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Is this in the modleing?
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minimum is NOT maximum
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Note
Read carefully. note thjat the choice of the evenbt should be evaluation and not foirulkatiuon task.
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Note
Key to the heights chosen seems to me. Was there a look at more than the SPH as a sensitivity -- a bigger surge as a result of the SPH - ant kind of R&U analysis?
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Note
Were all other heights the same other than along the lake in nboth plans and in the 1963 version?
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Shabman
Note
This suggets that they assumend that the risk was the same regardless of the length
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10% of the costs of the alkternative and lower risk
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Note
50 % of cost
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all have same relaibility is assumed
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Note
Which waqs chosen in the ned and why - re consrtrutiopn

































Shabman
Note
and it held
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look like the same height thoughout-- 14 feet
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were any of these failure points
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Note
here is an efforty at incremental analysis but only one ncremnt and not sesitibvity
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Note
notew use of termn consttraint to describe the SPH
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Note
check the details but htis is nonsense
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Note
itr seems to me that if we used a current rtae and added mitiagtion costs we woui;pd not have bult the st charles and chalmeete protection - 
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were these failure points








































































































































































































































