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Disclaimer

The statements, recommendations, and procedures
contained in this manual are those of Booker
Associates, Inc. and do not necessarily reflect the
views of the U.S. Government in general or the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) in
particular.

The U.S. Government, FEMA, and Booker
Associates, Inc. make no warranty, express or
implied, and assume no responsibility for the accuracy
or completeness of the information herein.

This manual was prepared under Contract No.
EMW-C-0640.
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SUMMARY

A. OBJECTIVE

This manual has been developed to illustrate a
broad range of floodproofing techniques that can be
used to reduce flood damages to existing or proposed
non-residential structures. The manual is primarily
directed at local officials, building owners, designers,
contractors and other individuals or organizations that
are interested in the design and implementation of
floodproofing plans.

B. FORMAT

The manual includes six chapters and several
appendices. Chapter I introduces the user to the
permanent, contingent, and emergency floodproofing
techniques that will be addressed in this manual.
Chapter II describes the major physical, economic,
and social factors that influence the feasibility of
floodproofing a structure, and related sources of
information and technical assistance. Chapters III and
IV provide more detailed information that will
facilitate the selection and conceptual design of
appropriate floodproofing methods. Representative
costs of the various elements of floodproofing are
presented in Chapter V. Chapter VI contains several
floodproofing case histories. These case histories have
been included to provide information on
floodproofing plans that are currently in use, and the
conditions for which they were designed. Several
appendices have also been included in the manual to
provide a variety of supplemental information.

C. LIMITATIONS

Only riverine flooding and flooding in non-wave
velocity coastal areas are addressed in this manual.
Consideration is given to flood characteristics
including depth, velocity, and rate-of-rise, and their
effects on the various floodproofing techniques.
Coastal flooding forces and phenomenon such as
wave generated impacts or erosion are not addressed
in this manual. The information presented in this
manual has been developed specifically to reduce
flooding problems associated with non-residential
(industrial, commercial, and institutional) structures.

These structures range from small, wood-frame
construction, similar to a typical residence, to multi-
story concrete and steel structures. Much of the
information regarding design criteria, the properties
of materials, the values of flood water design forces,
and other considerations have been adopted from
standard engineering references, building codes, and
other documents. Specific case studies (see Chapter
VI) were investigated for the purpose of refining and
supplementing data presented in prior reports. This
manual is intended to serve as a general technical
guide on the selection of alternative floodproofing
techniques. It must be emphasized that the actual
design and construction of the various techniques
should involve the services of a registered professional
engineer or architect or experienced contractor.




CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION




A. CONCEPT OF FLOODPROOFING

Floodproofing is a combination of adjustments
and/or additions of features to individual buildings
that are designed to eliminate or reduce the potential
for flood damage. Some examples of floodproofing
include the placement of walls or levees around
individual buildings; elevation of buildings on fill,
posts, piers, walls, or pilings; anchorage of buildings
to resist flotation and lateral movement; watertight
closures for doors and windows; reinforcement of
walls to resist water pressure and floating debris; use
of paints, membranes, and other sealants to reduce
seepage of water; installation of pumps to control
water levels; installation of check valves to prevent
entrance of floodwaters at utility and sewer wall
penetrations; and location of electrical equipment and
circuits above expected flood levels.

For the purpose of this manual, floodproofing of
new buildings should primarily be viewed as any
method or combination of methods that serve to meet
the elevation or watertight floodproofing standards of
the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) for
non-residential structures. Many of these same
concepts and methods can also be applied to existing
non-protected construction to reduce or eliminate
future flood damage.

B. CLASSIFICATION OF FLOODPROOFING

Floodproofing techniques can be classified on the
basis of the type of protection that is provided as
follows: (1) permanent measures (always in-place,
requiring no action if flooding occurs); (2) contingent
measures (requiring installation prior to the
occurrence of a flood), and (3) emergency measures
(improvised at the site when flooding occurs).
However, it should be recognized that these
classifications are not always clearly defined. For

example, a floodwall would normally be considered to

be a ‘permanent’ protection measure even though the
success of a particular floodwall design may be
dependent upon installation of one or more gates to
seal openings. The advantages and disadvantages of
alternative floodproofing techniques are also
presented in this chapter. Chapters III and IV provide

more specific information that can be used to develop
preliminary design concepts for the techniques
described herein.

C. PERMANENT FLOODPROOFING MEASURES

Permanent floodproofing measures are those
which, once installed, require no further action to be
taken when flooding occurs. These measures include
closures and sealants, watertight cores, floodwalls and
levees, and elevation of the structure. In general,
permanent floodproofing measures are most effective
when used in areas that are subject to frequent
flooding, relatively high flood depths, or where
insufficient flood warning time is available to
implement contingent floodproofing measures.




For several reasons, permanent floodproofing
measures are preferred over contingent or emergency-
type techniques. Permanent floodproofing measures
reduce reliance on a sophisticated flood warning and
preparedness system because the evacuation of the
structure occupants may be the only activity that is
required prior to the flood. In addition, the
effectiveness of these measures during a flood is not
jeopardized by human error in installing any portion
of the system under adverse conditions that often
precede a flood. Furthermore, operation and
maintenance costs associated with the floodproofing
system will often be less with permanent measures
because there is no need to store or maintain parts
and supplies that would be required for contingent
and emergency floodproofing techniques, and there is
no need to train and maintain manpower for installing
the floodproofing equipment. Also, permanent
floodproofing measures will often meet the minimum
floodplain management requirements of the National
Flood Insurance Program.

There are also some disadvantages associated
with permanent measures. Initial construction costs
may be relatively high, particularly for some existing
structures and for large floodwall or levee protection
projects. Another primary disadvantage to permanent
floodproofing is that adjustments made to prevent
water from entering a facility may restrict access to
and use of certain parts of the structure.

Figure I-1. Permanent Window Closure in
existing masonry wall.
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D. TYPES OF PERMANENT MEASURES

1. PERMANENT CLOSURES AND SEALANTS.
A permanent closure basically involves filling an
existing window, door, or other opening with some
form of water-resistant material, such as concrete
blocks, bricks, or cast-in-place concrete (see Figure
I-1). The exterior walls and closures will prevent water
from entering a building. It is important that walls are
impermeable and strong enough to support the
expected hydraulic loading, and that the windows
and/or doors are not required for the operation of the
Sacility.

Older cast-in-place walls and brick walls generally
develop small cracks that allow water to penetrate. In
addition, masonry walls are not inherently
impermeable; therefore, some seepage can occur
through them when they are subjected to floodwaters
for extended periods of time. One method that can be
used to prevent seepage through a masonry wall is the
use of sealants.

A sealant is a waterproof coating that can be
applied to the outside of an existing wall, or beneath
the veneer of a new wall to reduce or eliminate the
wall’s permeability. This coating is generally an
asphalt-based or polymeric compound that can be
painted or sprayed onto the wall. In some cases,
polyethylene plastic sheets have been applied in
conjunction with these coatings. Some basic
considerations for determining whether sealants and
closures might be used are:

NEW BLOCK USED
IN CLOSURE AREA

-
| ORIGINAL WINDOW OPENING



* Are the walls of the facility strong enough to
withstand the flood-induced loadings without
significant structural damage?

e Can these walls be adequately sealed to prevent
seepage?

¢ Can the door, window, or other opening be
permanently closed without significantly
impairing use of the facility?

® Can a sufficient bond be provided between a
closure and the existing wall so that the closure
will not fail or crack when subjected to flood
loadings?

e [s the floor strong enough to withstand
anticipated hydrostatic uplift or buoyancy loads
or will a sub-floor drainage system be required?

2. WATERTIGHT CORES. Many existing non-
residential buildings do not have watertight walls and
often cannot be waterproofed due to physical or
economic constraints. In many of these cases some
degree of flood-damage reduction can be provided by
installing a watertight wall around items within the
building that are particularly susceptible to flood
damage. This type of watertight enclosure is normally
constructed of cast-in-place concrete. However,
concrete block or brick may be used if an effective
waterproofing compound is applied and sufficient

strength can be developed. Watertight cores are
particularly effective when costly items are located
together in a small part of the building and it is not
feasible to relocate them to non-floodprone areas. For
example, important records, vital utilities, or
expensive equipment might be enclosed by such a
core. (See Figure I-2.) If properly designed and
constructed, a watertight core can be a very cost
effective damage-reduction tool for a facility which
could not otherwise be floodproofed.

3. FLOODWALLS AND LEVEES. Another
method of floodproofing a non-residential structure is
the use of small floodwalls or levees. Although these
have traditionally been considered as structural flood
control alternatives for protecting a large area or a
number of structures, they can be a practical and
economical floodproofing technique for protecting
single or small groups of structures. Floodwalls and
levees have been constructed in a wide variety of
shapes and sizes throughout the United States.
Basically, these facilities act to keep water away from
a structure.

Floodwalls are generally of masonry or concrete
construction and there are a wide variety of
configurations to meet different site conditions. Some
of the more common shapes are shown in Figure I-3.

Computer
Services

Figure I1-2. Typical Applications of Watertight
Core Floodproofing
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MODIFIED CANTILEVER WALL SECTION
(Not to scale)

Figure 1-3. Typical Floodwall Configurations

Levees are earth embankments that have low-to-
moderately sloped sides, a wide crest, and a cut-off
trench or wall as shown in Figure I-4. The side slopes
are usually 3:1 or less to provide greater structural
mass and stability. The crest can vary in width from a
minimum of 2 feet depending on stability
requirements related to the height of the levee and on
any allowances which need to be made to facilitate
access for vehicles or maintenance equipment.

One of the primary advantages of floodwalls and
levees is that they can be used to protect any type of
structure. There is no need to alter the building, to
block in windows or doors, or to build interior
barriers. Floodwalls and levees also have an advantage
in that they can be used in areas with relatively high

4

flood depths. However, high floodwalls and levees are
very expensive and pose a significant safety hazard if
they are not designed and constructed properly, or
their design protection level is overtopped.

One major drawback to the use of levees is the
amount of space which they require. For example, if a
levee with 3:1 side slopes and height of eight to ten
feet is placed on a two-acre site, the levee will occupy
approximately one-half of the site (this relationship
will vary based on the shape of the site). However,
with its relatively flat slopes, the levee can provide
open space that may be used for storage or some
other activity that does not conflict with proper levee
maintenance. Figure I-5 demonstrates how levee width
varies with height.
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Figure I-5. Section View of Protective Levee



Another common problem associated with levees
and floodwalls is related to the need to provide for
drainage of rainfall and runoff that collects behind
them. Normally this is accomplished by draining all
internal water to a central point. Interior drainage
may be pumped to the other side of the floodwall or
levee, or a valve may be provided to allow drainage
by gravity, while preventing backflow during flood
periods (see Figure I1-6). Also of considerable
importance in the design and construction of
floodwalls and levees is underseepage. In areas where
the soils are pervious or floods are of considerable
duration, seepage under the structure could result in
flooding of the site behind it. In such cases, some
type of pump system, cut-off trench, sheet piling, or
wall should be provided as shown in some of the
examples in Figures I-3 and I-4.

4. ELEVATION. Elevation of a non-residential
structure above the base flood elevation is a protective
measure that is often feasible for new construction
and selected existing structures. Structures may be
elevated on concrete columns (Figure I-7), on
compacted fill (Figure I-8), or a variety of other
foundation types. Elevation of a building on walls,
columns, piles, posts, or piers can be accomplished

within the same amount of space that would be
required without elevation. If a structure is to be
elevated on fill, a considerably larger amount of space
may be required to accommodate grade changes on
the sides of the structure.

| SRounp

SUMP PUMP TO
REMOVE STORMWATER

PROFILE OF PROTECTING FLOODWALL

ESTIMATED FLOOD LEVEL

DRAINAGE PIPE WITH CHECK
VALVE TO PREVENT BACKFLOW

Figure 1-6. Flood Protection With Low Floodwall



Figure I-7. Elevation on Columns

Figure 1-8. Elevation on Compacted Fill



Elevated structure design must be capable of
resisting the loads caused by flooding including
hydrostatic, hydrodynamic, and debris impact.
Substantial modifications to standard walkways,
steps, ramps and utility systems may also be required.
The elevated structure’s floor must be insulated and
the utility systems leading to the structure must be
protected from damage associated with floods and
temperature extremes. In addition, elevation of the
structure must be designed so that it does not interfere
with access to the structure. For example, if a
warehouse is to be elevated, some provision must be
made for maintaining the required dock height. This
problem might be resolved by raising the loading dock
area on fill material (see Figure I-9). Similar problems
may be encountered if the facility to be elevated is
situated near a railroad or river dock. Ideally, plans
for an elevated structure should include provisions for
safe exit from the structure during a flood. This may
be accomplished by elevated walkways or through
appropriate grading of the site. For structures where
this is not possible, adequate flood warning and
evacuation plans must be developed to ensure that
occupants are not stranded in the facility during a
flood.

Although elevation is most applicable for new
construction, there are some cases where this
technique can be used successfully to protect existing
structures from flood damage. Techniques are
available to raise almost any type of structure.
However, cost effective elevation of existing structures
is generally limited to light, 1-2 story buildings that
have a floor system that can be lifted with the
structure walls as a single unit. Generally, wood frame
buildings constructed on a crawl space or basement
foundation are the most suitable candidates for
elevation.

E. CONTINGENT FLOODPROOFING MEASURES

Although permanent floodproofing measures
certainly have advantages in terms of providing
protection from flood damages, they often have
accompanying disadvantages such as restricted access
and inefficient utilization of space. When these
factors represent major obstacles to the application of
permanent floodproofing techniques, the use of
contingent floodproofing measures may be
appropriate.

WAREHOUSE

Figure I-9. Elevation of an Existing Warehouse
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Contingent floodproofing measures are those that
require some type of installation, activation, or other
preparation immediately prior to the occurrence of a
flood. These measures include flood shields,
watertight doors, and moveable floodwalls. In some
cases, flood protection provided by levees, floodwalls,
or waterproof cores will require access openings that
must be sealed with shields or doors during flood
events. Obviously, the success of this type of system is
dependent upon the ability to install and secure the
flood shields and other protective devices prior to
flooding. As with permanent floodproofing measures,
the walls and floors must be strong enough to
withstand loading forces and significant leakage.

The primary advantage of contingent
floodproofing systems is that components may be
moved aside or stored during non-flood periods
allowing full access to the doors, windows, and other
openings. In addition, contingent floodproofing
methods are often very cost effective when protecting
against relatively shallow flood depths, especially
when a small number of openings are involved.
Another advantage of contingent measures is that they
are often the most adaptable and feasible techniques
for use of existing non-residential structures. Also,
these techniques may satisfy the minimum floodplain
management requirements of the National Flood
Insurance Program.

Although convenience, cost, and adaptability
provide major incentives to the use of contingent
floodproofing measures, there are several potential
disadvantages that must be considered. The major
disadvantage is that a contingent system is subject to
human error associated with applying the system’s
components. Inappropriate response may involve
inadequate recognition of flood hazards, improper
installation, failure to install an element of the system
due to an oversight, inability to find elements or
installation equipment due to poorly planned or
maintained storage areas, or improper training of the
installation team. Each of these factors must be
carefully considered during the selection and design of
contingent floodproofing measures.

F. TYPES OF CONTINGENT MEASURES

1. FLOOD SHIELDS. Flood shields are the
most commonly used contingent floodproofing
method. A flood shield is a watertight barrier
designed to prevent the passage of water through
doors, windows, ventilation shafts, or any other
opening in a structure that might be exposed to
flooding. Flood shields have customarily been made
of steel or aluminum. However, any material that can
be easily maintained and is capable of providing
sufficient strength and water resistance may be used.

So that access to protected areas is maintained,
flood shields are usually installed only when flooding
is imminent. Normally some type of gasket or seal is
required to ensure that the shield is watertight.
Additionally, the shield should be attached by bolts or
some other means to provide proper contact for
sealing. It must be stressed that flood shields may
only be installed where the walls of the building and
the opening’s framing system are strong enough to
withstand flood-induced forces.

Some mechanical means of transportation and
placement should be incorporated in the design of
large, heavy shields. As shown in Figure I-10, shields
may be mounted on tracks or hinges so that they can
be slid or lowered into place. Heavy flood shields may
also be placed with a fork lift, overhead hoist system,
or any other type of mechanical or electrical device. It
is critical that the selected system must have an
independent power source because power outages
often accompany major floods.

One disadvantage of this floodproofing system is
the storage requirement for flood shields. Shields
must be located as near to the opening as possible
along with any tools required for installation. If
storage requirements are improperly implemented, the
entire system for protection can fail.
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2. WATERTIGHT DOORS. Watertight doors
are very similar to sliding or hinged flood shields in
purpose, yet they are designed to function as actual
doors that are used during normal operating
conditions. This type of door can be closed and sealed
by a simple latch mechanism (see Figure I-11),
without the use of bolts that are normally used to
secure a flood shield.

Many of the advantages of watertight doors are
obvious. Because they are permanently mounted at
the area where they are to be used, a separate storage
area is not required. Because they will be used on a
regular basis, they are more likely to be kept in
proper working condition. For structures where all
openings could be protected with this type of closure,
there would be no need for a contingency plan to
floodproof the facility during non-working hours.
Waterproof doors are easily secured, thus their use
would reduce the amount of time required to
implement a floodproofing plan that contained other
contingent or emergency measures.

The primary disadvantages to this type of door
include their weight (which makes frequent opening
and closing difficult), and their cost.

3. MOVABLE FLOODWALLS. Movable floodwalls
may be installed in situations where the construction
of a conventional floodwall or levee is not acceptable
because of related impacts on accessibility or aesthetic
values. Several movable floodwall designs have been
developed to date. A few of the more common
designs are described in this section.

The folding floodwall consists of a flood barrier
which is hinged along the bottom so that it can be
lowered to a horizontal position to form a walk, or to
fit flush with existing ground or pavement. A
floodwall in Monroe, Louisiana is based on this
concept. Figure I-12 shows a section view of the
floodwall in both the raised and the lowered position.

Figure I-11. Watertight Hinged Door
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Because these panels are quite heavy (about 500
pounds per foot of length), they must be raised and
lowered by means of a mechanical hoist and must be
held in place while the bolts are manually secured.
This system is not particularly quick to install.
Another floodwall of this type includes a pneumatic
lifting system and telescoping struts so that air
compressors could be used to lift the panels, thereby
substantially reducing installation time.

For those cases where relatively shallow flooding
is expected (water depths of two feet or less), a
folding floodwall could be constructed using metal
shields. These shields could be braced by either
permanent or movable posts. The shield faces that are
exposed when they are in the lowered position would
need to be surfaced with an appropriate texture for
any pedestrian or vehicular traffic that would be
expected (see Figure I-13).

;Concrete Post

Lift panel and bolt-on _ —- ™| * )
for flood protection// . T

Figure 1-13. Folding Floodwall
(Metal Flood Shield)

Another movable floodwall that is suitable for
low depth areas involves mounting a flood shield so
that it can slide up and down in a recessed area below
grade and the flood barrier position as shown in
Figure I-14. This particular design has an advantage
over the flood shield wall because of the convenient
location of the panels. It also has some advantage
over the folding or hinged floodwall in that any type
of walk, pavement, or grassed area can be
accommodated on each side.

If a movable floodwall is correctly designed,
built, maintained, and installed it should provide
complete protection for a non-residential structure
while allowing full view of and access to the structure
during normal business operation. However, these
advantages must be weighed against disadvantages
associated with relatively high construction cost and
maintenance requirements.

Epoxied Aggregate
Coating for Non-Skid
Wak Surface

- Bolt-on
Metal
Flood Shield

Concrete Post
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Figure I-14. Recessed Floodwall
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G. TYPES OF EMERGENCY FLOODPROOFING
MEASURES

Emergency floodproofing measures are discussed
in detail in Chapter IV and are summarized below.
These techniques are characterized by their ability to
be initiated on relatively short notice using previously
obtained and stored materials.

The primary advantage of an emergency method
is low cost. Sand and timber are the primary materials
and although these measures labor intensive,
volunteers are often used. These methods are most
effective in flood areas where water velocities are low
and depths are shallow, and where floodwaters rise
slowly.

A major disadvantage of emergency measures is
that substantial advance warning is required to
mobilize personnel and install emergency barriers. In
addition, in the event of an unexpected increase in the
flood magnitude or rate of rise, the emergency
measures may fail. It should be noted that emergency
measures do not satisfy the minimum requirements
for watertight floodproofing as set forth by the
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), due to
their reliance on human intervention. The most
common techniques for emergency flood protection
include the following:

1. SANDBAG DIKES - This is the most common
emergency technique and consists of stacking plastic
burlap sandfilled bags atop one another.

2. EARTHFILL CRIB RETAINING WALLS
-These temporary walls are typically constructed by
placing soil between two timber formed walls.

3. STOP LOG BARRIERS - Stop log barriers are
typically constructed by stacking small timber planks
on top of each other by dropping them into
permanent side channels.

Other techniques used to reduce flood damages
are discussed in Chapter IV.

15



CHAPTER 11

FACTORS THAT INFLUENCE
FLOODPROOFING FEASIBILITY




A. INTRODUCTION

Many factors influence the decision making
process for determining the feasibility of
floodproofing options. The optimum solution would
be one that:

¢ Provides for reduction in damages for the
selected or required design level and does not
result in increased damages to other property.

e [s responsive to all applicable floodplain
regulations.

¢ Provides for the safety of persons on and
adjacent to the site.

e Is cost effective with regard to installation,
maintenance and operation of the system.

e [s acceptable to the property owner, employees
and the general public with regard to
operational efficiency and impacts on the
surrounding environment.

To develop a floodproofing plan that can meet
these performance goals, it is necessary to conduct a
systematic evaluation of physical, social, and
economic factors that influence the feasibility of
floodproofing. In most situations, it will be necessary
to collect basic information related to each of the
major categories shown in Figure II-1. This
information is required to: (1) identify viable
construction sites and/or floodproofing alternatives,
(2) develop preliminary design concepts, and (3)
select, refine, and implement an optimum
floodproofing plan for a new or existing structure.
This chapter identifies the specific types of
information that may be required, how that
information may be used, and potential data sources.
The chapter has been arranged to reflect the general
outline of information provided in Figure II-1. This
format results in an initial discussion of the potential
regulatory context of floodproofing, followed by a
presentation of physical factors that impact
floodproofing alternatives. The chapter concludes
with a summary of factors that influence the design,
use, and acceptability of floodproofing alternatives.

17



DEFINE OBJECTIVES
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FINAL DESIGN OF OPTIMUM SOLUTION

Figure 1I-1. General Floodproofing Design
Process

B. REGULATORY CONSIDERATIONS

A variety of floodplain management programs
have been developed and adopted throughout the
United States as part of a long term effort to reduce
flood damages. The floodproofing analysis process
should begin with contacts to appropriate federal,
state, regional, and local agencies to identify sources
of technical assistance and to develop an
understanding of floodplain regulations and other
code requirements that are applicable to the proposed
action. Figure II-2 provides an overview of the general
range of floodplain management services that are
available through various levels of government. As
described below, the programs and regulations that
are administered by these agencies can influence
decision on where floodproofing may be applied,
what techniques may be used, and the design of
specific floodproofing components.

18

1. FEDERAL PROGRAMS. There are a variety
of federal agencies that have direct or indirect
involvement in flood protection issues. Several
agencies support major research and program efforts
in specific areas of floodproofing. For example, many
of the Corps of Engineers District Offices have been
involved in floodproofing projects and all of them
provide flood and floodplain related technical
assistance including information on floodproofing
through the Flood Plain Management Services
Program. The Corps of Engineers also maintains a
National Advisory Committee on Floodproofing that
has directed several floodproofing demonstrations and
tests. Other federal agencies that support major
programs related to floodproofing include the Federal
Emergency Management Agency and the Soil
Conservation Service.
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Figure II-2. Floodplain Management Services

Appendix C provides a listing of agency offices
that may be contacted to obtain information
information about programs and regulations that
apply to a specific project. In addition, agency
representatives may be able to provide technical
assistance in the form of basic information and
reports.

2. NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE
PROGRAM. The National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) represents the primary floodplain regulatory
program that has been adopted at the federal level.
The NFIP is administered by the Federal Insurance
Administration of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA). The NFIP’s primary
purpose is to reduce the amount of personal

hardship and property damage associated
with flooding. The program makes flood
insurance available to communities that

implement comprehensive land use planning and
management to reduce flood damage in their
jurisdictions. Community response to this requirement
generally involves the adoption of zoning, building
code, and development regulations and strategies that
feature various damage mitigation measures for new
construction and substantial improvements to existing
structures in identified flood hazard areas. The
minimum standards for floodplain regulations, as
published by FEMA, (44 CFR Part 60) require that:
(1) all new or substantial improvements to residential
buildings have the lowest floor (including the
basement) elevated to or above the base flood
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elevation (BFE); (2) all new or substantial
improvements to non-residential buildings must have
the lowest floor (including the basement) elevated or
floodproofed to or above the BFE. Under the
floodproofing option, structures must be made
watertight, with walls substantially impermeable to the
passage of water and with structural components that
are able to resist flotation, collapse, lateral movement,
or other forces associated with a 100-year flood.
Furthermore, specific floodproofing plans must be
certified by a registered professional engineer or
architect as meeting the minimum requirements of the
National Flood Insurance Program.' Floodproofing
techniques are not allowed in ‘V’-zones (Coastal High
Hazard Areas) as indicated on the Flood Insurance
Rate Maps.

3. STATE PROGRAMS. The majority of states
have adopted some form of floodplain regulations
that must be considered during the planning of a
floodproofed facility. Some state floodplain
management laws and regulations do address
floodproofing directly. State regulations also often
include provisions that specify the amount of
encroachment a facility may have on the floodplain,
regulate the location of potentially hazardous
materials, and restrict the location of such activities as
schools, hospitals, and public services facilities. In
addition, state building and utility permit systems may
also impact the location and design of floodproofing
measures. In association with the NFIP, each state
has a designated State Coordinating Agency that
provides assistance required to implement the
program. These agencies (see Appendix C) generally
represent the best place to begin an investigation of
regulatory issues and to identify sources of technical v
assistance. pr

! Section 60.3 (c)(4) of the National Flood
Insurance Program Regulations states that
¢...where a non-residential structure is intended to
be made watertight below the base flood level, (i) a
registered professional engineer or architect shall
develop and/or review structural design,
specifications, and plans for the construction, and
shall certify that the design and methods of
construction are in accordance with accepted
standards of practice...and (ii) a record of such
certificates which includes the specific elevation (in
relation to mean sea level) to which the structures
are floodproofed shall be maintained with the
official designated by the community...
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4. REGIONAL JURISDICTIONS. There are
several regional jurisdictions within the United States
that have an interest in floodplain management
activities. These include several federal and state River
Basin Commissions and the Tennessee Valley
Authority. These agencies participate in a wide range
of structural and non-structural floodplain
management activities. The listing provided in
Appendix C may be used to contact specific agency
representatives.

5. LOCAL AGENCIES. In response to the
National Flood Insurance Program and other federal
and state floodplain management programs, most
local jurisdictions have implemented regulatory
programs through their zoning, building code, or

AGENCIES

other permit agencies. Zoning ordinances may specify
allowable uses for a particular floodplain zone and
various restrictions on the location and size of a
structure. In addition to use of zoning ordinances, a
variety of other regulatory tools such as subdivision
regulations, building codes, sanitary regulations and
plumbing codes are used by local jurisdictions.

C. FLOOD HAZARD CONSIDERATIONS

To develop an effective floodproofing scheme for
a facility, several hydrologic factors must be properly
evaluated. These factors include the regulatory
floodplain boundaries and the anticipated flooding
characteristics for the site such as flood velocity,
duration, rate of rise, and frequency. This type of
hydrologic base data may be available from several
agencies as summarized in Figure II-3, or may have to
be independently determined for the specific site.

e Local government planning
agency or municipal engineer

e State floodplain management
coordination agency

e Federal Emergency
Management Agency

e National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administratio
D rtment of Commerce

e Soil Conservation Service
(U.S. Dept. of Agriculture)

eU.S. Army Corps of Engineers

(Department of Defense) . . . . . ' ‘ .
eU.S. Geological Survey

(Department of the Interior) . . .
*Regi | Authoriti

(o0 T VA rHes ® ) UK )

SOURCE: ADAPTED FROM DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, FEMA, 1981

Figure 11-3. Summary of Hydrologic Data Sources
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If a Flood Insurance Study has been developed
by FEMA, the study will often offer the most current
and detailed information that is available (see Figure
11-4). Many such studies will include a ‘Flood
Boundary and Floodway Map’ and supplementary
stream profiles. For those areas where data is not
available, hydrologic specialists can develop the
necessary design information from site specific
investigations. These may involve develop