
Creek

Dark

Hammock

Cr
.

Jones

Hammock

Cypress Cr.

718

710

700

15

AIRPORT

(PVT.)

32
33 34

35 36 31 32

5 4 3 2 1 6

7
98

17

15 14 13 18 17

20
19

2423222120

29 28
26

25

32313635

34

3332

5 4 2 1 6 5

871098

14 17

4 2 1

12
11

10

9

16 15 14

242221

28 27 25

36

353433

4 3 2 1

121110
9

16

13 18

20

24
2322

29 28
27

26

29

32

31
36343332

15 14 13

24
23

2221

28 27 26
25

34

20
19

15

C
      O

      U
      N

      T
      Y

C
reek

Pop. 4,225

33 34 35

15

30

16

CSX

Potter Road

TO

FORT

PIERCE

1,080,000

1,060,000

T
 3

6
 S

T
 3

7
 S

S-133

Blue

A
ve
.

A
ve
.

Dark Rd.

N.E. 120TH   ST.

Center St.
R
oad

R
d.

S
m
it
h

O
tt
er
 R

d.

BASEE. 

OKEECHOBEE

Tower

17

25

35

Cow

Pond

Jernigans

White

Hammock

Blvd.Jay

S
pa
rr
ow

5 3

12

11
10

Country

Hills

Estates

23

13

2930

Florida School

For Boys

27

Okeechobee

Evergreen

Cem.
3

OKEECHOBEE

T
aylor

11 12 Four

Season

Estates

Sl
ou
gh B

erm
an

3635

N
ub
bi
n

33

98

441

Durrance Rd.

L-63(N)

Ce
me
ter
y 
Rd
.

TRANSPORTATION

N
.
E
.
 8

0T
H
.
  

A
ve
.

8

70

26

EAGLE  ISLAND

P
ig
eo
n

PAXTON

N
.
E
.
 1
28

T
H
.
  
  

A
ve
.

Hammock

Sherman

COUNTY

OKEECHOBEE

AIRPORT

M
os
qu
ito

Wolff  Rd.

68A

2 0

MILES

1 

N

1 PROJECT LOCATION2

 

X

N

1/19/2012rd960jf $FILE$2:07:04 PM

      123456-1-52-01    LEON      70   

ROAD NO. FINANCIAL PROJECT IDCOUNTY

DATE DESCRIPTION

REVISIONS

DATE DESCRIPTION
NO.

SHEETSTATE OF FLORIDA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

    RECOMMENDATIONS     

    BRIDGE HYDRAULIC    
                               

            

            

N
O

T
I

C
E
:
 

T
H

E
 

O
F

F
I

C
I

A
L
 

R
E

C
O

R
D
 

O
F
 

T
H
I

S
 

S
H

E
E

T
 
I

S
 

T
H

E
 

E
L

E
C

T
R

O
N
I

C
 

F
I

L
E
 

S
I

G
N

E
D
 

A
N

D
 

S
E

A
L

E
D
 

U
N

D
E

R
 

R
U

L
E
 
6
1

G
1
5
-
2
3
.
0
0
3
,
 

F
.

A
.

C
.

    of the proposed structure.

   structures and others that affect the hydraulics

  to relief and immediate upstream and downstream

 replaced or modified.  Structures 2, 3 & 4 refer 

Existing structure 1 refers to the structure being 

EXISTING STRUCTURES
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HYDRAULIC DESIGN DATA
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HYDRAULIC RECOMMENDATIONS

be obtained.

channelization and land use. Users of this data are cautioned against the assumption of precision which cannot 

factors.  The resultant hydraulic data is sensitive to changes, particularly antecedent conditions, urbanization, 

determined by a study of the watershed.  Many judgements and assumptions are required to establish these 

elevations which may be anticipated in any given year.  This data was generated using highly variable factors 

The hydraulic data is shown for informational purposes only to indicate the flood discharges and water surface 

NOTE:

Greatest Flood:  The most severe that can be predicted where overtopping is not practicable.    

structures.

Overtopping Flood:  Causes flow over the highway, over a watershed divide, or thru emergency relief 

Base Flood:  Has a 1% chance of being exceeded in any given year (100 year frequency).

Design Flood:  Utilized to assure a desired level of hydraulic performance.
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TimberConc. Piles

5 @ 27

135

1. BEGIN BRIDGE STATION
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EXHIBIT  BHD-1    

Date:  1/1/12

(1)  Bridge lengthened to accommodate predicted channel migration to the west. 

(2)  Based on mark provided by local resident of 43 years.   

(3)  Due to predicted channel migration to the west and lack of meander cutoff, 

Pier No. 4 will not experience main channel scour depths.

REMARKS:

   the information in the plan or profile view.

  If the space provided is not adequate, place 

 the appropriate details in the bridge plans.

Describe the pier size and type or refer to
**
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