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Background Methodology

Design precipitation were calculated according to NOAA Atlas 14 and TxDOT guidelines.

* Coastal areas face severe flood risks from sea level rise, storm surges, and
hurricanes that can lead to catastrophic floods.

This is done to predict the flood depth of each road
* Loss Method: SCS Curve Number; Transform Method: SCS Unit Hydrograph; Graph Type: Delmarva (PRF 284). segment. o
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