiblou
RE: TRILBY WASH

Dear Besian:

Enclosed please find a revised schedule for the above referenced project. Completion date
for this project has been extended due to the followin_g reasons.

o Extreme difficulties were encountered in modeling the split flow areas. This has
added, additional design time, submittals and review time.

0 Difficulties in modeling BOSS HEC-2 program with multiple encroachment target.

0 Error in Army Corps. of Engineers HEC-2 program (September 1990 Edition,
‘Version 4.5.1) software in culvert routine.

If you have any comments on the revised schedule, please do not hesitate to call me at 264-
3335.

Sincerely,

P&D TECHNOLOGIES

R avmeghn A.R«\&.

Ramesh 1. Patel, P.E., L.S.
Project Manager

H-102N0AN\MFFTTINCS\REVECHN WPIT,



P&D Technologies Planning
1702 E Highland Avenue  ENgineerng

Sutte 410 Transportation
Phoenix. Arizona 85016 Environmental
FAX 602/241-1334 Economics
Landscape
602/264-3335 Architecture
TRILBY WASH An Employee-Owned Company
MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated: October 25, 1991
I. PREVIOUS MEETINGS LIST & MILESTONE DATES:
DATE PURPOSE
04/19/90 Initial Presentation (for Gila Canal) @ FCDMC
05/08/90 Saddleback FIS Site Inspection
06/05/90 Trilby Wash FIS Site Inspection
06/06/90 Review @ FCD previously submitted FIS
06/19/90 Fee Proposal Due
06/22/90 Scope Adjustment Meeting @ FCDMC
06/27/90 Fee Negotiation Committee Meeting @ FCDMC
07/23/90 Anticipated Board of Supervisors Approval Date
08/06/90 Actual Board of Supervisors Approval Date
08/13/90 Verbal Notice to Proceed
08/14/90 Notification Letters Sent (dated 7/27/90) (Completion of Task 2.1)
08/15/90 Receipt of written Notice to Proceed
08/19/90 Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Arizona Republic
08/22-
09/05/90 Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Daily Sun News
08/23/90 Survey started
09/13/90 Site flown by Cooper Aerial Mapping
10/3/90 Receipt of contact prints from Cooper (Completion of Task 2.2)
10/15/90 Ground Control was completed (Task 2.2.2)
10/26/90 Meeting regarding: billing, schedule adjustment., contact prints & Task 1.0. (Begin Tasvk 6.1)
11/13/90 Written Summary of Data Collection Submittal (Completion of Task 1.0)

H:1032000\MEETINGS\MSMUPDAT . WPL



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated October 25, 1991
(continued Page 2)

DATE ITEM

11/20/90 Field Inspection for Manning's “n" values

11/14/90 Final Approval of Project Base Sheet by FCD

11/27/90 P&D to submit written summary of Manning's "n" values for the FCD'’s review and approval
(Completion of Task 4.4.1)

11/26/90 P&D to receive the 100-Year Peak Discharge Values from the FCD to be used in the FIS
(Task 3.0)

11/26/90 P&D to receive preliminary topographic mapping from Cooper Aerial Mapping (Completion
of Task 2.2.1, 2.2.2 & 4.1)

11/28/90 Delineate thalweg & cross-sections (Preliminary completion of Task 4.3)

11/29/90 Meeting with FCD to review thalweg & cross-sections

12/10/90 Resubmit cross-section information to Cooper 'digitizing

12/15/90 P&D to complete Field Survey (Completion of Tasks 4.2 & 4.4)

12/17/90 Meeting with FCD regarding re-formatting of topo sheets 5-8

01/04/91 P&D to receive digitized data from Cooper in HEC-2 Format & review with FCD. Begin
Floodplain & Floodway Delineation (Task 5.0)

01/10/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD (Task 6.1)

01/17/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

01/24/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

02/12/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

02/26/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD (Complete Task 4.3)

03/14/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

03/28/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

04/11//91 Submittal of HEC-2 Model to FCD

04/25/91 Hyciaulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD. Receive FCC ments of HEC-2
Model (4/11/91 Submittal)

05/10/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting.

H:1032000\MEETINGS\M&MUPDAT . WPL



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated October 25, 1991
(continued Page 3)

DATE

05/31/91

06/26/91

07/18/91

07/22/91

07/26/91

08/16/91

08/27/91

09/05/91

09/24/91

10/03/91

10/21/91

ITEM

Submittal of HEC-2 Model to FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting. Receive FCD comments of HEC-2 Model
(5/31/91 Submittal)

Submittal of HEC-2 Model to FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting. Receive FCD comments of HEC-2 Model
(7/18/91 Submittal)

Submittal of HEC-2 Model to FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting. Received FCD comments of HEC-2 Model
(7/26/91 Submittal).

Submittal of HEC-2 Model to FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting. Flood Plain Modeling accepted. FCD asked P&D
to proceed with encroachment

Submittal of HEC-2 Model with encroachment (Method 1) to FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting. Receive comments of HEC-2 Model (9/24/91
Submittal)

Submittal of HEC-2 Model with encroachment (Method 1) to FCD.

Il PROPOSED TENATIVE SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS & MILESTONES

DATE

11/01/91

11/08/91

11/11/91

11/18/91

11/15/91

ITEM NOTES

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting.
Receive comments of HEC-2 Model (10/21/91 Submittal)

Submittal of proposed final HEC-2
model & mapping. (Completion of Tasks 5.1 to 5.7)

P&D to start draft final report

P&D to submit to FCD draft final report for review.
(Preliminary ccmpletion of Task 5.8)

P&D to receive from the FCD final comments regarding
HEC-2 computer model & floodplain/floodway mapping

H:1032000\MEETINGS \M&MUPDAT . WPL



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated October 25, 1991
(continued Page 4)

DATE ITEM

11/18/91 Final point out of HEC-2 model & inking of final maps
to begin

11/27/91 Final mapping to be completed as well as completion of

all final products & submittal to FCD. Completion of
Tasks 2.2.3, 2.3.4,2.25,2.26, 58, 7.1 to 7.6).

12/06/91 P&D to receive final comments regarding changes to the
HEC-2 Model or mapping limits.

12/2/0/91 Final submittal & fullfillment of final contract.
Completion of Tasks 6.1 & 6.2.

H:1032000\MEETINGS \M&MUPDAT . WPL
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FLOOD CUNIKUL WIdIKIVI
of

Maricopa Coun
pa 'Y BOARD OF DIRECTORS

3335 West Durango Street e Phoenix, Arizona 85009 Betsey Bayless

Telephone (602) 262-1501 James D. Bruner
Carol t
D. E. Sagramoso, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager ?;?nepf:er;::: r
Ed Pastor

APR- 25 1391

Mr. Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., R.L.S.
P & D Technologies

1702 East Highland Avenue

Suite 410

Phoenix, Arizoma 85016

SUBJECT: Trilby Vash Flood Control Study
Contract FCD 90-24
(P&D P.N.: 10320)

Dear Ramesh:

Ve have completed our preliminary review of the April 11, 1991 HEC-2 modeling.
Since the project is still in the preliminary stage of hydraulic modeling, our
reviev is only considering an overview of the modeling process; therefore, we

are not examining the quality of the mapping and other aspects of the project.

Based on our review, your office has been able to address some of our concerns
of our first review. Howvever, most of the followving comments are repeats from

the first review.

1. The HEC-2 modeling is considering ponding areas as part of the
active flow areas of the cross section. In order to compute the
vater surface elevations more accurately at these locations,
ponding areas should be eliminated from the cross-sectional area.

2. The Manning "n* values that are used do not correctly address the
main channel, left overbank, and right overbank.

3, The discharges are reduced at some of the cross section locations.
The discharge reductions are not matching the working maps.

4, Some of the HEC-2 cross sections are indicating the weir flow.
However, the modeling does not appropriately reflect this
condition. The HEC-2 cross sections should be revised to correct
this error. ;

S. The X3 records which are used in some of the cross sections do not
appear to contribute any effect to the modeling results. You may
need to eliminate these ineffective records.



Letter to: Mr. Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., R.L.S.
Subject: Trilby Wash FCD 90-24

Page 2

6. See our review red marks for some of the HEC-2 cross sections which
do not simulate the wash according to the working map.

7. Revise the index map to identify townships, ranges, sections, and
discharge reduction locations.

8. From cross section 79 ta‘92, there is clear evidence of split flow
which must be modeled and reflected according to the working maps.

9. The HEC-2 model shows a discharge reduction for cross section 106.
Please reviev to insure the reduction discharge.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 262-1501.

e Ipdl—

Besian Khatiblou, P.E.
Hydrologist



P&D Technologies Planning

1702 £ H:gnlana Avenue Engineering
Suite 410 Transportation
Pnoenix. Anzona 85016 Environmentar
1991 = y Economics
March 29, AX 60212411334 bl
502/264-3335 Architecture
Mr. Geave "Besian" Khatiblou, P.E. An Employee-Ownea Company

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

The purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at the Trilby Wash Meeting
in P & D Technologies’ Office on Thursday, March 28th, 1991, at 2:45 P.M. The meeting
was attended by:

G.B. Khatiblou FCD of MC,

Ramesh Patel P & D Technologies, and
Lisa T.M. Vomero P & D Technologies.
I The following items were discussed and given to the FCD for review and comment,

they include:

L The preliminary submittal of the Technical Data Notebooks. There was such
a large volume of information that the data was divided into two (2), three (3)
inch binders.

2. An example of a proposed final product cross section, at a size of 8 1/2" x 11",
was also given to the FCD. The cross section was produced using Word
Perfect Graphics (WPG) and a Laser printer on bond paper. The example
given was oriented in two different directions: the first, normally and the
second rotated 90 degrees with the X axis elongated along the 11" length of
the paper. We would like to request that this be substituted for the pen
plotter as required per our contract. This reason for this request, is that the
WPG method allows one to custom annotate and label the figure which, in
our opinion greatly enhances the quality of the end product. We await your
response to this request.

H:\1032000\MEETINGS\MTG3.28



Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
March 29, 1991
Page 2

IL. In regards to the previously submitted HEC-2 Model on 3/14/91, the following items
were discussed:

1.A. The peak discharge values and thalweg will be put on the bluelines for the
next submittal; we apologize for this as they were inadvertently omitted;

B. The location of the bank stations need to be reviewed and where necessary,
constricted in order to assure that the ponding areas are excluded from the
main channel conveyance width; in addition, the Manning’s "n" values will be
adjusted accordingly; -

C. The preliminary data set incorporated a vast majority of "X3" lines which were
used for the purpose of artificially setting encroachment limits. Per our
discussion it was decided that the ground profile data extending beyond the
previously defined "X3" lines will be omitted; however, the original data will
be saved in a separate HEC-2 data file named: "submital.dat". There was also
some discussion of the impact on the other encroachment methods to be
employed in regards to the incorporation of the X3 line. This matter will be
addressed further if necessary, at a later time.

D. The area of edge matching on both the north and south sides were again
discussed. The current status of the mapping is that the area of overlap south
of the CAP Aqueduct has been eliminated due to the presence of this
structure. To the north, the water surface elevations match within 0.15’ by the
fifth (Sth) overlapping cross section; although, the floodplain and floodway
boundaries do not match exactly. P & D has asked the FCD to review these
areas in detail and give direction in how to address this issue before the final
submittal.

E. The last item discussed in terms of the model, is the review of the resulting
conveyance in areas were the wash physically splits and later reunites. Before
submitting the next model, this will be reviewed for the purpose of discussion
and direction.

I

Per request the mapping will be annotated in regards to the following: the
addition of elevation numbering were scares as well as the addition of street
names and other labelling information.

H:\1032000\MEETINGS\MTGS3.28



Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
March 29, 1991

Page 3
it Per request, the new HEC-2 Manual (9/90) which contains the new culvert
routine documentation will be copied and sent to the FCD as a courtesy.
4, Our next meeting is scheduled for April 10, 1991; however, due to a

conflicting seminar the meeting will be rescheduled, after the FCD has
reviewed the second submittal.

These Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D TECHNOLOGIES

Sincerely,

Lisa T.M. Vomefo
Senior Hydrologist

H:\1032000\MEETINGS\MTG3.28



March 15, 1991

Mr. Geave "Besian" Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

P&D Technologies Planning

1702 E. Highland Avenue Engineering
Suite 410 Transportation
Phoenix. Arizona 85016 Environmentai
FAX 602/241-1334 Economics
Landscape
602/264-3335 Architecture

An Employee-Owned Company

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at the Trilby Wash Meeting
in the Flood Control District’s Office on Thursday, March 18th, 1991, at 3:00 P.M. The

meeting was attended by:

G.B. Khatiblou
Ramesh Patel
Lisa T.M. Vomero

The following items were discussed in regards to this project:

FCD of MC,
P&D Technologies, and
P&D Technologies.

L. The final sealed topographic mapping was completed and sent to the Flood
Control District on March 8, 1991. As requested, another box will be added to the mapping

for the engineer’s seal adjacent to the existing surveyor’s seal.

2 The HEC-2 model with accompanying redlined floodplain delineation maps
were brought to the meeting for the purpose of discussion and submittal. This set of
working drawings is the original and only set. The following comments were made in regards
to assumptions and methods used in the development of this model.

A. Per our previous discussion, on February 12, 1991 there were some areas ot the
channel that were not well defined. As a result of the topography and geomorphology
the channel produces large areas of shallow flooding and island areas were the water
flows out of the channel and into adjacent washes and out of the watershed,

essentially reducing the peak discharge.

H- 10200 MEFFTINGS\ MTGR 14



Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
March 18, 1991
Page Two

B. The bank elevations are not high enough to contain the flow given to us by the FCD.
Per direction received from the FCD, P & D incorporated the use of the "X3 line"
in which the boundaries of the flow were artificially set and extended upward. This
approach was the most prudent as it results in a higher, more conservative water
surface elevation. This data was then used to plot the area inundated outside the
established bank stations and into the extensive low-lying adjacent overbank.

C. Per our previous discussion, some sections were extended manually to pick up
tributary and other special interest areas; however, once the model was run this
approach was deleted due to the flatness of the channel cross section which resulted
in the need for further cross section extensions to the point that it was merging into
adjacent watersheds.

D. "Island Areas" within the floodplain were discussed in terms of appropriateness
and/or need for delineating them on the mapping. These areas appear to be
unstable point bar deposits which in our opinion should NOT BE excluded from the
floodplain delineation; although, under existing conditions and given peak discharge
values they are computed to be above the high water elevation.

E. The area of edge matching on the north side was discussed. The mapping and
boundary delineation does not match. There appears to be several reasons for this,
which include: a half a decade span in the time frame of the two maps; WLB’s use
of an assumed water surface elevation; arbitrary differences in the boundary
delineation in the interpolated areas between the cross sections as well as differences
in the HEC-2 version of software used. P & D has asked the FCD to review this
area in detail and give direction in how to address this discrepancy.

3. [t was stated at the meeting that P & D has received the new HEC-2 software
with the new culvert routine revision, version 4.6.0. and it was used in preparing this
submittal package. Further, it was stated that the FCD has not yet received this update.
As a courtesy, P & D will provide the software to the FCD. In addition, P & D has
requested a 3 week extension due to this software revision, as previously discussed. The
FCD has approved this request resulting in a change in the final completion date to August
8, 1991. As a result, an updated "Meeting and Milestone Schedule" is attached for your
review.

H:1032000\MEETINGS\MTG3.14 -



Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
March 18, 1991
Page Three

4, After discussion of the mapping, it along with a hard copy of the HEC-2
output file, and input file on diskette was given to the FCD for review.

5. Per request, P & D Technologies will print out the cross section plots. They
will be delivered as soon as they are completed.

6. Our next meeting is scheduled for March 28, 1991 at 3:00 p.m.
Lastly, there was NO billing statement sent for February as there is NO AMOUNT due;
however, work did progress. An explanatory letter was sent in lieu of a billing statement.

Please feel free to call our office should you have any questions or concerns regarding this
matter.

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:
Sincerely,
P & D TECHNOLOGIES

. / —t y
) 2 /, (/ﬁ/ //{T'ﬁ\r\,(— Lo

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist

H:10320000\MEETINGS\MTG3.14 -



P&D Technologies Planning

1702 E. Highlana Avenue Engineering

Sute 410 Transportation

froemx IA.Hzona 85016 ggélrr?%r;n%esma/

ooz e

TRILBY WASH An Employee-Ownea Company
MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated: March 15, 1991

. PREVIOUS MEETINGS LIST & MILESTONE DATES:
_DATE_ PURPOSE
4/19/90 Initial Presentation (for Gila Canal) @ FCDMC
5/8/90 Saddleback FIS Site Inspection
6/5/90 Trilby Wash FIS Site Inspection
6/6//90 Review @ FCD previously submitted FIS
6/19/90 Fee Proposal Due
6/22/90 Scope Adjustment Meeting @ FCDMC
6/27/90 Fee Negotiation Committee Meeting @ FCDMC
7/23/90 Anticipated Board of Supervisors Approval Date
8/6/90 Actual Board of Supervisors Approval Date
8/13/90 Verbal Notice to Proceed
8/14/90 Notification Letters Sent (dated 7/27/90) (Completion of Task 2.1)
8/15/90 Receipt of written Notice to Proceed
8/19/90 Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Arizona Republic
8/22-
9/5/90 Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Daily Sun News
8/23/90 Survey started
9/13/90 Site flown by Cooper Aerial Mapping
10/3/90 Receipt of contact prints from Cooper (Completion of Task 2.2)
10/15/90 Ground Control was completed (Task 2.2.2)

10/26/90 Meeting regarding: billing, schedule adjustment., contact prints & Task 1.0. (Begin Task 6.1)



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated March 15, 1991
(continued 2 of 4)

1. Proposed Tentative Schedule of Meetings & Milestones

DATE ITEM

11/13/90 Written Summary of Data Collection Submittal
(Completion of Task 1.0)

11/13/90 Field Inspection for Manning’s "n" values

11/14/90 Final Approval of Project Base Sheet by FCD

11/20/90 P&D to submit written summary of Manning's "n"

values for the FCD's review and approval
(Completion of Task 4.4.1)

11/26/90 P&D to receive the 100-Year Peak Discharge Values
from the FCD to be used in the FIS (Task 3.0)

11/26/90 P&D to receive preliminary topographic mapping
from Cooper Aerial Mapping (Completion of Task
221,222 &4.1)

11/28/90 Delineate thalweg & cross-sections (Preliminary
completion of Task 4.3)

11/29/90 Meeting with FCD to review thalweg & cross-sections

12/5/90 Resubmit cross-section information to Cooper for
digitizing

12/15/90 P&D to complete Field Survey (Completion of Tasks
42 & 4.4)

12/17/90 Meeting with FCD regarding re-formatting of topo
sheets 5-8

1/2/91 P&D to receive digitized data from Cooper in HEC-2

Format & review with FCD. Begin Floodplain &
Floodway Delineation (Task 5.0)

NOTES
Completed on time
Changed to 11/20/90
Completed on time
Completed on time
Changed to 11/27/90
Completed on time

Received 1/29/91

Completed on time

Completed on time

Completed on time

Changed to 12/10/90
Completed on time

Completed on time
Coordination meeting
added

Received 1/4/91



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated March 15, 1991
(continued 3 of 4)

DATE

1/10/91

1/17/91
1/24/91

1/31/91

2/7/91

2/21/91

3/14/91

3/27/91

4/10/91

4/23/91

5/7/91

5/8/91

5/23/91

5/24/91

5/31/90

5/31/91

ITEM

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
(Task 6.1)

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
HEC-2 program software has error in culvert
routine, reported by Besian & confirmed.
Correction to take minimum 2-3 weeks.

Project extension to be requested...

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
(Complete Task 4.3)

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
Meeting with FCD for submittal of HEC-2 model &

preliminary mapping (Preliminary completion of
Tasks 5.1 through & including Task 5.7)

P&D to receive FCD comments on HEC-2 model and

corresponding preliminary mapping

Finalization of HEC-2 model(s) & floodway mapping

begins

Meeting with FCD for submittal of proposed final

HEC-2 model & mapping (Completion of Tasks 5.1

through & including Task 5.7)
P&D to prepare draft Final Report

P&D to submit to FCD draft Final Report for
review (Preliminary completion of Task 5.8)

P&D to receive from the FCD final comments
regarding HEC-2 computer model and floodplain/

floodway mapping (Preliminary completion of Task 6.2)

NOTES

Completed on time

Completed on time
Completed on time
EXTENSION GRANTED AT MTG

3/14/91 - COMPLETION DATE
CHANGED TO 8/9/91

Changed to 2/12/91

Changed to 2/26/91
Cancelled

Completed on time - Completion
date changed due to HEC-2 soft-
ware. Remaining schedule re-
vised by adding 3 weeks.

Meeting added



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated March 15, 1991
(continued 4 of 4)

6/3/91 Final print out of HEC-2 model and inking of final
maps to begin

6/14/91 Final mapping to be completed as well as completion
of all final products and submittal to FCD
(Completion of Tasks: 2.2.3, 2.2.4, 2.2.5, 2.2.6,
5.8, 7.1 through and including 7.6)

7/15/91 P&D to receive any comments regarding changes to
the HEC-2 model or mapping limits prior to close
of contract date 7/19/91.

7/16/91 P&D to begin revisions to model and/or mapping,
if needed
8/9/91 Final submittal and fulfillment of final contract!

Completion of Tasks 6.1 and 6.2.
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Mr. Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., L.S. L T
Project Manager )
P & D Technologies

Planners/Engineers 2
1762 East Highland Avenue

Suite 410

Phoenix, Arizona 85016

SUBJECT: Trilby Wash Flood Control Study
Contract FCD 90-4
(P&D P.N.: 10320)

Dear Ramesh:

We have completed our review of your February 5, 1991 letter requesting an
extension in the time frame of the subject project due to the HEC-2 program
software error.

After carefully evaluating your five proposed options for resolving the
problem, we have the following comments and recommendations:

Option number two recommends that the Flood Control District accept the

P & D model "as is" without the culvert routine correction. The District is
not able to accept this proposal. We realize that there is clear evidence of
incorrect calculations and modeling assumptions in this project. Therefore,
this option cannot satisfy our goals for the subject project.

Manual calculations of the water surface elevation upstream of the Patton Road
culvert, which is stated as option number three, does not quite serve our
modeling purpose. This methodology completely ignores the existence of the
culvert crossing, which most likely has some effects on the characteristics of
the floodplain and floodway. In the past we have used the HEC-2 model for the
culvert crossings, unless there has been clear evidence that the HEC-2 program
has not accurately evaluated a specific location. We believe that the HEC-2
model is a more consistent and acceptable methodology to FEMA, ADWR, and the
District, than the manual calculations.

Option numbers four and five can essentially be the same, since the HEC-2 1990
version only includes a new methodology for evaluating the water surface
elevation at the culvert crossing and there is no HEC-2 1990 version without
culvert evaluation, as stated in your February 5, 1991 letter.



Letter to: Mr. Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., L.S.
Subject: Trilby Wash Flood Control Study
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We have no control over the time limit for the release of the 1990 HEC-2
version. We would rather complete this project as scheduled and not delay it
due to the HEC-2 1990 version program software error.

Based on our February 12, 1990 conversation (at the P & D office),

Ms. Lisa Vomero, your hydrologist, is currently debugging the HEC-2 model.
Therefore, we recommend that the debugging and modeling process be continued
based upon the previous time schedule, by using the latest available version
of the HEC-2 (September 1988). If the 1990 version will be released prior to
the final modeling approval by the District, it may be used for finalization
of the project. Otherwise, we will finalize the project as is. This is a
combination of options one and four, which are recommended in your
above-referenced letter.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 262-1501.
Sincesxely,

/.

Be31an Khatiblou,
Hydrologist
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February 12, 1991

Mr. Geave '"'Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in P & D Technologies' Office on Tuesday,
February 12th, 1991, at 2:30 P.M. The meeting was attended by:

G.B. Khatiblou FCD of MC,
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies, and
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

It was stated that the following items have been mailed, some of
which have not yet been received. The items sent out the week of
February 4th, 1991, from P & D Technologies to the FCD include:
A. The Meeting Minutes of January 25th, 1991;
B. A letter regarding the error found in the HEC-2
software pertaining to the culvert routine; and finally,

c The updated Meeting and Milestone schedule.
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The following items were discussed in regards to this project:

1.

The final verification of the topographic mapping
including cross section data, in accordance with Arizona
Law and the FEMA specifications, is currently underway.
The final, approved topographic mapping will be sealed in
the right corner of the maps in a box adjacent to the
existing box, as requested at the meeting. A set of
bluelines of these final sealed topographic maps will be
delivered to the Flood Control District as soon as they
are completed.

Solutions to overcoming the HEC-2 software error
regarding the new culvert routine (discussed in a P & D
Memo, dated 2/5/91) was discussed. It was stated that P
& D has already manually calculated the water surface
elevation at the Patton Road Culvert and has already
input this water surface at section 27 on an X5 card;
however, it was decided that upon final submittal, if the
software error has not been corrected, the special bridge
method will be employed and will be satisfactory for
final submittal. This will be done to minimize delay in
the project schedule.

Cross sections 50 through 64 were discussed in terms of
topography and geomorphology. The area represented by
these cross sections is apparently a wide area of shallow
flooding. As a result, the bank elevations are not high
enough to contain the flow. Therefore, P & D has
requested direction from the FCD in modelling these
areas. The FCD will review this item and contact P & D
on Wednesday, February 13th, 1991.

Per our discussion, some sections, such as: 60 through
64, will be extended manually to pick up tributary and
other special interest areas. It was noted that there is
a divergence of flow to the adjacent tributary area at
cross section 63.
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Cross section 61 was approved for deletion due to its
configuration which will intersect cross section 60
after manual extension. It was noted that the resulting
channel length between sections 60 and 62 will exceed 500
feet.

Lastly, the billing statement for January was
discussed.

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D TECHNOLOGIES

<_.'/ -

C::;§fi21'”“’ /4,97¢57 4§4§;>o14;1/¢9—~/

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist
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Updated: February 7, 1991
I. PREVIOUS MEETINGS LIST & MILESTONE DATES:
DATE PURPOSE
4/19/90 Initial Presentation (for Gila Canal) @ FCDMC
5/8/90 Saddleback FIS Site Inspection
6/5/90 Trilby Wash FIS Site Inspection
6/6//90 Review @ FCD previously submitted FIS
6/19/90 Fee Proposal Due
6/22/90 Scope Adjustment Meeting @ FCDMC
6/27/90 Fee Negotiation Committee Meeting @ FCDMC
7/23/90 Anticipated Board of Supervisors Approval Date
8/6/90 Actual Board of Supervisors Approval Date
8/13/90 Verbal Notice to Proceed
8/14/90 Notification Letters Sent (dated 7/27/90) (Completion of Task 2.1)
8/15/90 Receipt of written Notice to Proceed
8/19/90 Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Arizona Republic
8/22-
9/5/90 Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Daily Sun News
8/23/90 Survey started
9/13/90 Site flown by Cooper Aerial Mapping
10/3/90 Receipt of contact prints from Cooper (Completion of Task 2.2)
10/15/90 Ground Control was completed (Task 2.2.2)

10/26/90 Meeting regarding: billing, schedule adjustment., contact prints & Task 1.0. (Begin Task 6.1)



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated February 7, 1991
(continued 2 of 3)

Il. Proposed Tentative Schedule of Meetings & Milestones

DATE ITEM

11/13/90 Written Summary of Data Collection‘SubmittaI
(Completion of Task 1.0)

11/13/90 Field Inspection for Manning's “n" values

11/14/90 Final Approval of Project Base Sheet by FCD

11/20/90 P&D to submit written summary of Manning’s "n"

values for the FCD's review and approval
(Compiletion of Task 4.4.1)

11/26/90 P&D to receive the 100-Year Peak Discharge Values
from the FCD to be used in the FIS (Task 3.0)

11/26/90 P&D to receive preliminary topographic mapping
from Cooper Aerial Mapping (Completion of Task
221,222 &4.1)

11/28/90 Delineate thalweg & cross-sections (Preliminary
completion of Task 4.3)

11/29/90 Meeting with FCD to review thalweg & cross-sections

12/5/90 Resubmit cross-section information to Cooper for
digitizing

12/15/90 P&D to complete Field Survey (Completion of Tasks
4.2 & 4.4)

12/17/90 Meeting with FCD regarding re-formatting of topo
sheets 5-8

1/2/91 P&D to receive digitized data from Cooper in HEC-2

Format & review with FCD. Begin Floodplain &
Floodway Delineation (Task 5.0)

1/10/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
(Task 6.1) :

1/17/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

1/24/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

1/31/91 HEC-2 program software has error in culvert

routine, reported by Besian & confirmed.
Correction to take minimum 2-3 weeks.
Project extension to be requested...

NOTES

Completed on time

Changed to 11/20/90
Completed on time

Completed on time
Changed to 11/27/90
Completed on time

Received 1/29/91

Completed on time

Completed on time

Completed on time

Changed to 12/10/90
Completed on time

Completed on time

Coordination meeting

added

Received 1/4/91

Completed on time

Completed on time

Completed on time



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated February 7, 1991
(continued 3 of 3)

DATE : ITEM NOTES

2/7/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD Changed to 2/12/91

2/21/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meéting with FCD Changed to 2/26/91
(Complete Task 4.3)

3/14/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

3/27 /91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

4/2/91 Meeting with FCD for submittal of HEC-2 model &

preliminary mapping (Preliminary compietion of
Tasks 5.1 through & including Task 5.7)

4/16/91 P&D to receive FCD comments on HEC-2 model and
corresponding preliminary mapping

4/17 /91 Finalization of HEC-2 model(s) & floodway mapping
begins

5/2/91 Meeting with FCD for submittal of proposed final

HEC-2 model & mapping (Completion of Tasks 5.1
through & including Task 5.7)

5/3/91 P&D to prepare draft Final Report

5/10/90 P&D to submit to FCD draft Final Report for
review (Preliminary completion of Task 5.8)

5/10/91 P&D to receive from the FCD final comments
regarding HEC-2 computer model and floodplain/
floodway mapping (Preliminary completion of Task 6.2)

5/11/91 Final print out of HEC-2 model and inking of final
maps to begin

5/24/91 Final mapping to be completed as well as completion
of all final products and submittal to FCD
(Completion of Tasks: 2.2.3, 2.2.4, 2.2.5, 2.2.6,
5.8, 7.1 through and including 7.6)

6/24/91 P&D to receive any comments regarding changes to
the HEC-2 model or mapping limits prior to close
of contract date 7/19/91.

6/25/91 P&D to begin revisions to model and/or mapping,
if needed
7/19/91 Final submittal and fulfilment of final contract!

Completion of Tasks 6.1 and 6.2.
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February 5, 1991

Mr. Geave "Besian" Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash FIS
HEC-2 Program Software Error
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize our phone conversation
of January 31st, 1991, regarding the HEC-2 computer software. Per
the phone conversation, it was stated that the new September, 1990
edition, version 4.5.1 contains a software program error in
relationship to the new culvert routine.

This information has been verified by our distributor. Per our
conversations about a revision to the error we were told that it
would not be corrected until late February or even mid March. In
addition, it would be one to two weeks before the new revised
version could be distributed.

As a result, P & D Technologies is writing to request an extension
in the time frame of the Trilby Wash FIS. At this time we would
like to request an extension of three (3) to four (4) weeks. We
would also 1like to discuss the possibilities of options to
successfully complete the project in response to the current
situation.



Trilby Wash FIS

HEC-2 Program Software Error
February 5, 1991

Page Two

It should be noted at this time that, the Trilby Wash FIS contains
only one (1) culvert crossing located at Patton Road.

The options available include but are not limited to the following:

Set a limited time frame in which to wait for the model
correction;

Accept the P & D model "as is" without the culvert routine
correction, duly and properly noted; since, the program
"glitch" only affects one small area of the entire reach;

Manually calculate the water surface elevation upstream of
the Patton Road culvert and use it to finish the study.

Substitute the Special Bridge Method in lieu of the culvert
routine in the current HEC-2 program;

Use the previous HEC-2 program, September 1988 Version,
Error Correction 4 (June, 1990). [This is the least acceptable
alternative because this version does not have a working
culvert model at all and the older special bridge routine
would have to be employed - similar to item 3 above.]



Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
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Delays and revisions, however, resulting from this problem, which
is beyond our control, is costing P & D Technologies additional

manpower and use of our resources and therefore money. As a
result, we would like to recommend item 3 as the most efficient and
timely approach, as well as the least costly. In addition, once

the new error correction software is available it could easily be
rerun by personnel at the FCD, for comparison purposes.

It should also be emphasized that the above estimated time frames
for release of the revised HEC-2 model from both the Hydrologic
Engineering Center (HEC) as well as our software distributor are
just that - ESTIMATES.

We are deeply concerned that this development will seriously affect
the successful completion of this project on time and within
budget; therefore, we would appreciate your feedback on this matter
as well as your ideas in resolving it as quickly as possible.

Please feel free to contact us at your earliest possible
convenience to discuss this matter.

P & D TECHNOLOGIES
/,_7 { A ) O
Rameshy -3 SaldeN

Ramesh I. Patel, P.E.
Project Manager
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January 29, 1991

Mr. Geave "Besian" Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in P & D Technologies' Office on Friday,
January 25th, 1991, 1:30 P.M. The meeting was attended by:

G.B. Khatiblou FCD of MC,
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies, and
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

At the meeting, the preliminary hydrology was delivered on behalf
of the Flood Control District to P & D Technologies.



Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
January 24, 1991
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The following items were discussed in regards to this project:

2).

The cross section data from WLB and P&D was confirmed to
differ by approximately 1.6 feet. This difference is
apparently due to the mapping scale difference between these
two studies as well as the method of data point collection.
WLB's mapping scale was 400 feet with a contour interval of 4
feet; while, P & D's mapping is at 200 scale with a 2 foot
contour interval. In addition, the method of cross section
data collection was different. It appears that WLB "hand-
pulled" their data points and interpolated between contours
from the 400 scale, 4 foot contour interval mapping; while, P
& D's cross section data was digitized from 200 scale mapping.
For quality control, P & D was asked to verify their survey
data. (This was done, per request, on 1/29/91. After double
checking the survey data P & D confirmed that the data is
good. In addition, P & D used and tied into the same ERM's as
established by WLB and checked in within 12 hundredths.)

It was stated that after our meeting on the 25th and the
review of the first draft HEC-2 model, the initial model
assumptions and starting conditions would need to be revised.
The revisions would be needed due to discrepancies in the data
from the previous WLB study. Discrepancies in the data
included: hydrology - Q's from previous studies which were not
consistent with the FCD's independently generated Peak
Discharge values, method of collecting data points, mapping
scale and a 1.6 foot difference in the flow line elevations,
which was previously discussed at the earlier meeting. (It
should be noted that the WLB elevations are approximately 1.6
feet higher than the P & D study elevations and that the WLB
study was done from 400 scale mapping, as previously
discussed.) Please refer to Meeting Minutes from 1/24/91.
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h Meeting Summary
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result, the following changes will be made to the
ing conditions of the model:

No overlapping sections will be incorporated in the
starting conditions of the model at the south matching
edge of this study (contradictory to the Meeting Minutes
taken 1/24/91).

P & D's first study cross section will be located on
the south end of the CAP overchute. More specifically
defined by the following description: immediately north
and adjacent to the concrete energy dissipators and
immediately south and adjacent to the south edge of the
desilting basin. For clarity, please refer to the
attached working drawing. The first cross section of
the P & D study will be labelled Station 0 + 00. In
addition, subsequent sections through cross section 4 as
previously shown on the working maps will be relocated as
shown on the attached working drawing. Moreover, these
sections will be "hand-pulled" from the P & D "as-built"
drawing of the CAP overchute; due to the fact that, the
200 scale mapping by Cooper Aerial could not pick up the
approximately one foot wide vertical top of wall
elevation of the overchute with any accuracy.

It should also be noted that the total river mileage
through the P & D study area differs from the river
mileage shown on the WLB matching study to the north. As
a result, P & D's river mileage stationing will NOT match
or coincide with WLB's previous study on either the south
or north end.

An attempt, however, will be made to overlap the cross
section data on the north end. The P & D cross section
data will be used in the area of overlap. The results
using this data will be reviewed with the Flood Control
District, at which time we will request detailed
direction be given to us regarding the resolution of
discrepancies in that area.
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E. The starting water surface elevation will be estimated
from existing information and critical depth will be
assumed (J1.5 = -1). The critical depth assumption will
be employed due to the location of the first cross
section in the concrete overchute. It should be noted
that the last cross section in WLB's study is situated
south of the overchute; therefore, there is no previous
data for calculating and comparing the water surface
elevation through or in the overchute structure.

35 As previously discussed, cross sections 25 and 27 will be
revised by Cooper Aerial and incorporated into the model. In
addition,the slope area method will be used (J1.5) and the
energy slope will be calculated from P & D data instead of
using previous WLB values.

4. Per request, the three (3) standard pre-defined Floodway
Summary Tables: 110, 155 and 200, will be provided.

His Lastly, through the course of the meeting a discrepancy
was discovered 1in the hydrology data. The data will be
checked and revised, as needed, with the final hydrology to be
submitted to P & D on Tuesday, January 29th. (Final hydrology
was received from the Flood Control District on 1/29/91.)

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D TECHNOLOGIES

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist
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January 24, 1991

Mr. Geave ''Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in the Flood Control District's Office on
Thursday, January 24th, 1991, 2:30 A.M. The meeting was attended
by:

G.B. Khatiblou FCD of MC
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

At the meeting, the following items were delivered for review:

T One set (9 sheets) aerial photo overlay bluelines;

2. One original Amended Meeting Minutes from 1/10/91;

3. One original Meeting Minutes from 1/17/91;

4. One diskette containing the HEC-2 input data; and finally

5 One hard copy of the complete, first draft, HEC-2 model.
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The following items were discussed in regards to this project:

1).

2)

The complete, first draft, HEC-2 model was submitted for
initial format review. This model incorporated the following
conditions: subcritical flow, the split flow option was not
employed, and no encroachment options were used. The initial
hydrology and starting water surface elevation was taken from
WLB's previous study. The starting data from WLB's previous
study documents, including: maps reports and their model was
not consistent; it was also not in agreement with the FCD's
independently generated Peak Discharge Values. As a result
Besian indicated that this solution would take some more
thought and that the final hydrology from the FCD would be
prorated to give the data consistency with the previously
approved FEMA submittal. The hydrology data should be ready
Friday 1/25/91.

Per our last meeting, a minimum of 3 overlapping sections were
requested on both the north and south sides of the study.

P & D cross sections were used. After discussing several
discrepancies in the data: such as method of collecting data
points, mapping scale and primarily a 1.6 foot difference in
the flow line elevations, it was decided to use the WLB
sections instead of the P & D sections in areas of overlap.
(It should be noted that the WLB elevations are approximately
1.6 feet higher than the P & D study elevations.)

The following cross sections will need to be verified and
edited, as needed: 1, 2, 3, 25 & 27, which represent the CAP
overchute and Patton Road culvert crossing, respectively. For
the purpose of a good culvert model, cross sections: 24, 26,
and 28 have been omitted. In addition,the slope area method
will be used (J1.5), the energy slope will be calculated from
P & D data instead of using the WLB value of 0.001700.
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4.) The model will be refined in the following manner: use WLB
sections in areas of overlap, revise bank stations in regards
to the calculated water surface elevations, incorporate the
new and varied hydrology values from the FCD upon receipt,
revise cross sections as outlined above and finally, calculate

the starting energy slope value.

Lastly, P&D Technologies has not yet received the final hydrology
data from the Flood Control District.

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D TECHNOLOGIES

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist
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Mr. Geave ''Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in the Flood Control District's Office on
Thursday, January 17th, 1991, 2:30 A.M. The meeting was attended

by

G.B. Khatiblou MCFCD
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

At the meeting, the final Cover/Face Sheet vwas delivered for
review.

We are pleased to report that the initial draft version of the
HEC-2 model is up and running. It was brought to the meeting and
the following items were discussed:

; Subcritical flow was assumed, the split flow option as
well as the new culvert model was not employed, no
encroachment was used, the hydrology and starting water
surface elevation was taken from WLB's previous study.

2 Per our meeting, 2-3 overlapping sections will be
incorporated into this model from the previous study.
The overlapping sections taken from the previous study
will be dashed on the maps for clarity.
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Lastly,

Concerns regarding the matching of this HEC-2 model with
the previous studies on both the north and south edge
were discussed. The concern involves the anticipated
differences between the previous study and this one due
to the following items: incorporation of the new culvert
method (9/90); hydrology values and application; mapping
scale; river mileage; number and location of cross
sections, etc.

Submittal of the HEC-2 model by P & D Technologies to the
MCFCD will consist of a hard copy, data on diskette and
will be accompanied by the working maps, per request.

The model will be refined in the following areas for the

next meeting, hydrology, ''n" wvalues and the culvert

modelling will be incorporated.

P&D Technologies has not yet received the hydrology data

from the MCFCD.

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D TECHNOLOGIES

Lisa T.M.

Vomero

Senior Hydrologist
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Mr. Geave ''Besian'' Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Amended Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in the Flood Control District's Office on
Thursday, January 10th, 1991, 9:30 A.M. The meeting was attended
by:

G.B. Khatiblou MCFCD
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

At the meeting, the following items were delivered for review:
1. A revised preliminary cover sheet;
2 One set (9 sheets) of topographic mapping on blueline
paper representing the new sheet 1layout with cross

sections, and;

gy One diskette containing HEC-2 Data as obtained from
Cooper Aerial Mapping; and finally;

4. One cross-section summary list (2 pages).

The following items were discussed in regards to this project:

1). The aerial photograph overlay sheets on mylar will be
forthcoming. Per our meeting, these sheets will contain
limited legend information including the title and sheet
number.

2). The topographic mapping will be verified, approved and sealed

by the registered professional land surveyor in charge of the
project.
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3).

4).

Cross-section and profile data to accompany the HEC-2 runs
will be detailed at a later meeting.

To begin the model; subcritical flow will be assumed, no split
flow option will be used, the hydrology and starting water
surface elevation will be from WLB's previous study. No
culvert modelling or encroachment options will be employed
until the final hydrology data has been provided.

In addition, the following items will be attended to in regard to
the cover sheet:

A.)
B.)

C.)

The flow line of the wash will be highlighted;
Township and Range will be enlarged;

The coverage and index of the sheets will be delineated on the
overall 2000 scale cover sheet map.

Lastly, P&D Technologies has not yet received the hydrology data
from the MCFCD.

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D TECHNOLOGIES

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist

Attachment (1)
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Mr. Geave ''Besian'' Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in the Flood Control District's Office on
Thursday, January 10th, 1991, 9:30 A.M. The meeting was atter ed
by:

G.B. Khatiblou MCFCD
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

At the meeting, the following items were delivered for review:
T A revised preliminary cover sheet;
2. One set (9 sheets) of topographic mapping on blueline
paper representing the new sheet layout with cross

sections, and;

3 One diskette containing HEC-2 Data as obtained from
Cooper Aerial Mapping; and finally;

4. One cross-section summary list (2 pages).

The following items were discussed in regards to this project:

1). The aerial photograph overlay sheets on mylar will be
forthcoming. Per our meeting, these sheets will contain
limited legend information including the title and sheet
number.

2). The topographic mapping will be sealed by the registered

professional land surveyor in charge of the project, after the
cross-sections have been verified and accepted.
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3). Cross-section and profile data to accompany the HEC-2 runs
will be detailed at a later meeting.

4). To begin the model; subcritical flow will be assumed, no split
flow option will be used, the hydrology and starting water
surface elevation will be from WLB's previous study. No

culvert modelling or encroachment options will be employed
until the final hydrology data has been provided.

In addition, the following items will be attended to in regard to
the cover sheet:

A.) The flow line of the wash will be highlighted;
B.) Township and Range will be enlarged;
C.) The coverage and index of the sheets will be delineated on the

overall 2000 scale cover sheet map.

Lastly, P&D Technologies has not yet received the hydrology data
from the MCFCD.

This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:
P & D TECHNOLOGIES
';/77 NS 7
(A . r
B AL A D v’/' //// — O —
~ Lisa T.M. Vomero

Senior Hydrologist

Attachment (1)
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December 19th, 1990

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOPA COUNTY
c/o Mr. Geave ''Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, AZ 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Reports - Review Comments
FCDMC Contract No. 90-24
P&D Project No. 10320

Dear Besian:

The purpose of this letter is to address written comments prepared
by the Flood Control District, dated December 4, 1990, resulting
from their review of two (2) reports previously submitted by P&D,
they are titled:

1. "Summary of Existing Data for Trilby Wash Flood Insurance
Study'" dated November 12, 1990; and

2. "Trilby Wash FIS - Manning's '"n'" Value Estimation from

Field Inspection 11/20/90", dated November 27, 1990.

Per request by the MCFCD, the following revisions and/or changes
have been made, representing all of the review comments listed:

Summary of Existing Data Report

1 The bibliography, page 4, has been numbered;

2. On page 5 of the Bibliography the reference cited which
includes both the 50 and 100-Year storm events was
revised to read 100-year storm;



Trilby Wash Reports - Review Comments

Page Two

3. An index table was created to identify and summarize all
the memos contained within '""Attachment 1'" which has been
renamed ''Contact Memos'" and is located on page 6;

4. Supplemental information contained within the ''Contact
Memos' section will be "boxed" in areas that specifically
pertain to Trilby Wash.

Manning's ''n" Value Estimation... Report
9 Per request both "As-Built'" Drawings, the Patton Road

Culvert Crossing and the C.A.P. Overchute Drawing, will
be included in Map Pockets at the back of the report; and
finally,

6. The following note has been added to page 5 of the
report, under the Section titled '"5.0 SUMMARY'":

"It should be noted that, the Manning's 'n" Values are
estimated based on field observation and water depth
assumptions. The accuracy of these initial assumptions
will be verified. If necessary, the '"n'" values will be
adjusted during the course of HEC-2 modelling".

Enclosed are the revised pages for your review and approval.
Please call should you have any questions or require additional
information.

Sincerely,

P & D Technologies
— . ¥ % %
Kcvm <_4)/\,'\ AL (\C‘ i ¥

Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., R.L.S.
Project Manager
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December 18, 1990

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOPA COUNTY
c/o Mr. Geave ''Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Amended Trilby Wash Meeting Minutes
FCD Contract No.: 90-24
P &D P.N.: 10320

Dear Besian:

The purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
our meeting regarding Trilby Wash in the Flood Control District 's
Office on Friday, December 7th, 1990, 11:00 A.M. The meeting was

attended by:

Besian Khatiblou MCFCD
Ramesh Patel P & D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P & D Technologies.

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss comments from the Flood
Control District regarding their review of the initial cross
section delineations on blueline which they received on November
29th, 1990.

Each sheet was reviewed with respect to the cross-section
locations, orientation and length. It was stated that the
preferred distance between each cross-section should not exceed 500
feet.

In addition, special care was taken to evaluate the cross sections
depicting the split flow into both a primary and secondary channel.
After much review and discussion, it was decided that the cross-
sections must extend to include both channels as well as the
topography between them. This decision was made in the event that
the secondary split flow channel requires a separate water surface
profile run.
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At the north and south edge of the projects P& will tie into
existing data provided by the Flood Control District representing
work by others. In these overlap areas, the previous cross section
data will be used in the HEC-2 model per instruction from the FCD.

Per request by the Flood Control District, we will ask Cooper
Aerial Mapping to combine original sheet numbers 6 and 7 onto one
sheet. In addition, there are two areas in the mapping that will
need to be checked by Cooper regarding the merging of contours.
From our review, we believe these two areas probably represent
vertical channel banks and/or overlapping with the channel edge
boundaries depicted on the topographic mapping by single-dashed
lines having the same line weight as the contours. P&D realizes
that this review by the MCFCD was for the cross section locations
only and not for mapping quality. P&D will perform any editing
needs resulting from the Flood Control District's mapping quality
review.

P&D Technologies were recently notified of a update to the HEC-2
program regarding culvert modelling. We informed the FCD staff of
this and also noted that it is currently on order by our company.
Providing the update reaches us in a timely manner we will be using
this newly updated version.

Receipt of a letter from the Flood Control District to P&D
Technologies was acknowledged regarding comments and requested
changes to the two reports previously submitted, they are: the
Data Collection Report and the Manning's '"n'" Value Determination
Report. The letter will be reviewed and addressed in detail with

a written response to the FCD by P&D.

Lastly, the previous meeting minutes from November 29th, 1990 were
submitted, which included the Updated Project Schedule, also dated
11/29/90.

Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D Technologies

- \_/ % /
C:;éfziz4g, /{‘77’5? o2 —"
Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist



December 11, 1990

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOPA COUNTY
c/o Mr. Geave '"Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No.: 90-24
P &D P.N.: 10320

Dear Besian:

The purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
our meeting regarding Trilby Wash in the Flood Control District 's
Office on Friday, December 7th, 1990, 11:00 A.M. The meeting was

attended by:

Besian Khatiblou MCFCD
Ramesh Patel P & D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P & D Technologies.

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss comments from the Flood
Control District regarding their review of the initial cross
section delineations on blueline which they received on November
29th, 1990.

Each sheet was reviewed with respect to the cross-section
locations, orientation and 1length. It was stated that the
preferred distance between each cross-section should not exceed 500
feet.

In addition, special care was taken to evaluate the cross sections
depicting the split flow into both a primary and secondary channel.
After much review and discussion, it was decided that the cross-
sections must extend to include both channels as well as the
topography between them. This decision was made in the event that
the secondary split flow channel requires a separate water surface
profile run.
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At the north and south edge of the projects P&D will tie into
existing data provided by the Flood Control District representing
work by others. In these overlap areas, the previous cross section
data will be used in the HEC-2 model per instruction from the FCD.

Per request by the Flood Control District, we will ask Cooper
Aerial Mapping to combine original sheet numbers 6 and 7 onto one
sheet. In addition, there are two areas in the mapping that will
need to be checked by Cooper regarding the merging of contours.
From our review, we believe these two areas probably represent
vertical channel banks and/or overlapping with the channel edge
boundaries depicted on the topographic mapping by single-dashed
lines having the same line weight as the contours.

P&D Technologies were recently notified of a update to the HEC-2
program regarding culvert modelling. We informed the FCD staff of
this and also noted that it is currently on order by our company.
Providing the update reaches us in a timely manner we will be using
this newly updated version. In addition, it was stated that the
Flood Control District has retained an outside consultant for
review and evaluation of HEC-2 computer program changes as well as
modelling data.

Receipt of a 1letter from the Flood Control District to P&D
Technologies was acknowledged regarding comments and requested
changes to the two reports previously submitted, they are: the
Data Collection Report and the Manning's 'n'" Value Determination
Report. The letter will be reviewed and addressed in detail with

a written response to the FCD by P&D.

Lastly, the previous meeting minutes from November 29th, 1990 were
submitted, which included the Updated Project Schedule, also dated
11/29/90.

Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D Technologies
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
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Mr. Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., L.S.
Project Manager

P & D Technologies
Planners/Engineers

170Z East Highliand Avenue, Ste. 410
Phoenix, Arizona 85016

SUBJECT: Trilby Wash Flood Control Study
FCDMC Contract No. 90-4
P & D P.N. 10320

Dear Mr. Patel:

We have completed our review of the summary of existing data and the Manning's
"n" value estimation reports for the subject project. Prior to the
finalization of these two reports, the following comments must be addressed:

1. On page 4 of the summary report, use a numbering system to identify
individual bibliography.

2. Trilby Wash Flood Insurance Study will use the 100-year frequency
discharges to delineate the floodplain and floodway. Revise the
bibliography of your summary report to reflect 100-year discharge
frequency instead of 50-year discharge (page 4).

3. Provide an index table to identify all documents are gathered in
"ATTACHMENT 1: PHONE MEMOS" section of the summary of the existing
data report. The index should include columns for the source of
information, description, page number of the document, and item
number.

4. The "ATTACHMENT 1: PHONE MEMO" section of the summary of the
existing data report should clearly identify discharges, time of
concentrations, travel times, rainfall depths, etc., which are
referring to this project.

5. Include the Patton Road Culvert as-built and C.A.P. Overchute plans
as part of the Manning's "n" value estimation report.



Letter to: Mr. Ramesh I. Patel, P.E., L.S.
Subject: FCD 90-4
Page 2

6. The Manning's "n" values are estimated based on the field
observations and the water depth assumptions. However, the
engineer should verify the accuracy of these assumptions and
perform a final "n" value adjustment during the course of the HEC-2

modeling.
If ;7u have any questions. please call me at 262-1501.

/U “/”‘//];/ //é————"“

Besian Khatiblou,
Hydrologist
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December 5, 1990

Mr. Geave ''Besian' Khatiblou, P.E.

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85009

RE: Trilby Wash Meeting Summary
FCD Contract No. 90-24
P & D P.N. No: 10320

Dear Besian:

This purpose of this letter is to summarize the topics discussed at
the Trilby Wash Meeting in the Flood Control District's Office on
Thursday, November 29th, 1990, 11:00 A.M. The meeting was attended
by:

G.B. Khatiblou MCFCD
Ramesh Patel P&D Technologies
Lisa T.M. Vomero P&D Technologies.

At the meeting, the following items were delivered for review:

Tu A revised and sealed 'Field Inspection Location Map';
(Please remove and replace the previous map with the
new one as found in the map pocket of the report,
entitled: Trilby Wash FIS - Manning's 'n" Value
Estimation From Field Inspection (11/20/90), dated

November 27, 1990;

2 a '"clean" set of topographic mapping on blueline paper
completed by Cooper Aerial Mapping, and;

i a second set of topographic bluelines showing proposed
cross-section locations (in pencil) to be used in the
HEC-2 computer model.
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The following items were discussed in regards to the thalweg and
cross-sections:

A The river mile designation will begin at the south end
of the CAP Canal. This study matches into a previously completed
study on both the north and south boundaries which was completed by
The WLB Group. The beginning station will be river mile 10.444 and
will increase upstream.

From our preliminary delineation of the thalweg, it
appears that the ending river mile will differ from the previous
determination. It was decided that this study will use the true
river mileage determined and a note will be added to the study
report, maps and other pertinent documentation regarding the
numbering of the river miles. The ending river mile on the north
end of the project, as delineated by the previous study is 17.262.

B. The split flow area, which is an area of special
interest, was discussed in terms of proper orientation of the
cross-section alignments as well as if the secondary channel flow
should be treated as a separate analysis. The cross-section
orientation was reviewed in terms of each channel: primary,
secondary and tributary, as well as if it should include the entire
area in between the split. It was decided that the cross-sections
will be extended across the entire area depicting the main and
secondary channels and the area in between; but that, the tributary
area(s) should not be included. This will be the initial layout
for model start-up, revisions to the sections will be made as
needed after modelling begins. In addition, the general length of
the sections was reviewed.

Ty The thalweg and cross-section alignment bluelines were
given to FCD staff for review and approval. The date due for
submittal of cross-sections to Cooper Aerial Mapping per the
tentative schedule shows a date of December 3rd, 1990; however, the
date was changed per request by the Flood Control District to
Friday, December 7th, 1990. At this time, it does not appear that
this requested revision will adversely effect the remaining
scheduled items.
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The following comments/revisions were discussed in regards to
review of the data collection report, submitted 11/13/90.

i Number the references;

2. Incorporate any additional data received over the
duration of the study into the Final Data Collection
Report;

3. Number ALL the pages, including the contact memos.

4. Summarize and list in table form, the contact memos

included on the cover page of Attachment I with a
notation regarding topic/data received. 1In addition, the
pertinent data specifically relating to this project will
be highlighted per request.

5. Include the as-built drawing of both the Patton Road/
Trilby Wash crossing as well as the CAP flume structure
in the Data Collection Report.

The tentative schedule, prepared 11/2/90, was reviewed for the
next three (3) month period. Due to some conflicts the schedule
was discussed and revisions made. As a result, the schedule has
been Updated (11/29/90) and is attached for your review. The only
outstanding item in the schedule, thus far, is the delivery of the
hydrology data from the FCD to P&D Technologies.

Lastly, regarding the submittal of the report, entitled Manning's
"n" Value Estimation from Field Inspection'" conducted on November
20, 1990 (submitted and dated November 27, 1990), review comments
will be forthcoming from the Flood Control District in letter form.
This Meeting Minutes taken and respectfully submitted by:

P & D Technologies

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist

Attachment (1)
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MEETING AND MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)

Updated: 11/29/90

I PREVIOUS MEETINGS LIST & MILESTONE DATES:

DATE
4/19/90
5/08/90
6/05/90
6/06/90
6/19/90
6/22/90
6/27/90
7/23/90
8/06/90
8/13/90
8/14/90
8/15/90
8/19/90
8/22-9/5/90
8/23/90
9/13/90
10/03/90
10/15/90

10/26/90

PURPOSE
Initial Presentation (for Gila Canal) @ FCDMC
Saddleback FIS Site Inspection
Trilby Wash FIS Site Inspection
Review @ FCD previously submitted FIS
Fee Proposal Due
Scope Adjustment Meeting @ FCDMC
Fee Negotiation Committee Meeting @ FCDMC
Anticipated Board of Supervisors Approval Date
Actual Board of Supervisors Approval Date
Verbal Notice to Proceed
Notification Letters Sent (dated 7/27/90) (Completion of Task 2.1)
Receipt of written Notice to Proceed
Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published-Arizona Republic
Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published-Daily Sun News
Survey started
Site flown by Cooper Aerial Mapping
Receipt of contact prints from Cooper (Completion of Task 2.2)
Ground Control was completed (Task 2.2.2)

Meeting regarding:billing, schedule adjustment, contact prints &
Task 1.0 (Begin Task 6.1)



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Updated 11/29/90

(continued 2 of 4) 4

L. Proposed Tentative Schedule of Meetings & Milestones
DATE ITEM ’ NOTES

11/13/90 Written Summary of Data Collection Completed on time
Submittal (Completion of Task 1.0)

11/13/90 Field Inspection for Mannings "n" Changed to 11/20/90
values. Completed on time

11/14/90 Final Approval of Project Base Sheet Completed on time
by FCD

11/20/90 P&D to submit written summary of Changed to 11/27/90
Mannings "n" values for the FCD's Completed on time
review and approval (Completion of
Task 4.4.1)

11/26/90 P&D to receive the 100-Year Peak

Discharge Values from the FCDMC to
be used in the FIS (Task 3.0)

11/26/90 P&D to receive preliminary topographic Completed on time
mapping from Cooper Aerial Mapping
(Completion of Task 2.2.1, 2.2.2 & 4.1)

11/28/90 Delineate thalweg & cross-sections Completed on time
(Preliminary completion of Task 4.3)

11/29/90 Meeting with FCD to review thalweg & On time
cross-sections.

12/07/90 Resubmit cross-section information to
Cooper for digitizing

12/15/90 P&D to complete Field Survey (Completion
of Tasks 4.2 & 4.4)

1/02/91 P&D to receive digitized date from Cooper
in HEC-2 Format & review with FCD. Begin
Floodplain & Floodway Delineation (Task 5.0)

1/10/90 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting
with FCD (Task 6.1)

1/17/90 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting
with FCD



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)

Updated 11/29/90
(continued 3 of 4) 1

DATE

1/24/91

2/07/91

2/21/91

3/14/91

3/27/91

4/02/91

4/16/91

4/17/91

5/02/91

5/03/91

5/10/91

5/10/91

5/11/91

ITEM

Hydraulic Analysis Coordinétion Meeting
with FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting
with FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Corrdination Meeting
with FCD (Complete Task 4.3)

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting
with FCD

Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting
with FCD

Meeting with FCD for submittal of HEC-2
model & preliminary mapping (Preliminary
completion of Tasks 5.1 through and inclu-
ding Task 5.7)

P&D to receive FCD comments on HEC-2 model
and corresponding preliminary mapping

Finalization of HEC-2 model(s) & floodway
mapping begins

Meeting with FCD for submittal of proposed
final HEC-2 model & mapping (Completion of
Tasks 5.1 through & including Task 5.7)

P&D to prepare draft Final Report

P&D to submit to FCD draft Final Report for
review (Preliminary completion of Task 5.8)

P&D to receive from the FCD final comments
regarding HEC-2 computer model and flood-
plain/floodway mapping (Preliminary completion
of Task 6.2)

Final print out of HEC-2 model and inking of
final maps to begin



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1,3)
Updated 11/29/90

(continued 4 of 4)

DATE ITEM

5/24/91 Final mapping to be completed as well
as completion of all final products
and submittal to FCD (Completion of
Tasks: 2.2.3, 2.2.4, 2.2.5, 2.2.6, 5.8,
7.1 through & including Task 7.6)

6/24/91 P&D to receive any comments regarding
changes to HEC-2 model or mapping limits
prior to close of contract date 7/19/91

6/25/91 P&D to begin revisions to model and/or
mapping, if needed

7/19/91 Final submittal and fulfillment of final
contract! (Completion of Tasks 6.1 & 6.2)



P&D Technologies Planning

1702 E. H:ghlana Avenue ::ng/neenng
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- Landscape

602/264-3335 Architecture
November 2, 1990 An Employee-Owned Company

Mr. Geave Khatiblou, Hydrologist

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, AZ 85009

RE: TRILBY WASH SCHEDULE ADJUSTMENT & MEETING SUMMARY
FCDMC Contract No.: 90-24
P&D P.N.: 10320

Dear Besian:

Per your request at our meeting Friday, October 26th, 1990, this letter outlines adjustments
to the Trilby Wash Project Schedule. The schedule items are discussed below under Section
l.

SECTION |

1. The anticipated Notice to Proceed date was scheduled for July 23, 1990; however, the
actual verbal Notice to Proceed was not received until August 13, 1990.

2. Per the final contract documents, this project as outlined in the Scope of Work
(Attachment "A") dated August 15, 1990, will be completed within 284 calendar days.
This corresponds to a new and later submittal date of Friday, May 24th, 1991. The total

time period, as specified by the contract, is 340 calendar days, corresponding to a final
completion date of Friday, July 19, 1991.

3. Attached is the revised "Bar Graph Schedule" reflecting the above referenced adjustments,
spanning over a time frame of approximately 9.5 and 11.3 months, respectively.

4. Every effort will be made to insure that the project is completed on time and within
budget. Further, we will attempt to complete the project as early as possible, even
before the actual due date.

In addition, Section Il, outlines non-schedule items discussed at our meeting on 10/26/90.

SECTION I
1. Per request, we will revise our subsequent billing statement formats to:

A. reflect a more detailed task breakdown of work performed directly by P&D;

B. list items by task number that are to be completed by Cooper Aerial Survey as our
subconsultant on a separate sheet; and finally,

C. Show the ten percent (10%) retention sum(s), previously omitted.

We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused you.



Mr. Geave Khatiblou, Hydrologist

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
November 6, 1990

Page 2

2. We have received the 9 x 9 contact prints from Cooper. They are numbered and we will
index them on the USGS quadrangle maps per our discussion. As mentioned at the
meeting, the revised Base Sheet will be forthcoming. It will be sent to you for review
and final approval.

3. Task 1.0 "Data Collection" will be completed without the detailed hydrology information
needed for the study per your instruction. In addition, a tentative "Project Meeting
Schedule" is attached for your perusal, which we believe to represent the completion of

Task 1.3.

Also, | would like to mention that we have received the revised "INSTRUCTIONS FOR
ORGANIZING AND SUBMITTING TECHNICAL DOCUMENTATION FOR FLOOD STUDIES"
from ADWR dated August, 1990. We will use this latest version for the compilation of the
Data Notebook.

Please review the enclosed materials at your earliest convenience especially in regards to the
proposed Schedule Adjustments as well as the Tentative Project Meeting Schedule. Do not

hesitate to call should you have any questions or require any additional information. | look
forward to hearing from you, especially if the above referenced adjustments do not meet with

your approval.
Sincerely,
P & D TECHNOLOGIES .

Lisa T.M. Vomero
Senior Hydrologist

VTMV:ms
Attachments

cc: F.Fleet
file



FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOFA COUNTY
FLOODPLAIN DELINEATION
CONTRACT NO. 90-24
FOR 6.7 MILES OF TRILBY WASH

1990 1991
sle E’G 518 319 2z z | m"}é,%'g o> 2—(% Y xle
I Ko olz z|la &S S| EHE 8 % 32 22 22
TASK DESCRIPTION l 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
DATA COLLECTION o -
[,
TOPOGRAPHIC MAPPING ) = O
= ® ® ® 5
2.0 NOTIFY PROPERTY OWNERS 3 a
(INCLUDES 2 WEEKS FOR 2| - 3 .
ADVERTISEMENT) g 2 -
o :
: s :
2.b GROUND CONTROL SURVEY % 8
(136 X 2 PERSON CREW) = — ; E
: : :
2.c AERIAL MAPPING ; RN 5T T L é §
: 3 i
HYDROLOGY (OBTAIN FROM FCDMC) # & . 5 2
FIELD SURVEY (68 X 2 PERSON CREW) [P p— '
FLOODPLAIN FLOODWAY DELINEATION =
COORDINATION
FINAL PRODUCTS
284 DAYS
340 DAYS

Emm DENOTES WORK TIME ] DENOTES REVIEW TIME

* TO BE PROVIDED BY FCDMC APPROX. 11/26/90
1 BASE SHEET PREPARATION

2 MANNING'S 'n' DETERMINATION

3 DELINEATE THALWEG & CROSS-SECTIONS

4 PREPARE PRELIMINARY MAPPING

5 PREPARE FINAL MAPPING

REVISED PER REQUEST
MTG. 10/26/90
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An Employee-Owned Company

TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)

Prepared 11/2/90

I. PREVIOUS MEETINGS LIST & MILESTONE DATES:

DATE

4/19/90
5/8/90
6/5/90
6/6//90
6/19/90
6/22/90
6/27/90
7/23/90
8/6/90
8/13/90
8/14/90
8/15/90
8/19/90
8/22-9/5/90
8/23/90
9/13/90
10/3/90
10/15/90

10/26/90

PURPOSE

Initial Presentation (for Gila Canal) @ FCDMC

Saddleback FIS Site Inspection

Trilby Wash FIS Site Inspection

Review @ FCD previously submitted FIS

Fee Proposal Due

Scope Adjustment Meeting @ FCDMC

Fee Negotiation Committee Meeting @ FCDMC

Anticipated Board of Supervisors Approval Date

Actual Board of Supervisors Approval Date

Verbal Notice to Proceed

Notification Letters Sent (dated 7/27/90) (Completion of Task 2.1)
Receipt of written Notice to Proceed

Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Arizona Republic
Announcement of Flood Elevation Study Published - Daily Sun News
Survey started

Site flown by Cooper Aerial Mapping

Receipt of contact prints from Cooper (Completion of Task 2.2)
Ground Control was completed (Task 2.2.2)

Meeting regarding: billing, schedule adjustment., contact prints & Task 1.0.
(Begin Task 6.1)



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Completion of Task 1.3)
Prepared 11/2/90

(continued 2 of 3)

Il. Proposed Tentative Schedule of Meetings & Milestones

DATE ITEM

11/13/90 Written Summary of Data Collection Submittal
(Completion of Task 1.0)

11/13/90 Field Inspection for Manning’'s "n" values

11/14/90 Final Approval of Project Base Sheet by FCD

11/20/90 P&D to submit written summary of Manning’'s "n"

values for the FCD’s review and approval (Completion
of Task 4.4.1)

11/26/90 P&D to receive the 100-Year Peak Discharge Values
from the FCDMC to be used in the FIS (Task 3.0)

11/26/90 P&D to receive preliminary topographic mapping from
Cooper Aerial Mapping (Completion of Task 2.2.1,
222 & 4.1)

11/28/90 Delineate thalweg & cross-sections (Preliminary
completion of Task 4.3)

11/29/90 Meeting with FCD to review thalweg & cross-sections

12/3/90 Resubmit cross-section information to Cooper for
digitizing

12/15/90 P&D to complete Field Survey (Completion of Tasks
42 & 4.4)

1/2/91 P&D to receive digitized data from Cooper in HEC-

2 Format & review with FCD. Begin Floodplain &
Floodway Delineation (Task 5.0)

1/9/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD
(Task 6.1)

1/16/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

1/23/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

2/6/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

2/20/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

(Complete Task 4.3)

3/13/91 Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

NOTES



TRILBY WASH

MEETING & MILESTONE DATES
(Compiletion of Task 1.3)

Prepared 11/2/90
(continued 3 of 3)

DATE

3/27/91

4/2/91

4/16/91

4/17/91

5/2/91

5/3/91

5/10/90

5/10/91

5/11/91

5/24/91

6/24/91

6/25/91

7/19/91

ITEM
Hydraulic Analysis Coordination Meeting with FCD

Meeting with FCD for submittal of HEC-2 model &
preliminary mapping (Preliminary completion of Tasks
5.1 through & including Task 5.7)

P&D to receive FCD comments on HEC-2 model and
corresponding preliminary mapping

Finalization of HEC-2 model(s) & floodway mapping
begins

Meeting with FCD for submittal of proposed final
HEC-2 model & mapping (Completion of Tasks 5.1
through & including Task 5.7)

P&D to prepare draft Final Report

P&D to submit to FCD draft Final Report for review
(Preliminary completion of Task 5.8)

P&D to receive from the FCD final comments
regarding HEC-2 computer model and
floodplain/floodway mapping (Preliminary completion
of Task 6.2)

Final print out of HEC-2 model and inking of final
maps to begin

Final mapping to be completed as well as completion
of all final products and submittal to FCD (Completion
of Tasks: 2.2.3, 2.2.4, 2.2.5, 2.2.6, 5.8, 7.1 through
and including 7.6)

P&D to receive any comments regarding changes to
the HEC-2 model or mapping limits prior to close of
contract date 7/19/91.

P&D to begin revisions to model and/or mapping, if
needed

Final submittal and fulfilment of final contract!
Completion of Tasks 6.1 and 6.2.
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An Employee-Owned Company

October 31, 1990

Mr. Geave Khatiblou

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 W. Durango Street

Phoenix, AZ 85009

RE: TRIBLY WASH SURVEY REPORT 10/31/90

Dear Mr. Geave Khatiblou

Work on Trilby Wash commenced on August 8, 1990 with Task 2.1.d, preparing a list of adjacent property
owners, 73 notification letters, Task 2.1.a, were sent out on August 14, 1990. Announcements of

the Flood Elevation Study were published in the Daily News - Sun on August 22-31, September 1,4,5,
1980 and in the Arizona Republic on August 19, 1990. Field work commenced on August 23, 1990 with
Task 2.2.2. Panels were set at locations as requested by Cooper Aerial Mapping Company. Due to
stormy conditions common to this time of year several flight dates were postponed and field crews
returned to the field to replace panels disturbed by high winds. The project was flown on September 13,
1990 and field crews began establishing the vertical ground control, Task 2.2.2.c. We located Wittman
Reference Mark No. 101 according to the Wittman area Drainage Master Stu<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>