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Project Need and Background
Many aging corrugated metal culverts that convey streams under major Connecticut highways
require repair or replacement. In many cases, culverts are covered by significant amounts
(greater than 20 ft) of earthen fill. Complete culvert removal can be expensive and present a
multitude of construction and traffic issues since removal of culverts under large amounts of fill
require large open trench cuts.

Often referred to as “baby- boomer” culverts since they have approached or exceeded their
design lives (Webb 2009), these culverts are being rehabilitated with a method called
“sliplining”. This technique involves placement of a smaller diameter culvert within the larger
diameter failing culvert. The new sliplined culvert is subsequently stabilized with grout. In most
cases, the invert elevation of the sliplined culvert is raised approximately 3-4 inches in height.
Unfortunately, sliplining is typically not “fish-passage friendly”. Conditions such as perched
outlets, shallow water depth or increased water velocities are exacerbated, making upstream
fish passage challenging. A search of fish passage literature and consultation with other fishery
agency biologists revealed a lack of institutional knowledge and limited experience with
modifying sliplined culverts to provide upstream fish passage.

The Fisheries Division (FD) was first presented with a list of projects in 2008 proposed for
sliplining by the Connecticut Department of Transportation (CTDOT) entitled “List 21”. Given
their location on major highways, total culvert replacement alternatives were not feasible.
Thus, FD and CTDOT staff were challenged to solve fish passage issues at several proposed
slipline projects.

Once such rehabilitation sliplining project involved replacement of twin 72 inch corrugated
metal culverts that convey a tributary of Lyman Brook under Route 2 in Marlborough, CT (Figure
1). This infrastructure blocks and fragments the wild Brook Trout population in the stretch of
stream above the culvert due to the presence of an outlet perch exceeding 1.5 ft in height
(Figure 2). CTDOT proposed to slipline these failing culverts with 60 inch diameter polymer
coated round metal culverts.

The FD proposed design modifications to provide upstream fish passage, including the
installation of a corner baffle system in one culvert and the installation of a concrete pool/weir
fishway at the outlet. In addition, the two agencies signed a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) to evaluate the effectiveness of project design features and assess the ability for wild
Brook Trout (Salvelinus fontinalis) to pass through this infrastructure by conducting a remote
monitoring fish passage study utilizing passive integrated transponder (PIT) methodology. The
MOA required the CTDOT to purchase the PIT study equipment and the FD to conduct the study
over a three year period. This final report outlines the design features of this culvert
rehabilitation project and results of the three-year fish passage monitoring and assessment
study, 2016-2018.



Figure 1. Topographic map of study area, Tributary to Lyman Brook, Marlborough, CT.
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Project Engineering and Design

The twin 72 inch corrugated metal culverts were 262 feet in length and set at a 4.5% slope.
Culverts were sliplined with 60 inch diameter polymer coated round corrugated metal culverts.
The smaller diameter pipes were required due to pipe deformities. The existing culvert invert
elevations were raised approximately three inches. A complete summary of project design
metrics can be found in Appendix A. A complete set of the engineered plans is included in
Appendix B.

The concrete pool/weir fishway constructed at the east culvert outlet was comprised of 6
pools/weirs designed with a four inch drop in elevation per pool (Figure 3, Appendix B). Weirs
included notches (2 ft x 1 ft) with slots to accept weirboards to allow flexibility in manipulation
of water levels in the pools. Fishway Pool #6 created a minimum four inch backwater into the
culvert. A fish diversion wall was constructed at the west culvert outlet to help guide fish into
the fishway. The west culvert outlet included a riprap scour hole to dissipate outlet energy
during flooding. A boulder weir was installed to create a holding pool (mean water depth of 2.5
ft) to facilitate fish passage into Fishway Entrance-Pool #1. Change in water surface elevation
between the holding pool and Fishway Entrance #1 weir varied with discharge; however, the
difference in maximum water surface elevation during low flows was approximately four inches.
The east culvert was retrofitted with a corner baffle system (Figure 4, Appendix B).



Figure 2. Photograph of culvert outlet depicting perched conditions and physical barrier to
upstream fish passage.

Studies have shown that angled baffles provide regions of lower velocity and adequate water
depths which are key features of flow diversity necessary for passage (Thurman and Horner-
Devine 2007). The baffle angled at 4 degrees from horizontal ranged from 0.5 to 1.04 ft in
height. Spacing between baffles was 5 ft. Mean daily flows were directed into the inlet of the
baffled east culvert via a low flow diversion wall installed at the west culvert inlet (Figure 6).
Flood flows were conveyed into both culverts.

Figure 3. Upstream view of concrete pool and weir fishway, diversion wall and boulder weir
holding pool.




A custom deflect and collect trash rack system was constructed at the inlet to minimize debris
accumulation in the baffled culvert (Figure 5, Appendix B). The primary trash rack was designed
to collect and deflect large wood whereas the secondary trash rack comprised of 2 inch
diameter rebar functioned to collect small brush, branches and other smaller size debris (Figure
6). This custom system was constructed to ensure minimal debris accumulation within the
baffled culvert, minimizing seasonal maintenance. Culverts of this diameter are defined as
confined space and require special training to enter.

Figure 4. Upstream view of corner baffle system at moderate stream discharge.




Figure 6. View of secondary rebar trashrack and concrete diversion wall at inlet.

Estimated Design Hydraulic Conditions

CTDOT engineering staff conducted a HEC-RAS hydraulic modelling analysis to predict and
estimate water depth and water velocity metrics within the baffled culvert and the pool-weir
fishway during seasonal bioperiods (Appendix B; Table 1). These data were compared to target
swim speed and water depth criteria for Brook Trout. Based upon a review of fisheries
literature and the Fishing Xing Software Program, fish passage design target parameters were
defined as: prolonged swim speed of 1.3 ft/s, burst swim speed of 3.1 ft/s and minimum water
depth of 0.5 ft (Fish Xing 2014).

These hydraulic data summarized in Table 1 provided some confidence that the design’s
estimated water depth and water velocity were mostly within range of acceptable target
criteria limits and that fish passage needs were likely to be provided. The only exception was
average water depth which was lower than the minimum depth of 0.5 ft. It should be noted
that the estimated mean water depth of 0.4 ft in the upstream channel was lower than the
target level. It is not necessary for the culvert/fishway to be passable year-round but it is most
important to provide passable conditions when fish are motivated to move upstream during
spawning. Inherent to survival, Brook Trout will have to take advantage of periodic higher
stream flow events that provide fish with an opportunity to access spawning habitats that
perhaps may not always be accessible during typical low flow conditions at the end of
summer/early fall.



Table 1. Hydraulic analysis summary of estimated fish passage metrics by bioperiod*.

BIOPERIODS
Hydraulic Conditions Habitat Resident Rearing and Salmonid
Forming Spawning Growth Spawning
(March-April Q50) | (June Q75) (July-October Q75) (November Q75)
4.0 CFS 0.4 CFS 0.1 CFS 0.5CFS
Over Culvert Baffles
Maximum Depth (ft.) 0.8 0.3 0.2 0.4
Mean Depth (ft.) 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.2
Mean Velocity (ft/s) 1.9 1.0 0.8 1.1
Between Culvert
Baffles
Mean Depth (ft.) 1.2 0.7 0.5 0.7
Mean Velocity (ft/s) 1.1 0.3 0.1 0.3
Over Fishway Weir
Notch
Maximum Depth (ft.) 0.8 0.2 0.1 0.2
Mean Depth (ft.) 0.8 0.2 0.1 0.2
Mean Velocity (ft/s) 2.4 1.1 0.7 1.2
Upstream Channel
Mean Depth (ft.) 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.5
Mean Velocity (ft/s) 1.8 0.6 04 0.7

*Design parameters: prolonged swim speed of 1.3 ft/s, burst swim speed of 3.1 ft/s and minimum water
depth of 0.5 ft.

Fish Passage Monitoring and Assessment

Objectives

1. Evaluate fish passage performance within the modified baffled culvert and pool/weir
fishway through passive integrated transponder (PIT) tag monitoring over a three year
period (2016-2018).

2. Utilize study findings to facilitate fish passage design for future culvert sliplining or other
culvert rehabilitation projects that require infrastructure modifications to achieve upstream
fish passage.

Study Area Characteristics

The linear length of the Tributary to Lyman Brook from its confluence upstream to its
headwaters is approximately 1.12 miles (Figure 1). Length of stream from the confluence up to
the Route 2 culvert outlets that block upstream fish passage is only 0.17 miles; thus, these
culverts impact connectivity to much of the upper portion of the watershed. Watershed size of
the Tributary to Lyman Brook was calculated as 0.94 mi? (Connecticut Stream Stats 2014).
Approximately 5.3% of the watershed is comprised of coarse-grained stratified drift. The stream
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grade from its confluence upstream to the culvert outlet is relatively moderate at 2%.
Mesohabitats are comprised of alternating riffle/run/pool features (Figure 7). Gravel/cobble
substrates are dominant with lesser amounts of smaller boulders. The stream grade above the
culvert is much steeper at 6.5% with large boulder step-pools being the dominant mesohabitat
feature (Figure 8). Gravel/cobble substrates are less prevalent than within downstream areas.
Step-pool tailwaters provide favorable Brook Trout spawning habitat.

Figure 7. Example of low-moderate grade mesohabitats below culverts.




Methods

Study Time Period

Brook Trout movement and activity in small streams are known to be greatest in the fall
associated with the onset of spawning and the presence of colder water temperatures
(Mollenhauer et al. 2013; Goerig et. al. 2016). The PIT tag monitoring study period included the
period from mid-September through early November to encompass movements and behavior
through pre-, during and post-fish spawning life stages. The study encompassed three
consecutive annual spawning periods from 2016 to 2018.

Fish Collection and Tagging

Brook Trout were collected using Smith-Root LR-24 backpack electrofishing gear each year in
late June. After capture, fish were measured to the nearest millimeter (total length) and tagged
via the peritoneal cavity with Half Duplex System (HDX) PIT tags, 12 mm length x 2 mm diameter
and weight of 0.1 gram. Fish were tagged and returned in place to the stretch of brook in which
they were collected (Figure 9). Three reaches were sampled as follows: mainstem Lyman Brook
below confluence of Tributary to Lyman Brook (purple line), Tributary of Lyman Brook from
confluence upstream to culvert outlet (red line) and Tributary of Lyman Brook above the
culverts (black line). During the study period, 155 fish were tagged that ranged from 115-249
mm in total length with a mean length of 165 mm TL.

Figure 9. Total number of Brook Trout tagged by reach from 2016-18.
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PIT System Antenna Setup

A (HDX) system utilizing Oregon RFID components was deployed powered by a 12 volt deep
cycle marine battery. Freshly charged batteries were switched off approximately every 1.5 days.
The HDX system reader energizes an antenna array and creates an electromagnetic field that
causes the PIT tag to discharge a radio signal carrying the unique identification number of the
tag to the antenna. When a PIT tagged fish is detected by an antenna, the date, time, fish
identification number and antenna number is recorded by the reader and data logger. Typically,
data from the readers were uploaded to a laptop computer at the time when batteries were
switched. Attempts to set up a solar charged system were unsuccessful at the site due to: (1)
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extreme noise interference generated by the solar panel controller that significantly decreased
the tag detection field and, (2) lack of open and secure areas to sufficiently charge the panels.

Specific antenna locations were as follows: (A) fishway entrance: pool-weir #1, (B) culvert
entrance headwall, (C) culvert inlet headwall and (D) approximately 15 meters upstream from
inlet headwall.

While the use of remote PIT tag detection monitored tagged fish passively, it was also the intent
of the study to conduct periodic mobile searches using a portable backpack reader to identify
locations of tagged fish within the mainstem and the Tributary of Lyman Brook. Mobile
searches were not conducted in 2018 due to equipment malfunction.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

2016 Monitoring: Culvert Movements

During 2016 the first year of monitoring, we tagged 61 Brook Trout in the study area. There
were 40 movements documented through the culvert. This included 22 separate upstream
movements and 18 downstream movements involving nine fish (Figure 10,

Table 2). Of note, Fish #336 was extremely active making a total of 18 combined
upstream/downstream movements. This behavior resulted in 45% of all observed culvert
movements in 2016.

The State of Connecticut was declared to be in a D4 exceptional drought from June 21, 2016
through May 2, 2017 (CTGOV 2017). Given that the frequency of movements appeared to be
coincident with rain events, we decided to plot 2016 movements versus the Salmon River USGS
gage 01193500 located in East Hampton, CT to determine general movement trends (Figure 10).
Our first documented movement (Fish #336) occurred 9 days into monitoring September 27
after a 0.5 inch rain event. A 0.5 inch rain event results in a significant increase in discharge and
availability of useable habitat in this second order stream. Brook Trout movement through
culverts tend to occur more frequently at higher discharges (Goerig and T. Castro-Santos 2016).
Mollenhauer et al. 2013 also documented increased activity and large upstream movements for
wild Brook Trout during a high flow event in central Pennsylvania headwater streams.
Subsequent movements in 2016 also appeared to be correlated with rain events and increased
discharge. In general, most movement activity occurred from late September to mid-October
when fish are seeking suitable spawning habitats.

Transit Times

Transit Time or net total time (expressed as hours:minutes) for fish to travel upstream or
downstream through the baffled culvert was determined by calculating the difference in
detection times recorded at both the outlet and inlet antennas (Table 2, Figure 11). For
example, upstream movement transit time is the time between the last detection at the outlet
antenna and first detection at the inlet antenna.
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Table 2. Summary of upstream and downstream metrics through the baffled culvert during

study years 2016-18.

Study | Fish Length Upstream | Upstream .Transit Downstream Downstream
Year D # (mm) Passage Dur.at!on Passage TranS|tID_urat|on
Date (Hours:Minutes) Date (Hours:Minutes)
302 186 10/9/2016 1:06 10/21/2016 1:47
328 161 11/2/2016 1:28 11/3/2016 3:13
330 137 10/14/2016 1:03
9/27/2016 1:25 9/27/2016 6:24
333 145
10/01/2016 L5t
9/27/2016 1:21 9/27/2016 9:04
10/1/2016 0:46 10/1/2016 0:57
10/2/2016 1:39 10/2/2016 0:47
10/3/2016 1:23 10/3/2016 0:29
336 171 10/4/2016 2:36 10/4/2016 0:42
2016 10/5/2016 1:00 10/6/2016 0:20
10/9/2016 4:11 10/10/2016 4:12
10/12/2016 7:55 10/12/2016 0:45
10/22/2016 0:26 10/22/2016 0:13
10/1/2016 1:04 10/1/2016 0:15
337 175 10/5/2016 1:10 10/5/2016 0:22
10/9/2016 0:38
351 137 11/3/2016 5:25
373 145 10/22/2016 0:35 10/22/2016 0:21
10/9/2016 3:44 10/9/2016 1:25
376 166 10/22/2016 3:42 10/22/2016 0:58
10/29/2016 15:40 10/31/2016 0:34
9/7/2017 3:03 9/7/2017 11:44
302 226 10/24/2017 0:40 10/24/2017 0:20
10/24/2017 0:45 10/25/2017 0:06
2017 346 187 9/6/2017 1:03
484 208 10/25/2017 0:09
486 145 10/8/2017 2:39 10/8/2017 0:16
10/24/2017 0:38 10/24/2017 0:09
9/25/2018 2:01 9/25/2018 30:14
9/28/2018 1:51 9/28/2018 0:19
544 153 10/10/2018 0:26 10/11/2018 0:53
10/13/2018 0:25 10/13/2018 1:53
2018 10/17/2018 2:27 10/24/2018 0:50
10/24/2018 0:33
556 146 9/25/2018 0:19
561 181 11/6/2018 4:41 11/9/2018 4:18
586 155 10/12/2018 2:25
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Figure 10. Total number of upstream and downstream movements through
the culvert versus Salmon River discharge at USGS gage in 2016.
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In 2016, the majority (68%) of upstream movements occurred within a two hour timeframe. The
mean transit time of upstream movements was 2:44 + 1:23 (Figure 11). The minimum and
maximum transit times were 0:26 and 15:40, respectively, indicating a wide range in movement
time extremes. While Fish #376 spent 15:40 to move upstream, this event occurred during a
one inch rain event October 28 and 29, 2016 when Salmon River discharge reached 57 cfs.
Corner baffles are known to create varying velocity refugia, including eddies in which fish
encounter more favorable hydraulic conditions to rest and reduce sustained swimming speeds
(Thurman and Horner-Devine 2007).

Conversely in 2016, the majority (67%) of downstream movements occurred within a one hour
timeframe. The mean transit time of downstream movements was 1:49 + 1:05 (Figure 11). The
minimum and maximum transit times were 0:13 and 9:04, respectively again indicating a wide
range in movement time extremes. These ranges in movement were exhibited by Fish #336.
The reduced mean downstream movement transit time as compared to upstream by
approximately one hour appears to be somewhat intuitive since fish are moving downstream
with streamflow as opposed to moving upstream against flow.
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Figure 11. Transit time or net total time (expressed as hours:minutes) for fish to travel
upstream or downstream through the culvert during 2016.
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Movement Time of Day

While movements through the culvert occurred throughout the day, Brook Trout were less
active after sunset and during the overnight hours (Figure 12). Activity increased in twilight
hours when the most frequent upstream movements were observed in the early morning during
the 5:00 through 10:00 timeframe. Patterns of increased activity for downstream movements
were not as pronounced with the frequency of movement events occurring over a longer period
from 11:00 to 18:00.
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Figure 12. Movement event frequency of occurrence by time of day in 2016.
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Fishway Only Residency

Fish #341 was found throughout the entire 2016 study season to inhabit either the fishway or
outlet pool. A spawning redd was observed with the outlet pool the weekend of October 25,
2016. It is suspected that this fish had spawned in the outlet pool (Figure 13). This was the only
fish that had spent residence time in the fishway but did not move upstream through the

culvert.

Figure 13. Spawning redd discovered within fishway outlet pool.

2017 Monitoring: Culvert Movements

During 2017 the second year of monitoring, we tagged 33 Brook Trout in the study area. In
addition, eight fish tagged in 2016 were recaptured. We documented 12 movements through
the culvert, fewer than observed during the 2016 monitoring season. This included six separate
upstream movements and six downstream movements involving four fish. (Figure 14, Table 2).
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Two (Fish #302 and Fish #346) of the four fish recorded moving upstream through the culvert
were tagged in 2016. Of interest, Fish #346 was originally tagged in the stretch of stream above
the culverts. The fact that this fish moved upstream through the culvert on September 6, 2017
indicated that the fish had previously moved downstream through the culvert sometime outside
the annual September-November monitoring period. Also of note, Fish #333 which had been
originally tagged in the mainstem of Lyman Brook below the Tributary to Lyman Brook
confluence was recaptured upstream above the culvert in 2017, indicating a net movement
through the culvert outside our monitoring period. These movements support the conclusion
that Brook Trout can readily access habitats within this stream system network after the
installation of the baffled culvert and fishway.

In 2017, we recorded water levels through the Fishway Weir #6 rectangular notch and
developed a weir and discharge relationship using the Kindsvater-Carter formula (Kindsvater
and Carter 1959). As such, we obtained daily onsite discharge measurements during the time of
day when batteries were switched. We also verified the accuracy of weir/discharge
measurements by conducting several random streamflow measurements using a Marsh
McBirney flow meter and the USGS mid-section method (Buchanan and Somers 1969).

While the State of Connecticut was no longer in a declared drought during the 2017 monitoring
season, rainfall events were fairly limited in number. Streamflow during the season was
generally less than 0.3 cfs (Figure 14). Movement occurrence still appeared to be associated
with increases in discharge, all except the movement of Fish #486, which made a relatively quick
upstream and subsequent downstream movement through the culvert on October 8, 2017
(Figure 14).

Figure 14. Total number of upstream and downstream movements through
the culvert versus Unnamed Tributary to Lyman Brook Discharge in 2017.
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Fish Movement and Culvert Hydraulic Conditions

In addition to developing a weir/discharge relationship at the fishway, we began to measure
water velocity and water depth metrics during a wide range of discharge events to develop
predictive relationships between discharge and correspondent hydraulic metrics.
Measurements were recorded at the following locations: Fishway Weir #6, culvert entrance and
the 1st upstream corner baffle (Figure 15). The goal of this data collection was to help define
hydraulic conditions during fish passage events. Results of these hydraulic relationships are
presented in Appendix C.

Figure 15. Collection of hydraulic condition data at 1° baffle and culvert entrance in 2017.
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As previously discussed, we designed a 4 inch backwater from Fishway Weir #6 that provided
suitable depths for Brook Trout to be able to gain access to the 1°* upstream most baffle within
the culvert. In addition, while hydraulic conditions were variable below this baffle, there was
usually a back-eddy effect from flows flowing over the baffle which created low water velocity
conditions. In summary, hydraulic conditions except during large discharge events were more or
less suitable for Brook Trout at the culvert entrance, therefore while we collected metrics at the
entrance (Appendix C) it was determined that “culvert entrance” hydraulic metrics were not
critical for fish passage analysis.

Relative to baffle metrics and fish passage, Fish #346 moved upstream on September 6, 2017
during a rain event taking 1:03 to move upstream through the culvert. While we don’t know
hydraulic conditions during that “specific hour” of movement (19:43-20:46), the daily recorded
metrics during this period were estimated to range as follows: stream discharge 0.2 to 1.4 cfs,
baffle water depth 2.5 to 5 inches and nose water velocity 0.7 to 1.6 fps (Table 3; Figure 16).

Fish #486 moved upstream on October 8, 2017 (8:02-10:41) and subsequently downstream from
(11:28 to 11:44). Conditions were very static during this time frame with a low stream discharge
of 0.3 cfs, baffle water depth of 2.5 inches and nose water velocity of 0.7 fps (Table 3; Figure
16). The main takeaway from these movements was that passage occurred at less than the
minimum design water depth of 0.5 ft. (6 inches) and within the defined design ranges of
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prolonged and burst swim speed criteria. Researchers have shown a positive correlation
between successful passage and elevated motivation, e.g. spawning (Goerig and Castro-Santos
2016) which may explain successful passage at less than desirable water depths. We could not
with confidence delineate the specific hydraulic conditions that fish experienced during passage
events on October 24-25, 2017 as discharge rapidly increased from 0.2 cfs to 6.4 cfs during a
storm event.

Figure 16. Estimated hydraulic metrics at the 1st baffle during movement
events in 2017.
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Transit Times

In 2017, the mean transit time of upstream movements was 1:28 + 1:00 (Figure 17), with the
minimum and maximum times being 0:38 and 3:03, respectively. Conversely, the mean transit
time of downstream movements was 2:00 + 4:00 (Figure 17) with the minimum and maximum
times being 0:09 and 11:44, respectively. The downstream movement mean was highly skewed
due to the 11:44 movement time of Fish #302 on September 7, 2017. If this outlier movement
event is eliminated from the data set, the downstream mean transit time for 2017 is reduced to
0:12 + 0:05 and appears to be more representative of downstream transit times for the
monitoring season.

Movement Time of Day

Unlike 2016, general trends in movement by time of day were not that apparent in 2017 due to
a limited amount of data (Figure 18). Downstream movements were somewhat more
pronounced during the 11:00 to 14:00 timeframe, a trend also observed in 2016.

17



Fishway Only Residency

Fish #442 was found throughout the entire 2017 study season to move within the fishway being
located at either Fishway Pool #1 or Fishway Pool #6. This was the only fish in 2017 that had
spent residence time within the fishway and did not move upstream through the culvert. Fish
#477 was found by monthly mobile searches to reside within the fishway outlet pool.

A spawning redd was discovered in Fishway Pool #6 on October 21, 2017 (Figure 19). It is
suspected that spawning involved at least two tagged fish, Fish #302 and Fish #486 which were
located in Fishway Pool #6 at similar times during the October 18 through October 21
timeframe. Fish #442 was not thought to have been involved in spawning with Fish #302 and
Fish #486 since it was found only at Fishway Pool #1 during the October 18-21 timeframe.

Figure 17. Transit time or net total time (expressed as hours:minutes) for fish to travel
upstream or downstream through the culvert in 2017.
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While spawning within the fishway was unexpected, this event documented the benefit of
introducing natural substrates into the fishway to make this infrastructure more habitable for
fish. In addition, deep water available within the fishway pools also provided habitat that
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generally was not abundant within the Tributary to Lyman Brook; thus, encouraging Brook Trout
to readily reside in the fishway.

All three fish (#302,#442,#486) left the fishway during the rain event from October 23-25 when
the fishway overtopped. In general, there was a trend in downstream dispersal of fish after
October spawning.

2018 Monitoring: Culvert Movements

During 2018, the third year of monitoring, we tagged 61 Brook Trout in the study area. No prior
PIT tagged fish were recaptured. We documented 15 movements through the culvert; again,
fewer events than observed during the 2016 monitoring season. This included eight separate
upstream movements and seven downstream movements involving four fish. (Figure 20, Table
2). Most (73%) of the movements in 2018 involved Fish #544 which made a total of 11
movements through the culvert; six upstream and five downstream.

Fish #544 moved upstream and subsequently downstream within a 24 hour period at four
different occasions. This fish was able to navigate through the culvert during a variety of
hydraulic conditions, exhibiting an almost learned behavior as the culvert did not provide an
impediment to passage.

Similar to prior years, activity and movements trended with increases in streamflow (Figure 20).
Monitoring year 2018 was extremely wet as indicated by the saw-tooth hydrograph with the
fishway being overtopped a total of 6 times. Amazingly, flows exceeded 1.2 cfs for the entire
month of October, representing a value four times greater than the average discharge of 0.3 cfs
observed in 2017. As seen in 2016, there was increased activity in late September through mid-
October when fish were seeking suitable spawning habitats.

Figure 18. Movement event frequency of occurrence by time of day in 2017.
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Figure 19. Spawning redd found within Fishway Pool #6 on October 21, 2017.
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Figure 20. Total number of upstream and downstream movements through the
culvert versus Unnamed Tributary to Lyman Brook Discharge in 2018.
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Fish Movement and Culvert Hydraulic Conditions
We documented several fish moving upstream through the culvert during high discharge events
in 2018 as opposed during 2017 when fish passage occurred at lower discharges. Fish #544
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moved upstream on September 28 when the daily discharge reading was 6.3 cfs, a flow in which
the fishway is overtopped and the culvert experiences full width “streaming flow” conditions
over the baffles. Streaming flow occurs when the predominant flow skims the baffle tops
creating an isolated circulation cell between baffles (Lang and Cashman 2009; Thurman and
Horner-Devine 2007). Culvert baffle metrics at this flow were estimated as: water depth of 14.1
inches and nose velocity of 2.35 fps (Table 3). Fish #586 moved upstream on October 12 at a
discharge of 5.9 cfs and water depth of 13.3 inches and nose velocity of 2.2 fps whereas Fish
#561 moved upstream on November 6 at a discharge of 5.5 cfs, water depth of 12.2 inches and
nose velocity of 2.2 fps. The take-away from these results were that Brook Trout were able to
successfully move upstream through the culvert through fairly rigorous hydraulic conditions.
Back-eddying below the baffles most likely provided resting areas with lower than predictive
nose velocities that helped fish ascend the culvert.

Transit Times

In 2018, the mean transit time of upstream movements was 1:51 + 1:20 (Figure 21), with the
minimum and maximum times being 0:25 and 4:41, respectively. Mean transit time of
downstream movements was skewed by the individual movement of Fish #544, which took
30:14 during September 25-26, 2018. It was our opinion that this extended passage event
represented more of a “within culvert residence” behavior. As such, this outlier movement was
eliminated from the calculation of the mean that resulted in the mean transit time of
downstream movements being 1:15 + 1:31 (Figure 21).

Table 3. Summary of predicted hydraulic metrics during upstream fish passage in 2017-18.

Baffle Metrics
Fish ID Dates of Fish | Weir Discharge Water Depth Nose Velocity

Movement (cfs) (in.) (fps)

302 9/6/2017 0.2 2.4 0.7
346 9/7/2017 1.4 4.7 1.6
486 10/8/2017 0.3 2.5 0.7
302/486 10/24/2017 3.8 9.1 2.1
544 9/25/2018 0.4 2.7 0.9
544 9/28/2018 6.3 14.1 2.3
544 10/10/2018 2.0 5.9 1.7
586 10/12/2018 5.9 13.3 2.2
544 10/13/2018 3.2 8.2 2.0
544 10/17/2018 2.2 6.3 1.7
544 10/24/2018 1.4 4.7 1.6
561 11/6/2018 5.5 12.2 2.2
561 11/9/2018 3.1 7.9 1.9
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Figure 21. Transit time or net total time (expressed as hours:minutes) for fish to travel
upstream or downstream through the culvert in 2018.
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Movement Time of Day

Brook Trout were less active after sunset and during the overnight hours as observed in prior
years (Figure 22). While movements through the culvert occurred throughout the day,
downstream movements were more pronounced over a longer period from 10:00 to 18:00.
There was a minor peak in upstream movement activity during the early morning 6:00 to 7:00.

Fishway Only Residency

There were three Brook Trout that only resided within the fishway in 2018. Fish #553 entered
the fishway on September 10 and left on October 31, spending 51 days within the fishway. Fish
#558 was found within the fishway on August 28 during the beginning of 2018 monitoring and
left on September 16 for a residence time of 20 days. Fish #590 was also found on August 28
within the fishway and left on November 14 for a total residence time of 79 days. While Fish
#553 and #590 were located within the fishway during the expected spawning timeframe, we
did not observe the construction of any redds within the fishway as we had found in Fishway
Pool #6 in 2017. It should be noted that high flow events that occurred during the spawning
period created unfavorable observation conditions.
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Upstream of Culvert Movements

Unlike prior years, we documented PIT tagged fish that were detected at the inlet culvert
headwall and upstream antennas that never moved downstream through the baffled culvert.
These were usually very brief detections. Fish #554 was located at the inlet upstream antenna
for 16 minutes on November 11%. Fish #576 was located at either the inlet culvert headwall or
upstream antenna intermittently over a 24 hour period. Fish #592 was detected twice on
September 4 at the upstream antenna. Of interest, all three of these fish had been tagged in the
stretch of brook “above” the culverts.

Figure 22. Movement event frequency of occurrence by time of day in 2018.
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Monitoring Culvert Movements Summary (2016-2018)

Over the three year monitoring period, we documented a total of 67 movements upstream and
downstream through the culvert that involved a total of 17 tagged fish (Figure 23). As previously
mentioned, the increased frequency of movement occurred in late September to mid-October
when Brook Trout were seeking suitable spawning habitat (Figure 23).

Movement Group Type

It became apparent that there were definitive trends in Brook Trout movement through the
baffled culvert over the three year monitoring period that could be characterized. Ten fish
(59%) only made a single upstream and/or downstream movement for a total of less than 2
overall movements (Table 4.) An example of this type of behavior is shown in Figure 24, in
which Fish #302 spent 21 days in the fishway, made a single movement upstream through the
culvert, spent 12 days upstream during the spawning period, and moved back downstream
through the culvert subsequently spending time within the fishway before dispersal in early
November.

23



Figure 23. Total number of upstream and downstream movements through the culvert from
2016-2018.
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Table 4. Summary of Culvert Movement Group from 2016-2018

Culvert Movement Type Groups 2016 2017 2018 Total
Group A 5 2 3 10
Single upstream and/or downstream

movement,

< than 2 total movements

Group B 3 2 0 5
Two to Three upstream and/or
downstream movements
< than 6 total movements

Group C 1 0 1 2
Multiple upstream and downstream
movements
>10 total movements
Total 9 4 4 17
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Figure 24. Example of single upstream/downstream movement group, Fish #302 in 2016.
Antenna number as follows: 1 (Entrance to fishway), 2 (culvert outlet : Fishway Pool #6),
3 (culvert inlet) and 4 (upstream channel).
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Five fish (29%) made only two to three upstream and/or downstream movements for less than
six overall movements (Table 4). This group typically moved upstream and subsequently back
downstream through the culvert within a 24 hour period. An example of this type of behavior is
shown in Figure 25, in which Fish #376, which mainly resided in Fishway Pool #6 throughout the
monitoring period, made relatively quick upstream and downstream movements with a 1-2 day
period before downstream dispersal in late October.

Figure 25. Example of two to three upstream/downstream movement group, Fish #376 in
2016. Antenna number as follows: 1 (Entrance to fishway), 2 (culvert outlet : Fishway Pool #6),
3 (culvert inlet) and 4 (upstream channel).
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Two fish (12%) often moved upstream and downstream within the culvert multiple times over
the monitoring period for more than ten overall movements (Table 4.) An example of this type
of behavior is shown in Figure 26, in which Fish #544 made eleven movements through the
culvert within a one month period. While this type of behavior was atypical, it indicated the fact
that these fish could readily move upstream and downstream under very variable streamflow
conditions.

Figure 26. Example of multiple movements for Fish #544 in 2018. Antenna number as follows:
1 (Entrance to fishway), 2 (culvert outlet : Fishway Pool #6), 3 (culvert inlet) and 4 (upstream
channel).
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Transit Times

Approximately 72% of all upstream movements through the culvert during the three year
monitoring period occurred within a 2.5 hour period (Figure 27). Conversely, 65% of all
downstream movements through the culvert occurred with a one hour period. We suspect that
this apparent difference in transit time was due to fish movement against streamflow
(upstream) versus movement with streamflow (downstream). There were a few data points
when fish took much longer periods to move through the culvert. These Brook Trout (Fish #376,
Fish #302 and Fish #544) were most likely spending residence time within the culvert rather
than actively swimming against or with streamflow since they had previously made several
positive movements through the culvert in time periods less than one hour in length (Table 2).

Movement Time of Day

While movements through the culvert occurred throughout the day, Brook Trout were less
active after sunset and during the overnight hours, especially from midnight until 4 am in the
morning (Figure 28). Activity increased in twilight hours when the most frequent upstream
movements were observed in the early morning during the 5:00 through 10:00 timeframe.
Patterns of increased activity for downstream movements were not as pronounced with the
frequency of movement events occurring over a much longer period from 10:00 to 18:00.
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These trends were different than observed in other studies, which have found that salmonid
activity and movements can be more pronounced after dusk with a sharp decline in activity
during the day (Goerig and Castro-Santos 2016; Roy at al. 2013).

Figure 27. Transit time frequency of occurrence or net total time (expressed as hours:minutes)
for fish to travel upstream or downstream through the culvert from 2016-2018.
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Figure 28. Movement event frequency of occurrence by time of day from 2016-2018.
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Trash Rack Performance at Inlet

As mentioned, a deflect and collect trash rack system was constructed at the inlet to minimize
debris accumulation in the baffled culvert. The trash rack system experienced its first test after a
large storm event in late October of 2017. Heavy winds associated with this event resulted in
many downed trees in Connecticut. The primary trash rack was observed to effectively collect
large woody debris that would have otherwise blocked the inlet of both culverts (Figure 29). In
addition, the secondary trash rack comprised of rebar was effective in collecting smaller debris
that would have otherwise ended up within the baffled culvert potentially become lodged and
negative impacting fish passage (Figure 30).

Based upon our evaluation over the three year monitoring period, it is our recommendation that
the simple vertical rebar trash rack installed at the inlet of baffled culverts would help minimize
“within culvert” debris accumulation, especially for smaller diameter culverts, less than 5 feet in
diameter. That being said, periodic maintenance by Fisheries and/or DOT will still be required to
ensure removal of debris from the trash rack.

Figure 29. Accumulation of large woody debris on primary trash rack after October 2017
storm event.
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Figure 30. Accumulation of smaller woody debris on secondary rebar trash rack after October
2017 storm event.

Mobile Search Results

Although fish movement downstream of the culvert was not a primary study objective, we
attempted to document any large scale movements for Brook Trout moving between the
mainstem of Lyman Brook and the Tributary of Lyman Brook. For study year 2016, we
conducted a monthly mobile search in September and November and in 2017 during the
months of July, August, September and November. Mobile searches were not conducted in
2018 due to equipment malfunction. Each search involved an approximate 0.6 mile study length
in the mainstem of Lyman Brook and a 0.5 mile stretch in the Tributary of Lyman Brook.

We documented only a small number of fish (Fish #306, #333, #349 and #484) that moved
between the mainstem of Lyman Brook and the Tributary of Lyman Brook or vice versa. This was
somewhat contrary to a study conducted by Kanno et al. 2014 in the West Brook stream
network, Massachusetts that showed Brook Trout emigration from tributaries was common
with about a third of individuals (28-33%) moved between the mainstem and tributary habitats
within their life cycle. Our results were not that conclusive given the lack of effort and also the
fact that fish may have escaped mobile detection during higher stream flow events when
detection efficacy is lower. Kanno et al. 2014 determined that higher movement rates were
detected when individuals were tracked over longer time periods and larger study lengths. One
noteworthy track was the movements of Fish #484 in 2017 which exhibited some large scale
movements (Figure 31). This fish had been tagged in the mainstem of Lyman Brook in June,
moved into the tributary to Lyman Brook and upstream through the baffled culvert sometime
prior to the 2017 startup to monitoring, was discovered moving downstream through the
culvert during the October 25 flood event and subsequently found upstream in the mainstem of
Lyman Brook in November. This track involved a minimum travel length of 0.9 miles.
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Figure 31. Summary of widespread movements of Fish #484 between mainstem of Lyman
Brook and the Tributary to Lyman Brook in 2017.
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STUDY CONCLUSIONS AND KEY FINDINGS

Main takeaways for this study are as follows:

1.

4.

Over the three year monitoring period, we documented a total of 67 movements
upstream and downstream through the baffled culvert that involved a total of 17 PIT
tagged fish. Increased frequency of movement occurred in late September to mid-
October when Brook Trout were seeking suitable spawning habitat. Movement events
tended to be associated with rain events and subsequent increases in stream discharge.

In general, there was a trend in downstream dispersal of fish within the Tributary to
Lyman Brook after the October spawning period. This may indicate that Brook Trout
were seeking more viable overwintering habitats in the mainstem of Lyman Brook
where deeper waters are available and less likely to be impacted by anchor ice.

Corner or sloped baffle design for round culverts successfully passed Brook Trout at this
location. Itis recommended that sloped baffles be utilized at future culvert
modification projects since sloped baffles appear to offer more favorable passage
conditions under a variety of streamflow conditions as opposed to simple v-notch
baffles that have been utilized at several past culvert modification projects in
Connecticut.

This study attempted to identify specific hydraulic conditions Brook Trout experience at

the culvert baffles during passage. In 2017, fish were documented at moving through
the culvert during very static low flow conditions with a stream discharge of 0.3 cfs,
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baffle water depth of 2.5 inches and nose water velocity of 0.7 fps. These movements
occurred at less than the minimum design water depth of 0.5 ft (6 inches).

Spawning within the fishway documented the benefit of introducing natural substrates
and providing deep water within the fishway to make this infrastructure more habitable
for utilization by Brook Trout, especially as a staging area prior to spawning.

It is apparent that there were definitive trends in Brook Trout movement through the
baffled culvert that could be characterized. Ten fish (59%) only made a single upstream
and/or downstream movement for a total of less than two overall movements. Five fish
(29%) made only two to three upstream and/or downstream movements for a total of
less than six overall movements. This group typically moved upstream and
subsequently back downstream through the culvert within a 24 hour period. Two fish
(12%) often moved upstream and downstream within the culvert multiple times over
the monitoring period for a total of more than 10 overall movements. While this type of
behavior was atypical, it indicated the fact that these fish could readily move upstream
and downstream under variable streamflow conditions.

Approximately 72% of all upstream movements through the culvert occurred within a
2.5 hour period. Conversely, 65% of all downstream movements through the culvert
occurred with a one hour period. This apparent difference in transit time was due to fish
movement against streamflow (upstream) versus movement with streamflow
(downstream).

While movements through the culvert occurred throughout the day, Brook Trout were
less active after sunset and during the overnight hours, especially from midnight until 4
am in the morning. Activity increased in twilight hours when the most frequent
upstream movements were observed in the early morning during the 5:00 through
10:00 timeframe.

Results of this study will help guide fish passage design features at future culvert
modification and sliplining projects. Based upon the success of this collaboration, both
DOT and DEEP should continue joint efforts to pursue innovative culvert design
modifications. Specifically, consideration should be given to installing pre-fabricated
fishways at culverts that are severely perched. The use of pre-fabricated rather than
cast-in-place concrete fishways will reduce overall project cost and expedite
construction. It is recommended to find a suitable site(s) to install a pre-fabricated
fishway (type to be determined) and monitor fish movements via PIT tag technology.

Acknowledgements

Special thanks to Steve Gephard DEEP Fisheries Division for design and technical support
throughout all phases of the project. Numerous fisheries staff graciously provided field survey
assistance including Tim Wildman, Dave Ellis and Neal Hagstrom. Dr. Alex Haro, S.0. Conte
Anadromous Fish Research Laboratory helped fine tune our PIT detection system at the culverts.
This project is a testament to the excellent cooperation between two state agencies in finding a
balance between protecting natural resources and transportation infrastructure at the same
time. Department of Transportation staff involved in this project from design to

31



implementation include Andrew Davis, Amanda Saul, Kevin Carifa, Salvatore Aresco, Won Song,
Joe Whewell, John Dunn, Bob Beauchesne and Paul Dickey.

Literature Cited

Buchanan, T.J. and W.P. Somers 1969. Discharge measurements at gaging stations. Unites States
Geological Survey. Techniques of Water Resources Investigations. Book 3, Washington, District
of Columbia, USA.

Connecticut StreamStats: 2014. A U.S. Geological Survey web application for stream
information Water Resources Web Application.

Fish Xing. 2014. Software and learning systems for fish passage through culverts. Version 3. .
http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/fishxing/index.html

Goerig, E. and T. Castro-Santos. 2016. Is motivation important to brook trout movement through
culverts? Can.J). Fish. Aquat. Sci. 74: 885-893.

Goerig, E., T. Castro-Santos and N. E. Bergeron. 2016. Brook Trout passage performance through
culverts. Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 73:1-11.

Haro, A., A. Franklin, T. Castro-Santos, and J. Noreika. 2008. Design and evaluation of nature-
like fishways for passage of Northeastern diadromous fishes: final report. S.0. Conte
Anadromous Fish Research Laboratory (CAFRL).

Kanno, Yoichiro, B.J. Letcher, J.A. Coombs, K. H. Nislow and A.R. Whiteley. 2014. Linking
movement and reproductive history of brook trout to assess habitat connectivity in a
heterogeneous stream network. Freshwater Biology 59:142-154.

Kindsvater, C. E. and Carter, R.W., 1959. Discharge characteristics of rectangular thin-plate
weirs. Am. Soc., Civil Engineers Trans., v.124, p.772

Lang, P.E., and E. Cashman. 2009. Influence of fish passage retrofits on culvert hydraulic
capacity. Final Report. California Dept. of Transportation. 126 pp.

Mollenhauer, R., T. Wagner, M.V. Kepler, and J.A. Sweka. 2013. Fall and early winter movement
and habitat use of Wild Brook Trout. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 142:1167-
1178.

Roy, M.I. ,Roy, A.G.,Grant, J.W.A and Bergeron, N.E. 2013. Individual variability of wild juvenile
Atlantic Salmon activity patterns, effect of low stage, temperature and habitat use. Can. J. Fish.
Aquat. Sci.70 (7) 1082-1091.

Thurman, D. R. and A.R. Horner-Devine. 2007. Hydrodynamic regimes and structures in sloped

weir baffled culverts and their influence on juvenile salmon passage. University of Washington.
43 pp.

32


http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/fishxing/index.html

State of Connecticut Water Status (2017) CONNECTICUT INTERAGENCY DROUGHT WORKGROUP
ENDS STATEWIDE DROUGHT ADVISORY (2017)
https://www.ct.gov/waterstatus/cwp/view.asp?a=11&9g=595358

Webb, J. R. 2009. Sliplined Culvert Retrofit and Fish Passage. Brigham Young University. Dept. of
Civil and Environmental Engineering. Master of Science Thesis. 125 pp.

33


https://www.ct.gov/waterstatus/cwp/view.asp?a=11&q=595358

Appendix A. Summary of Culvert Design Features

Culverts
Length: 262 feet/Slope at 4.5 percent
Diameter: Twin 72 inch corrugated metal culverts
Outlet: Perched freefall: 1.5 ft.
Watershed
Watershed size at crossing: 0.94 mi?
Stream grade: Above: 6.5% Below: 2%
Culvert Rehabilitation Proposal:
Slipline with 60 inch polymer coated round corrugated metal culverts. Smaller 60 inch pipe
required due to pipe deformities. Invert to be raised 3 inches.
Fish Passage Features
Target species: Brook Trout
Prolonged swim speed=1.3 ft/s
Burst swim speed= 3.1 ft/s
Minimum depth of 0.5 ft.
Corner baffle system
Angled Height: 0.5 to 1.04 ft.
Spacing between baffle = 5ft.
Average daily flows
Directed into baffled east culvert.
Flood flows
Conveyed into both culverts.
Concrete pool/weir fishway at outlet
6 pools/weirs at 4 inch drop per pool.
Three inch backwater into culvert.
Weirs notched (2 ft. x 1 ft.) with weir board slots.
Fish diversion wall and scour hole at west culvert.
Boulder grade control weir below fishway entrance to prevent headcutting.
Custom deflect and collect trash rack system at inlet to minimize debris accumulation in
baffles.
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APPENDIX B. CULVERT MODIFICATION AND FISHWAY DESIGN
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Fish Passage Flows (from FishXing)

Maintaining fish passage through culverts during flood flows is often impracticable and unnecessary. Extreme
low flow periods may also present problems for providing fish passage, and short-term barriers to movement
may or may not be important to the survival of species present. It may not be necessary to provide passage at
extreme low flows if fish are not attempting to move during this period or if naturally occurring stream conditions
limits passage between stream reaches. For any particular species and lifestage the Low Passage Flow (QLP)
and High Passage Flow (QHP) define the range of flows to be analyzed by FishXing. These are determined
locally or regionally based on knowledge of movement patterns of the species present.

Some states have developed guidelines for determining Fish Passage Flows. For examples of guidelines see
the “State and Agency Flow Guidelines for Fish Passage Flows” table in the Flow Guidelines for Fish Passage
Flows section.

Low Flow guidelines determine the depth threshold for passage and are based on annual or migration period

exceedance percentage from a flow duration curve for the 2-year, 7-day low flow.

High Flow guidelines determine the velocity threshold for passage and are typically based on annual or
migration period exceedance percentage from a flow duration curve.

State and Agency Flow Guidelines for Fish Passage Flows

High Flow : : :
State / Agency Eanaihy High Fish Passage Flow Low Fish Passage Flow
"Q2d2" the flow 24 hours before
Alaska Qs Or Qroo or after the 2-yr flood None
Q100 10% exceedance flow during
Washington migration period: species 2-yr, 7-day low flow
w/ debris specific
10% exceedance flow during
migration period: species y ” =
= 0.18*(Q2)+36 where Q2>44 '
cfs. where Q2<44 cfs use Q2
for adult salmon & steelhead 1%|for adult salmon & steelhead, the greater
NMFS SW Qioo annual exceedance flow or 50% fof 3 cfs or 50% annual exceedance flow.
Region Q2. For juveniles, 10% annual |For juveniles, the greater of 95% annual
at HW/D =1 exceedance flow exceedance flow or 1 cfs.
0/._109,
California Dept. Qoo slandamianly from 12 10/’ standards vary from 50%-95% annual
: annual exceedance for various : -
Fish & Game exceedance for various groups of fish
at HW/D =1.5 groups of fish
NMFS NW 5% exceedance flow for period [95% exceedance flow during months of
Region of upstream migration upstream migration

Although the above table shows different criteria for different States and regions, they seem to be generally
close. The most commonly used criteria appear to be 10% and 95% exceedance flows (during the migration
periods) for the high and low fish passage design flows respectively. As Connecticut does not have specific
guidelines on determining the fish passage flows, it was determined to use these most common values.

Fish Low Flow:

Fish High Flow:

95% exceedance during the migration period.
10% exceedance during the migration period.
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State Project No. 172-392, Str.06689

KNOWN DATA
Probability Discharge (CFS)
of . from
Exceedance| StreamStat Somputed e
99% 0.69
95% 0.98 F.P. Low
90% 1.23 1 ]
75% 1.68
50% 2.51
25% 4.02
10% 5.46 5.5 |
5% 6.74 F.P. High
1%

Habitat Forming (Mar.-Apr Flows)

y=CxEXP(pxF) = Z587Ze NI

e 5.46 cfs
for 10% Exceedance
C= 2.5872
p= 0.5821
y= discharge
F = x-axis value of return frequency
= 1.2816

F of 1.2816 equals to Prob. Of Exceedance of 10%

10 ‘
10%
Exceedance
Pt
Q=5.5CFS
Ak s il
95% / LI
Exceedance
BEIOCES [ -
1
2
= y = 2.587305626x
21
2
o ¢
0.1
99% 95% 90% 75% 50% 25% 10% 5%

% Exceedance
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AVERAGE SPRING FLOW
Hydraulic Condiiton Between Baffles/Weirs

Reach River SProfle ~ QTotal Min Ch El W.S. Elev|Vel Chnl |Flow Area Top Width |Hydr DeptiMax Chl Dptl ;
(cfs) (ft) (ft) (f/s) (sq ft) (ft) i(ft) 1 1
main 911.* AveSpring 4 312.35 313.52 1.14 3.5 4.23: 0.83| 14 7|
main 910.* AveSpring 4 31231 31353 1.09) 3.67 4.29! 0.86) 1.22)
main 909.* AveSpring 4 312.26 313.53] 1.03 3.89 4.36 0.89 127
main 908.* AveSpring 4 312.22 313.29 1:3 3.08 4.09} 0.75) 1.07}
main 907.* AveSpring 4 31217 313.3] 1.21 3.3 4.17| 0.79; 1.13)
main 906.* AveSpring 4 312.13 313.3 118 3.47 422! 0.82] 1.17)
main 905.* AveSpring 4 312.08 313.3 1.09 3.69 4.3, 0.86] 1.22)
main 904.* AveSpring 4  312.04 313.3 1.04 3.86 4.35| 0.89] 1.26]
main 903.* AveSpring 4 311.99 313.07 1.28 3.12 411, 0.76] 1.08]
main 902.* AveSpring 4 31195 31307 1.22 3.29 4.16] 0.791 1.12]
main 901.* AveSprin¢ 4 311.9 313.08| 1.14 3.5 4.24i 0.83] 1.18]
= main 900.* AveSpring 4 . 311.86 31308 1.09 3.68 4.29, 0.861 1.22]
2 main 899.* AveSpring 4 31181  313.08 1.03] 3.9 4.36] 0.89] 1.271
=1
2 main 898.* AveSpring 4 311.77 312.84 1:3 3.08 4.09, 0.75 1.07
f main 897.* AveSpring 4 311.72 312.85] 24 3.29 4.171 0.791 1.13l
S [Imain 896.* AveSpring 4 31168 31285 145 3.47 4.22) 0.82l 1.171
= main 895.* AveSpring 4 31163 312.85 1.09 3.68 4.3 0.86l 1.221
},,; main 894.* AveSpring 4 31159 312.85 1.04 3.86 4.35! 0.89l 1.26l
: main 893.* AveSpring 4 311.54 312.63 1.27 3.16 4121 0.77! 1.09
< fmain 892.* AveSpring 4. 35 586l 1.2 3.33 4.18l 0.8l 1.13l
£ main 891.* AveSpring 4 311.45 312.64 1:13] 3.54 4.25| 0.83l 1.19l
3 main 890.* AveSpring 4 31141 31264 1.08 372 4.31! 0.86l 1.23!
g main 889.* AveSprinc 4 31136 31264 1.02 3.94 4.37! 0.9l 128l
S main 888 AveSpring 4 311.32 312.39| 1.31 3.06 4.09i 0.75I 1.07
main 887 AveSprin¢ 4 309 312.41 0.18 22.18 6.52, 3.4I 3.41 :
main 882 AveSpring 4 309 312.41 0.18] 22.18 6.52| 3.4| 3.41 1
main 881.8 Inl Struct i I 1
main 878 AveSpring 4 309  312.09 0.2 20.08 6.52: 3.08) 3.09;
main 877.8 Inl Struct ! I |
main 873 AveSpring 4 309 311.74 0.22 17.83 6.52) 2.74) 2.744
main 872.8 Inl Struct ] 1 1
main 869 AveSpring 4 309 31141 0.25 15.71 652" 2.41) 2.41)
main 868.8 Inl Struct | 1 ]
main 864 AveSpring 4 309 311.08| 0.3 13.55 6.51! 2.08] 2.08)
o |main 863.8 Inl Struct I 1 1
g main 860 AveSpring 4 309 310.74, 0.35 1131 - 6.51]| 1.74] 1.74]
£ main 859.8 Inl Struct i 1 1
o main 858.98 AveSpring 4 309.62 309.87 1.38 2.89 12.54; 0.23] 0.25)
main 848 AveSpring 4 30942 3096 2.27 1.77 1263|___0.14] _ _ _ 018
Hydraulic DataatWeirs/Baffles . = 0 il el 0 0
River Weir FlowIWeir Max ~ Iweir Avg [Ave Vel. over
each Sta  Profle E.G.Elev W.S.Elev QTotal QWeir Area :Depth :Depth i
ft

ft (ft) (cfs) (cfs) ft, ft;

main 881.8 AveSpring  312.41 312.41 4 4 1.68]

main 877.8 AveSpring  312.09  312.09 4 4 1.69]

main 872.8 AveSpring  311.74 311.74 4 4 1.68]

main 868.8 AveSpring  311.41 311.41 4 4 1.691

main 863.8 AveSpring  311.08  311.08 4 4 1.68l

main 859.8 AveSpring  310.74 310.74 4 4 1.68I_ _____
Brook Trout prolonged speed 1.3 ft/s Min. depth 0.5 ft

burst speed 3.1 ft/s

Over baffles & weirs: Velocity < burst speed; ave. depth close to min. depth
Areas between baffles and weirs: Velocity close to or less than prolonged speed; flow depth > min. depth

The computed velocity and depth are within the acceptable range for Brook Trout
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FISH PASSAGE LOW DESIGN FLOW (95% EXCEEDANCE DURING MIGRATION PERIOD: MAR-APR)

Hydraulic Condilton Between Baffles/Weirs ... = ..o @ e il
Reach River SProfle = Q Total Min Ch EI W.S. Elev|Vel Chnl |Flow Area Top Width lHydr Dept Max Chl Dpth'|
(cfs) (ft) (ft) (ft/s) (sq ft) (ft) Lt (ﬂ)

main 911.* Fish Low 1 31235 313.21 0.45) 2.24 3. 76| 0. 86I
main 910.* Fish Low 1 312.31 313.21 0.42 2.39 3.83! 0. 63I 0. 9|
main 909.* Fish Low 1 31226 = 313.21 0.39 2.59 3.91, 0.66 0.95I
main 908.* Fish Low 1 31222 31298 0.53] 1.88 3.6i 0‘52| 0'76I
main 907.* Fish Low i 31217 . 312,98 0.48 2.06 3.68, 0. 56I 0. 81I
main 906.* Fish Low 1 31213 @ 31298 0.45 2.21 3.75l 0. 59| 0. 85I
main 905.* Fish Low 1 312.08 31298 0.42 24 3. 83| 0. 63| 0. 9|
main 904.* Fish Low 1 312.04 31298 0.39 2.56 3.9: 0.66 0.94
main 903.* Fish Low 1 31199 312.76 0.52 1.91 3.61 0.53 0.77
main 902.* Fish Low 1 31195 31276 0.49 2.06 3.68: 0.56 0.81)
main 901.* Fish Low 1 3119 31276 0.45 2.25 3.76! 0.6 0.86)
= main 900.* Fish Low 1 31186 31276 0.42 24 3.83 0.63) 0.9
g main 899.* Fish Low 1 311.81 312.76 0.39 2.59 3.91: 0.66 0.95
=}
E main 898.* Fish Low 1 311.77 312,54 0.52 1.91 3.61| 0.53] 0.77)
= main 897.* Fish Low 1 31172 31254 0.48 2.09 3.69! 0.57} 0.82)
g main 896.* Fish Low 1 311.68  312.54] 0.45 2.24 3.76, 0.6] 0.86]
= main 895.* Fish Low 1 311.63  312.54 0.41 2.43 3.84| 0.63] 0.91)
;J.j main 894.* Fish Low 1 31159 31254 0.39 - 2.59 j 3.91' ~ 0.66] i 0.95]
?é main 893.* Fish Low 1 311.54 31232 0.52] 1.93 3.62| 0.53] 0.78]
8 main 892.* Fish Low 1 3115 31232 0.48 2.08 3,69i 0.561 0.82]
£ main 891.* Fish Low 1 311.45 312.32 0.44 2.26 3.77, 0.6l 0.871
§ main 890.* Fish Low 1 311.41 312.32 0.41 2.42 3.84] 0.631 0.911
‘g main 889.* Fish Low 1 811,36 31232 0.38] 261 3.92; 0.671 0.961
8 main 888 Fish Low 1 311.32 311.9 0.8 1.24
main 887 Fish Low 1 309 311.9 0.05] 18.89
main 882 Fish Low 1 309 311.9 0.05] 18.89
main 881.8 Inl Struct
main 878 Fish Low 1 309 131157 0.06! 16.74
main 877.8 Inl Struct
main 873 Fish Low 1 309 311.24 0.07] 14.56
main 872.8 Inl Struct
main 869 Fish Low 1 309 310.9 0.08] 12.39
main 868.8 Inl Struct
main 864 Fish Low 1 309 « 31057 0.1 10.23
& main 863.8 Inl Struct
g main 860 Fish Low ‘| 309 310.23 0.12] 8.02
< main 859.8 Inl Struct
ic main 858.98 Fish Low 3 309.62  309.73 0.82 122
main 848 Fish Low 1 309.42  309.52 1.29| 0.77
Hydraulic Data at Weirs/Baffles
River Weir FIowIWeir Max =Weir Avg |Ave Vel. over
Reach Sta Profle E.G.Elev WS.Elev QTotal QWeir Area 1Depth 1Depth Weir

(ft) (ft) (cfs) (cfs) (sqft) () (ft) (ft/s)

881.8 FishLow  311.9  311.9

1 1 0.66 0.33
877.8 FishLow  311.57  311.57 1 1 0.66! 0.33!
872.8 FishLow 31124  311.24 1 1 0. 68: 0. 34:
868.8 FishLow 3109  310.9 1 1 067| 033
863.8 FishLow 31057 31057 1 1 066 033
859.8 FishLow  310.23  310.23 1 1 oge; . 03n 03
Brook Trout prolonged speed 1.3 ft/s Min. depth 0.5 ft

burst speed 3.1 ft/s

Over baffles & weirs: Velocity < burst speed; flow depth over weir is less than min. depth requiring jump over the baffles & we
Areas between baffles and weirs: Velocity < prolonged speed; flow depth > min. depth

The computed velocity and depth are within the acceptable range for Brook Trout.
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FISH PASSAGE HIGH DESIGN FLOW (10% EXCEEDANCE DURING MIGRATION PERIOD: MAR-APR)

Hydraulic Condilton Between Baffles/Weirs - ... == o e i 0
Reach River SProfle  Q Total  Min ChEl W.S. Elev|[Vel Chnl |Flow Area Top Width 'Hydr Dept{Max Chi Dpth|

(cfs) (ft) (ft) (sqfy  (f) (ft) 1(ft) |

main 911.* Fish High 55 31235 313.64 4 4.38i 0.911 1.291
910.* Fish High 1.331

909.* Fish High 8|

Fish High ¢
Fish High 55 31217 31341
Fish High 55 31213 31341
Fish High

Fish High .
Fish High 55
Fish High
Fish High

Fish High

main 897.* Fish High 55 31172 3129

main 896 Fish High 55 31168 312.96
i Fish High
Fish High

igh
Fish High
Fish High
Fish High
Fish High

Downstream 23.3 ft Section of the Culvert

main 888 Fish High 55 31132 312,58 1.43 3.85 4.35 0.88) 1.26]
main 887 Fish High 5.5 309 3126 023 2341 6.52 3.59] 3.6]
main 882 Fish High 5.5 309 3126 023 2341 6.52, 3.59] 3.6]
main 881.8 Inl Struct | | I
main 878 Fish High 55 309 312.26 026] 2125 6.52] 3.26l 3.26l
main 877.8 Inl Struct § | I
main 873 Fish High 5.5 309 311.93 029] 19.08 6.521 2.931 2.93l
main 872.8 Inl Struct i | |
main 869 Fish High 55 309 3116 033 1691 6.52: 2.50l 2.6l
main 868.8 Inl Struct | I 1
main 864 Fish High 55 309 31127 037) 14.75 652 226l 2.271
o |main 863.8 Inl Struct ' 1 1
g [man 860 Fish High 5.5 309 310.93 044 1256 652l 193l 1.931
£ |main 859.8 Inl Struct | ! !
£  |main 858.98 Fish High 55 309.62 309.91 16 343 12,721 0.271 0.29l
main 848 Fish High 55 309.42  309.64 2.4 2.3 12.908! o.1§1 e _032!

Hydraulic Dataat Welrs/Baffles = = ieaii e i e 0 i
e River Weir Flow jWeir Max TWeir Avg [Ave Vel. over
Sta Profle E.G.Elev W.S.Elev QTotal QWeir Area lDepth IDepth Weir

312.6

: g . : ; :
main 877.8 FishHigh 31227  312.26 55 \ 1.03l
main 872.8 FishHigh 31193  311.93 55 55 : 1.03!
main 868.8 FishHigh 3116 3116 55 55 9l 1.03!
main 863.8 Fish High  311.27  311.27 5.5 55 2.18! 1.03l
main  850.8 FishHigh  310.93  310.93 55 55 0 220l aol oo

Brook Trout prolonged speed 1.3 ft/s Min. depth 0.5 ft
burst speed 3.1 fts

Over baffles & weirs: Velocity < burst speed; depth close to min. requiring jump over the weirs (adequate for baf%s)
Areas between baffles and weirs: Velocity slight above prolonged speed downstream of baffles but becomes lower
as approaches the baffles; flow depth > min. depth

The computed velocity and depth are within the acceptable range for Brook Trout




172-392 Str06689 Determination of Summer Low and Fall Flows

Use Discharges from StreamStat:
Although some parameters used in StreamStat are outside the suggested range,
the results for the low flow conditions seem to be within an acceptable range
of the actual observed site conditions. Therefore, the StreamStat low flows
are directly used in the hydraulic computations. However, for the higher storm
events (2-year and up), the flows are computed using the NRCS/SCS hydrographic
method.

The selected discharges from the results are:

JUND75 (June streamflow exceeded 75 percent of the time) ------------ 0.38 cfs
D75_07_10 (July to October flow exceeded 75 percent of the time.) -- 0.09 cfs
NOVD75 (November streamflow exceeded 75 percent of the time) ---- 0.52 cfs

*75%-tile flows are selected as it is deemed most reflective of the site condition.

The summarized tables from StreamStat are shown below for the low flows.

IRESIDENT SPAWNING Streamflow Statistics
tatistic [Flow (ft?/s)| [Estimation Error (percent) E‘Ylg‘:’:':?t IQO-Pencant Prediction Interval
i j J Maximum
unozs| e 2| I | |
JuNDs0 | 0.72 25 [ | |
unors|| 0.38| | |
[wnosof| o2 a1 I Il |
]n.moyg“ 00&31“ f .k 57i ” " : ‘
REARING AND GROWTH Streamflow Statistics R
!snnmc Flow (1t*/s) F&mum Error (paunt4 E::::l:fn B e P Ml
Fecand Minimum ! Maximum I
(025 07_tq] 0.56)| | | | |
50_07_10) .21 afl
li[o7s o7 10 0.0876 i 54l |
[psa_07_to]] 0.07}] sol] I I |
[pss_o07 10| 000692 150]] I I |
| Equivalent |l90-Percent Prediction Interval
.W(PISIFH“MMW i y:mef [H‘ui’ = ‘; g ]
A LR S e
116} 21
27,
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Computed Depth:
The SteamStat low flows were applied in the existing condition model to determine the flow depth for
comparison. The computed flow depths in the east barrel of the culvert (also at outlet) are:

JUND75: East Cell. 1.56 in. {June}
West Cell. 0.6 in. |

[D75_07_10: East Cell. 0.84 in. {Jul. ~ Oct}
West Cell.  n/a(dry)

NOVD75.  East Cell. 1.8 in. {Nov.}y
West Cell. 0.72 in.

Actual observed depth:

9/25/2009:
East Cell. 0.08 ft
West Cell. 0 ft
or
E 0.96 in.
W 0 in.
*Computed depth
match closely.
6/11/2010:
East Cell. 0.123 ft
West Cell. 0.037 ft
or
E 1.48 in.
W 0.44 in.

*Computer and observe depths

match closely.
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172-392 Str06689 Summer Low and Fall Flows

Profile - Downstream End of Culvert and Fishway

Str6689 Plan: PR_East Pipe_Baffles as weirs

{ ‘ | Legend

WS NOV_D75

WS JUN_D75

ST
‘WS Jul-Oct_D75

3134 L !

Ground

| 4| LeftLevee

Y-

L4049 ft (max)

=R 1
= 067 ft (max)°'33 ft (ave)

0.46 ft (ave)
» Spacing
5ft(TYP.)

Elevation (ft

i
|

The flat area is how HEC-RAS plots, but it will be on the same
fconstant slope as other location. How it was plotted does

not affect the hydraulic computation.
T T T T
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g8 ' g E 5 BE B HEENEEEE 5N EEEEEEEEY
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Main Channel Distance (ft)
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o |
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/'Vel.(ave) =0.8ft/s < 3.1 burst speed - Ws NOV_D75
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; Bank Sta
1.04 ft
311.44 ‘
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S ; : : 022k
310.54
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NOVEMBER FLOW (75%-tile)

Hydraulic Condiiton Between Baffles/Weirs
River SProfile  Q Total

Reach

main
main
main

main
main
main
main
main

main
main
main
main
main

main
main
main
main
main

main
main
main
main
main

Downstream 23.3 ft Section of the Culvert

main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main
main

Fishway

Reach

in

911* NOV_|
910 NOV_|

(cfs)
D7¢ 0.52
D7t 0.52

909.* NOV_D7¢ 0.52

908.* NOV_D7¢ 0.52
907.* NOV_D7¢ 0.52

906.* NOV_D7¢ 0.52
905.* NOV_|
904.* NOV_|

903.* NOV_|
902.* NOV_|
901.* NOV_|

D7t 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7¢ 0.52

900.* NOV_D7¢ 0.52
899.* NOV_D7¢ 0.52

898" NOV._|
897.* NOV_|
896.* NOV_|
895.* NOV._|
894 NOV_

893.* NOV_|
892 NOV_|
891.* NOV_|
890.* NOV_|
889.* NOV_|

888 NOV._|
887 NOV_
882 NOV_|

881.8

878 NOV_

877.8

873 NOV_

872.8

869 NOV_

868.8

864 NOV._

863.8

860 NOV._

859.8

858.98' NOV._
848 NOV_

Hydraulic Data at Weirs/Baffles

River
Sta

Profile

D7% 0.52
Ve 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7t 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7t 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7t 0.52
B7E 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
D7t 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
Inl Struct
D7¢ 0.52
Inl Struct
D7¢ 0.52
Inl Struct
D7¢ 0.52
Inl Struct
D7¢ 0.52
Inl Struct
D7¢ 0.52
Inl Struct
D7t 0.52
D7¢ 0.52
E.G. Elev

(ft)

€ 79

312.35
312.31
312.26

312.22
312.17
312.13
312.08
312.04

311.99
311.95

311.9
311.86
311.81

311.77
311.72
311.68
311.63
311.59

311.54

311.5
311.45
311.41
311.36

311.32
309
309
309
309
309
309
309

309.62
309.42

W.S. Elev Q Total
i

311.79

Min Ch EI W.S. Elev
(ft)

313.11
313.11
313.11

312.88
312.88
312.88
312.88
312.88,

312.66
312.66
312.66
312.66
312.66

312.43
312.43
312.43
312.43
312.43

312.21
312.22
312.22
312.22
312.22

311.78]
311.79
311.79

311.46
311.12
310.79
310.46
310.12

309.71
309.49

Vel Chnl

(ft/s)

(sq ft) (ft)
0.28 1.87

0.26
0.24

0.34
0.31
0.28
0.26
0.24

0.34
0.31
0.28
0.26
0.24

0.34
0.31
0.28
0.26
0.24

0.33

0.3
0.28
0.26
0.23

0.58
0.03
0.03,
0.03
0.04
0.04
0.05
0.07

0.58
1.24

Q Weir
(cfs)

Area

Flow Area Top Width i'Fly_dF Ee-pTF/IZ;(-ém ﬁpml

2.01
2.2

1.53

1.7
1.85
2.03
2.18

1.55
1.69
1.87
2.01

22

1.52
1.69
1.83
2.01
2.16

1.57
17
1.89
2.03
2.22

0.9
18.13
18.13

15.98
13.76
11.62
9.48
7.28

0.89
0.42

3.501
3.66;
3.741

3.38]

357
3.58:
3.66!
3.73|

3.4
3.49!
3.59]
3.66;
3.74,

3.37)
3.49!
3.57!
3.66!
3.72

341,
3.5
3.6

3.67:

3.75!

288,
6.51!
6.51!

|
6.51]

(ft) (ft)

0.52=
0.5

0.59

0.45]
0.491
0.521
0.55!

058!

0.46

0.48)
0.52]
0.55]
0.591

0.45
0.48!
051
0.55;
0.58

0.46]
0.491
0.521
0.55!
0.59!

031
2.78)
2.78]

1

2.45=
|
2.11)
1.78:
I
1.46]
1.121
|
0.08!

IDepth :

(sqfty i)

10.22

Depth

main 877.8 NOV_D7: 31146  311.46 : 0.43 0.221

main 872:8 NOV. D7¢ 311312« 319112 0.52 0.52 0.43: 0.22:

main 868.8 NOV_D7¢ 310.79  310.79 0.52 0.52 0.43; 0.22)

main 863.8 NOV_D7¢ 310.46  310.46 0.52 0.52 0.43) 0.22)

main 859.8 NOV_D7¢ 31012  310.12 0.52 0.52 0.44|___._0£2_|_

Brook Trout prolonged speed 1.3 ft/s Min. depth 0.5 ft
burst speed 3.1 ft/s

0.76:
0.,

0.85

0.661
0.711
075

0.8l
0.84!

0.67|
0.71)
0.76]

0.8]
0.851

0.66
0.71:
0.75

Over baffles & weirs. Velocity < burst speed; ave. depth close to min. depth
Areas between baffles and weirs: Velocity close to prolonged speed; flow depth > min. depth

The computed velocity and depth are within the acceptable range for Brook Trout
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JUNE FLOW (75%-tile)
Hydraulic Condiiton Between Baffles/Weirs

Reach  River SProfle  QTotal Min ChEl W.S. Elev|VelChnl |Flow Area Top Width  {Hydr DeptjMax ChI Dpth)

(cfs) (ft) (ft) (ft/s) (sq ft) (ft) i(ﬂ) 1(ft) ]

main 911.* JUN_D75 038 31235 313.07 0.22 1.72 51! 0.49] 0.72]

main 910.* JUN_D75 038 31231 313.07 0.2 1.86 3.59] 0.521 0.761

main 909. JUN_D75 038 31226  313.07 0.19 2.05 3.67; 0.561 0.81l

main 908* JUN_D75 038 31222 312.85 0.27 1.41 3.20! 0.43 0.63

main 907.* JUN_D75 038 31217 31285 0.24 1.58 3.41] 0.46: o.ss{

main 906.* JUN_D75 038 31213  312.85 0.22 1.72 3.51 0.49 0.72)

main 905.* JUN_D75 038 31208 312.85 02 1.89 361 0.53; 0.77}

main 904.* JUN_D75 038 31204 312.85 0.19 2.04 367! 0.56 0.81

main 903* JUN_D75 038 31199 31262 0.27 1.42 3.3 0.43] 0.631

main 902* JUN_D75 038 31195 31262 0.24 1.55 3.30 0.461 0.671

main 901.* JUN_D75 0@ s 3119 3ioeo 0.22 1.72 3511 049l 0.72l

= [main 900.* JUN_D75 038 31186 312.62 0.2 1.87 3.59] 0.521 0.76

1;’ main 899.* JUN_D75 038 31181 312.62 0.19 2.05 367! 0.56 0.81
(6}

o |main 898.* JUN_D75 038 31177 512:39 0.27 1.4 3.29 0.43) 0.62)

= Imain 897.* JUN_D75 038 31172 31239 0.24 1.57 3.41) 0.46] 0.67]

S Imain 896.* JUN_D75 038 31168 31239 0.22 171 35 0.49] 0.71]

S [Imain 895* JUN_D75 038 31163 312.39 0.2 1.88 3.6, 0.52] 0.761

%’ main 894.* JUN_D75 038 31159 312.39 0.19 2.03 3.66l 0.551 0.8l

@ [main 893.* JUN_D75 038 al154 31907 0.27 1.41 3.3 0.43 0.63

< fmain 892 JUN_D75 033 3115 31217 0.25 1.55 3.39! 0.46= 0.67:

g [main 891.* JUN_D75 038 31145 31217 0.22 1.72 3.51 0.49 0.72

g [Imain 890.* JUN_D75 038 31141 31247 0.2 1.86 3.59] 0.52 0.76)

g main 889 JUN_D75 0.38 311.36 312.17 0.19 2.05 367! 0.56 0.81

8  |main 888 JUN_D75 038 altaz 31174 0.48 0.79 2.76] 0.291 0.42]

main 887 JUN_D75 0.38 309 311.75 002] 17.86 6.51 274 275l

main 882 JUN_D75 0.38 309 311.75 002] 17.86 6.51; 2.74= 2.75{

main 881.8 Inl Struct y i 1

main 878 JUN_D75 0.38 309  311.41 0.02 15.7 6.51! 2.41) 2.41)

main 877.8 Inl Struct | 1 1

main 873 JUN_D75 0.38 309 311.08 0.03 13.5 6.51! 2.07] 2.08]

main 872.8 Inl Struct ! I 1

main 869 JUN_D75 0.38 309 310.75 0.03] 1136 6.51 1.74 1.751

main 868.8 Inl Struct i 1 1

main 864 JUN_D75 0.38 309 31042 0.04 9.21 6.51! 1.41! 1.421

o |main 863.8 Inl Struct ! : :

g |main 860 JUN_D75 0.38 309 31008 0.05, 7.02 6511 1.08; 1.08,

< main 859.8 Inl Struct | 1 1

£ |main 858.98 JUN_D75 038 30962  309.69 0.52 0.73 11.73: 0.06) 0.07}

main 848 JUN_D75 0.38  309.42  309.48 1.03 0.37 1166 003 __ 0.06)

Reach

Hydraulic Data at Weirs/Baffles

River

Sta Profile

(ft) (ft

881.8 JUN_D75 311.75

E.G. Elev W.S. Elev Q Total

- 311.75

(cfs)

Q Weir
(cfs)

Area

(sq ft)

0.35

IDepth
ft)

0.18,

§ 877.8 JUN_D75  311.41 311.41 0.35: 0.1 7: <
= main 872.8 JUN_D75 311.08 311.08 0.38 0.38 0.35] 0.18] 1.09
£ @ |main 868.8 JUN_D75 310.756  310.76 0.38 0.38 0.351 0.181 1.09
8 S |main 863.8 JUN_D75 310.42  310.42 0.38 0.38 0.35l o0.18l
S 2 [main 859.8 JUN_D75 310.08  310.08 0.38 0.38 gasl ool o
Brook Trout prolonged speed 1.3 ft/s Min. depth 0.5 ft
burst speed 3.1 ft/s

Over baffles & weirs: Velocity < burst speed; depth close to min.

Areas between baffles and weirs: Velocity slight above prolonged speed; flow depth > min. depth

The computed velocity and depth are within the acceptable range for Brook Trout
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APPENDIX C

Weir # 6 Metrics

=
N

Discharge vs. Weir #1 Water Depth (in.)

=
o

(o]

Weir Depth (in.)

y =2.2625x + 1.1041
R?=0.9723

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

Discharge (cfs)

Discharge vs. Mean Weir #1 Velocity (fps)

Mean Velocity (cfs)

y =0.6161In(x) + 1.534
R?2=0.9016

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5
Discharge (cfs)
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Baffle # 1 Metrics

Discharge vs. Baffle Water Depth (in.)

Discharge vs. Baffle Nose Velocity (fps)

10
3
9
-8 =25
£ E ¢
;g 6 E 2
T v = 1.9296x + 1.9765 8 15
- 2 0910 < vy =0.5029In(x) + 1.424
g Y o ! R2=0.752
s g
€os
1
R A s i 0
05 1 15 2 25 3 35 0 05 15 ) 25 3 35 4
Discharge (cfs) Discharge (cfs)
Discharge vs. Baffle Water Width (in) Discharge vs. Water Cross-Section Area (ft2)
90 14
80 12 A
70 ~N
EGO d\‘:u !
£ 50 EO.S
5 [
3" y =13.945x + 18.971 €06
> 20 RZ= 0.9354 2 y = 0.4244x+ 0.071
£ 20 0" R?=0.9736
3 002
0 § °
1 2 3 4 o
. 0 05 1 15 2 25 3
Discharge (cfs) Discharge (cfs)
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Culvert Entrance Metrics

10

Entrance Depth (in)

Discharge vs. Culvert Entrance Depth (in.)

y=2.5331x+4.6218

R?=0.9173
0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3 315! 4
Discharge (cfs)

Minimum Velocity (fps)

)

15

0.5

Culvert Entrance Minimum Velocity (fps)

o y=0.6096In(x) + 0.8817
R?=0.8877

0 0.5 1 1eS 2 PSS 3 2 4

Discharge (cfs)

Culvert Entrance Maximum Velocity (fps)

Maximum Velocity (fps)

y = 1.4467In(x) + 2.4956

R?=0.902
0 OI.S I1 liS I2 2j5 I3 3j5 -
Discharge (cfs)

Entrance Mean Velocity (fps)

Discharge vs. Culvert Entrance Mean Velocity (fps)

® v =1.0392In(x) + 1.6607

R?=0.9114
OI'IIOISHI‘Ill”Il'SHHé.I“2I5””é””3l5””4
Discharge (cfs)
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