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Preface

On May 12, 2010, recordreaking rains struck Kentucky and the Tennessee Valley region.
Western and Middle Tennessee were hardest hit with local amount26fidéhes to the south
and west of Greater Nashville along the Interstate 40 corridor. Mughstérn and Middle
Tennessee, including Greater Nashville, experienced widespread, devastating flash flooding, as
well as unprecedented flooding along the Cumberland River and its tributaries. There were 26
flooding fatalities directly attributed to thésent in Kentucky and Tennessee, 11 of which were in
Greater Nashville. Preliminary estimates of property damage are in excess of $2 billion in
Greater Nashville alone.

Due to the significant effects of the event, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Admini strationdés National Weather Service for]
Nati onal Weather Servicebs performalthee before
findings and recommendations from this assessment will improve the quality of National Weather
Service products and services, and enhance awareness relating to flash flooding and river
flooding. The ultimate goal of this report is to help the Natiddeather Service perform its
mission of protecting life and property and enhancing the national economy.

inistrator
ter Services

January 2011
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Executive Summary

Widespread record flooding occurred across theMigsissippi and Lower Ohio Valleys due
to an unprecedented heavy rain event on May 2010. This flooding prompted a major
response by the National Weather Service (NWS), emergentggaes and responders, state and
local governments, the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the United States
Geological Survey (USGS).

Catastrophic flooding occurred in Greater Nashville, western KentanklyMiddle
Tennessee May-4, 2010 The event began with heavy rain on Saturday, May 1. There were
numerous flash floods, and rivers quickly exceeded their banks. A second period of heavy rain
occurred over much the same area on Sunday, May 2, resulting in a repeat of flash flooding and
escalated river flooding to major and record flood levels.

Record levels were set at 11 NWS river forecast locations. River flooding covered parts of
Kentucky, Tennesseand Mississippandinvolved operations at two NWS River Forecast
Centers (RFCq)Lower Mississippi RFC and Ohio RF@nd five NWS Weather Forecast Offices
(WFOs)(Memphis, TN Paducah, KY Louisville, KY; Nashville, TN and Jackson, K)Y

Low pressure over the western United States and high pressure across the East allowed a
plume of moisture from the Gulf of Mexico to push into portions of Kentucky and Tennessee.
This deep moisture interacted with a stationary surface front, resulting in the development of
severe storms with torrential rain over the weekend of M2y 1

WFOs Pducah and Louisville issued flash flood watches the preceding Thursday, April 29,
and WFO Nashville issued a Flash Flood Watch on Frillagl 30. Theteam concludethat the
media and emergency managers were well informed of the potential for sigriificaiing.
Nashville media began 2dour coverage on Saturdday 1,which continued through the
weekend.

WFO Nashville issued severfddshflood warnings Saturday morning, followed by
widespread flood warnings that blanketed most of its county m@area; however, the wording
of these products was such thanyemergency managers and residents underestimated the
catastrophic nature of the flooding.

Additional heavy rain on Sundayay 2,resulted in river flooding that continued through
TuesdayMay 4. The heaviest rain occurred in the uncontrolled basifhthe Cumberlan®iver,
which resulted in the unprecedented flooding.

liUncontrolledo river basins are those in which
hold back or control flood waters, i.e., these basins have limited or no reservoir storage to reduce river
flow. Rain falling into these basins runs ditganto the rivers and tributaries, impacting their levels.



The extreme and widespread nature of this event caused NWS, USACHSGS staffs to
be pushed to the limit in terms of workload. First responders, emergency maaaddosal
officialswe e t hrown into the Aflood fighto on Satur
Personnel in every agency involved were in a reactive mode, making all effort to maintain
operations and provide critical emergency support and services.

Sunday morningVay 2, the Ohio River Forecast Center (OHRFC) coordinated with WFO
Nashville, which issued the first River Flood Warning for the Cumberland River at Nashville at
9:50 am. Central Daylight Time. This forecast called for a crest of 41.9 feet by evening. Flood
stage is 40 feet, and major flood stage is 45 feet.

During a critical period Sunday afternoon and evening, the NWS and USACE did not
communicate effectively regarding updated releases (outflows) from USACE reservoirs. This
lack of critical informatiore x change and mutual wunderstanding
inaccurate river crest forecasts on the Cumberland River. USACE personnel were completely
engaged in critical operations to prevent damage to structures or dam failures along the
Cumberlad River as the flooding intensified. With incorrect or untimely information from the
USACE about their operations, as well as miscommunications and ineffective information
exchanges between the USACE and NWS, NWS forecast crests were quickly exceeded on
Sunday when the river stage at Nashville rose rapidly through moderate and major flood levels.

Manyresi dents of Nashville who were interviewe
numerous watches and warnings issued by WFO Nashville. The residerdivedhat flood
warnings did not directly affect them; they could not relate river levels to flooding at specific
|l ocati ons. The Nashville Mayor s Office of E
for the Cumberland River at Nashville weagding behind observed river levels. One user told
theteamthat his office lost confidence in river forecasts Sunday as forecast crests changed
dramatically and frequently.

Through the weekend into Monday morning, the Cumberland River at Nashville rose more
than 33 feet, cresting at 51.8&ton Monday eveningMay 3 This stage was approximately 4
feet higher than the previous flood control era peak (47.64 feet, March, 89d510 feet higher
than the original forecast issued Sunday morning.

Many other record flood levels were set. Record discharges were made from USACE Lock
and Dam projects in the Cumberland RiBassin including those at Cordell Hull, Old Hickory
(upgream of Nashville), Cheathamnd Barkley.

Theteamfound that everyone involved in this event, including federal, state and local staff
members, were dedicated to their respective missions. In many cases, individuals went beyond
the call of duty. Foexample, WFO Nashville employees risked their personal safety to
supplement operational staffing on Sunday morning, when two of three roads into the WFO were
impassable due to flooding. Tennessee USGS staff braved extreme elements to take manual river
gace readingshatwere relayed to the NWS. USACE staff members at projects along the
Cumberland River risked their own safety to ensure that the integrity of dam projects was not
compromised.

In all, 26 people lost their lives due to flooding. There vi&réatalities in Middle Tennessee
with 11 occurringin Greater Nashville. Property damaggtimatesn Greater Nashville alone
were over$2 billion.

Xi



This service assessment supports a number of key findings and recommendations for
improved NWS servicesThe primary recommendatiodentifiesthe need for improved
communication and collaboration between WFO Nashville, the OHRFC, USACE Nashville
(LRN) and the Tennessee USGS.

Key Findings:

1. Coordination and effective communication between the NWS and primary federal water
partners, the USACE and USGS, was lacking at critical times during the event,
undermining key forecasts, particularly on the Cumberland River at Nashville.

2. Effective comnunication was hampered by a letegm working relationship deficient in a
comprehensive understanding of each agency
and critical data needs, especially during-nautine events.

3. Preevent coordination wgzroactive. Weather forecasts were sufficiently accurate to
alert federal partners and other relevant organizations to the elevated risk for serious
flooding in the region during the weekend. The NWS, along with many partners,
responded by planning inced staffing levels.

4. Despite presvent actions, the increased staffing during the event at the two NWS offices
most impacted, WFO Nashville and OHRF&Gsmot sustained consistently at levels
required to respond comprehensively to the extreme flooding.

5. Many people did not respond to NWS warnings because the products were not tone
alerted via the Emergency Alert System, were not worded in such a miaaner t
adequatelyeflecedthe urgency of the situatipar because the warnings were not
specific enoul to cause listeners to believe the flooding would impact their location.
Some people failed to receive warnings, or chose to disregard warningsetan
television(for example, the tubing fatality on Mill Creek).

Key Recommendations:

1. The NWS shold engage in additional interactions and exercises with USACE and USGS.
Results of these efforts should be a clear understandihg operating needs and
procedures of each agency during routine and extreme etrentseation ofuality long
term relaionships and ensuring opeand effectivecommunication.

2. The NWS should support field office staffing for potentially high impact events by

implementing proven prevent and event staffing models successfully employed by other
field offices.

Xii



3. NWS, USACE and USGS should expedite efforts to develop and implement Integrated
Water Resources Science and Services. This effort should include expanding current
inundation mapping initiatives imajor populated and floeprone areas

Xiii



Service Assessment Report

1. Introduction
1.1. NWS Mission

The National Weather Service (NWS) provides weather, hydrologic, and climate forecasts and
warnings for the United States, its territories, adjacent waterscaah areas, for the protection
of life and property and the enhancement of the national economy. NWS data and products form
a national information database and infrastructwhech can be used by other governmental
agencies, the private sector, the jputdnd the global community.

1.2. Purpose of Assessment Report

This document presents findings and recommendations regarding NWS performance during
the river flooding and flash flooding from May4l 2010. The area most impacted was western
and Middle Tenassee, including Greater Nashville, and western and central Kentucky. This
Service Assessment focused on Greater Nashville and portions of Middle Tennessee due to the
significant loss of life and the extreme amount of property loss in those areas.

The dojectives of this assessment are to identify effective operations, significant findings and
best practices, and to recommend remedial actions to address service deficiencies. This report
focuses on the following key areas:

e Timeliness, quality, accuracgnd usefulness of NWS forecasts and warnings from the
perspective of high impact services and decision support

o Effectiveness of NWS internal and external coordination/collaboration
Effectiveness of NWS information dissemination and communication of umtgrta
and flood risk

e Effectiveness of hydrologic forecasting and warning procedures at NWS offices

e Identification and evaluation of opportunities to improve collaboration among other
federal, state, and local agencies



1.3. Methodology

The NWS formed aassessmerteam on May 20, 201(pége iXY. Team efforts included the
following:

Completed amnsite evaluation from May 2@7, 2010

Interviewed staff from WFOs in Nashville, I (OHX) andLouisville, KY (LMK), andthe
OHRFC in Wilmington, ®1. Theseoffices had primary responsibility for providing
forecasts, warningsind decision support to the residents ameigency Managers KE)

of the most affected areas

Conductedhone interviews with th&leteorologisin Charge (MIC)and Service

Hydrologist alWFO Paducah, K and with the Lower Mississippi River Forecast Center
(LMRFC)

Met with representatives from the USACE Great Lakes and Ohio River Division Office in
Cincinnati (USACE LRD), USACE Nashville District Office (LRN), and United States
Geologica SurveyTennessee Water Science Celffié&d USGS)

Interviewed EM, the media, and the public, as well as other government agency
representatives

Conductedhssessents ofthe damaged areas

Il nterviewed representatives Senmatorrhamtalhe Nas hv
Al exander ORepresénfativé iem @oadper 6s office
Interviewed representatives from Gaylord Entertainim@nners of Opryland Hotel and

the Grand Ole Opry

Evaluated products and services issued by the aforementioned WFOs and RFCs, as well as
national guidance issued from the Hydrometeorological Prediction Center (HPC)
Developedsignificant findings and recommendations to improve the effectiveness of
NWS prodicts and services



2. Event and Hydrometeorological Summary

Catastrophic flooding occurred across western and Middle Tennessee and western and central
Kentucky from May 14, 2010. Flood damage was estimated at more than $2 billion and there
were 26 floodrelated fatalities. The worst flooding occurred in and around Greater Nashville.

At the time of this reporta papeunder peer review entitlgil he Devastating Mid
Mississippi Valley Floods of2 May 2016, by Ri chard H. Grumm, Nat.i
notedthe following A T h e e v2eMay 20k® had.l .key ingredients for a significant heavy
rainfall event (Doswelét al.1996), and for historic events (Bodner 2014)T hi s case i s a
case on the value of anomalies in identifying a potéyntsanificant heavy rainfall event. .
.Clearly defined a threat of a Maddox Synoptic event type with a strong southerly jet and a surge
of high PW [precipitable water] air into the

2.1. Antecedent and Event Conditions

Drier than normal conditions characterized the impacted area from February through late
April. The May 12 heavy rain event increased precipitation to well above normal for the year to
date at Nashville. This rainfall resulteddath the third highesind highest 2dour amounts in
139 years of record at Nashville. The resultadag rainfall total broke the record for the wettest
May on record.

In late April, an upper level trough developed across the western United States, allowing
southerly flow 6 push into the midMississippi and Lower Ohio Valley region. This moist flow
interacted with a stationary front oriented northeastthwest across the Mississippi Valley
(Figure 1).

Weather disturbances in the maVels of the atmospherEigure 2) hdped trigger storms
that produced heavy rainfall over the same areas May |h the lower levels of the atmosphere,
a 65knot (75 mph) jet was the key source of moisture transport into the réggumg 3).
Precipitable Water (PW) values, a measurkeaf much moisture is in the atmosphere
(Figure 4), were up to 2 inches during the event. These values indicated an unusually high
amount of available moisture.



Figure 1:  Surface Weather Map, May 1, 2010, 78fh.Central Daylight Time CDT).

.
500-Millibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 2: Upper air chart showing flow and disturbances at approximately
18,000 feet Above Grounicevel (AGL), May 1, 7:00a.m.CDT.
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Figure 3: Lower levels of the atmosphere showing moisture transport (green lines) from the Gulf
of Mexico into the Mid Mississippi and Tennessee Valleys, at approximately 5,000 feet
AGL; May 1, 7:00a.m.CDT.
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Figure 4: Climatological PW isa measure of available moisture in the atmosph@ieserved

PW for Nashville at 7:0@.m.and 7:000.m.May 1 is denoted b¥s. The observed
values arat nearly the maximum ever observed at Nashville for that time of year.
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These ingredients combined to produce two episodes of heavy rain across the same areas in

Kentucky, and western and Middle Tennessee. Betwe@® Ifiches of rain fell in 36 hours on
May 1-2, causing a catastrophic flood event. The heaviest rains fell primarily in unregulated
portions of the Cumberland RivBasin downstream of the reservoirs containing sufficient flood

control storage

to
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Figure 5: An overlay of precipitation data with drainage areas in the Cumberland River Basin.
Red outline indicates uncontrolled drainage aré&xsinages outlined in blue flow
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each project and how much capacity was used during this event. The heaviest rain fell
over uncontrolled basins of the Cumberland River resulting in record rises at Nashville

and Clarksville.Graphic courtesyJSACE. May 2010 Nashville Flood Eventehdt

Action Report, page 18.

Hourly rainfall and rainfall accumulations at the Nashville International Airport (KBNA) are
shown inFigure 6. At Nashville, 13.57 inches of rain was measured during &@ér period,;
6.23 inches on May 1he3rd highest 24hour totalon recordland 7.25 inches on May 2, which
broke the previous 2Bour rainfall record of 6.60 inches set in September 1979. The combined
two-day rainfall totaldoubledthe previous 4&our rainfall record at Nashville for the 139 years

recorced The highest weekend rainfall total was reported by an NWS Cooperative Observer in

ev



Camden, N at 19.41 inchesFigure 7 shows rainfall distribution over the affected ar&&ure
8 shows the extreme rainfall totals of 12 to 16 inches along Inter€i#tet®)in Tennessee.

Hourly Observed Rainfall Amounts (inches) - Nashville {KBNA)
and Cumberland River at Nashville Stages (feet)
12 AM CDT 5/1/10- 6 PM CDT 5/3/10
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I Precipitation

—— Cumberland River Stage

Hourly rainfall amounts (inches) and rainfall accumulation trace (top) at Nashville
International Airport (KBNA) from 12:00.m., May 1 to 12:0G.m.,May 3. Brown
line rising from bottom left to top right depicts the resultant river level rise on the
Cumberénd River at Nashville.
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Figure 7: Multi-sensor 48hour precipitationtotal for May 1 2 across the
Mid-Mississippi and Tennessee Valleys.
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Figure 8: Multi-sensorprecipitationtotals for the May 22 weekend irand around
Greater Nashville.



2.2. Impacts

Fatalities

Twenty-six confirmed fatalities resulted from the flooding in Tennessee and Kentucky, 11 in
Greater NashvilleRigures 9, 10, Tables 1,)2 An additional death was tornadelated and is not
included in these totalg=looding deathsn Greater Nashville res@ltl fromflash flooding of
streams and tributaries of the Cumberland River, versus flooding of the mainstem Cumberland
River. At least 14 of the flooding deaths were people over 60 years of age, which was a
disproportionate nunds of fatalities (over 6@ercent)or the senior citizen population. Much of
the significant flooding in the Nashville area occurred in areas where a high percentage of senior
citizens live, i.e., in older, established neighborhoods such as DelraygelRiver Plantation,
and Waterford. At leagour of the residents who drowned were on their way to church Sunday
morning

The Nashville Council on Aging identified possible factors that magskeciated witkthe
weathefrelated fatalities in thisge range:

e NWSstaff and local media hold weather education classes and NOAA Weather Radio All
Hazards (NWR) givaway events at night. Seniors often choose not to travel at night.

e Many seniors have computers but use them primarily for emailing famibgt carry cell
phonesbut many dondét turn them on unless they

e Seniors do not typically use social media, and many find it difficult to navigate through
web pages to obtain warning information.

It was not clear to theeamwhether tlese fatalities were a result of the location of the flooding
or a lack of hazardous weather education within the senior population.

Flood Fatalities

Date and Time Location Sex | Age Activity
5/02 Evening KY 1 Madison Co. M 65 In home
5/02 KY i BarrenCo F 27 Vehicle
5/02 KY i Lincoln Co M 48 Vehicle
5/02 KY i Allen Co M 34 Vehicle
5/01 \West TNi Carroll Co M Near hwy 79
5/01 \West TNi Gibson Co M Walking Gann Rd
5/01 \West TNi Shelby Co M Vehicle
5/01 \West TNi Tipton Co M Walking
5/011142am Middle TN'i Stewart Co F 62 Vehicle
5/01 1142am Middle TN Stewart Co M 64 Rescue attempt
5/01 130pm Middle TN Williamson Co M 70 Vehicle
5/02 900am Middle TN'T Perry Co M 44 Home evacuation
5/02 900am Middle TNi Perry Co F 15 Homeevacuation
5/02 1030am Middle TN Hickman Co F 70 Leaving home
5/03 900pm Middle TN'i Montgomery Co F 63 Vehicle

Table 1: Flood fatality detaildor western and central Kentuclapdwestern and Middle
Tennesse@oes noinclude Greater Nashvilje
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7\1 Location of the 26 flooa .fataliiies that occurred‘ betJvegn
10 AM CDT Sat, May 1,2010 -9 PM CDT Mon, May 3, 2010 rankfo

“”é Illinois

Car (14)
Home (8)

Walk/Outside (4) }

Figure 9: Flood fatalities in western and centkadntucky, western and Middle Tennessas;
including the Greater Nashville arésome fatalities wereotiples in vehiclesvhich
are designated with only one red box).
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Flood fatalities in Greater Nashville, Davidson Cour{tynered box was used to
designatewo fatalitiesthat occurred whefieeingavehicle) Flood fatalities in
Nashville were a result of flash flood, stream and tributary flooding, versus flooding
of the mainstem Cumberland River.

Flood Fatalities

Date andTime Location Sex | Age Activity
5/01 20 p.m. Blue Hole Rd @ Bell Rd M 21 In flood water
5/01 10@ p.m. Harpeth River M 39 Vehicle
5/02 930a.m. Near Richland Ck @ Harding| M 70 Fleeing vehicle
5/02 930a.m. Near Richland Ck @ Harding] F 65 Fleeing Vehicle
5/02 930a.m. Sawyer Brown Rd M 88 Vehicle
5/02 930a.m. Sawyer Brown Rd F 78 Vehicle
5/02 1@M0 a.m.  |[West Hamilton Ave. M 75 yard at home
5/02 1000 am. Mill Creek M 18 Tubing
5/02 1030a.m. Sawyer Brown Rd M 86 In home
5/02 1100a.m. Delray Rd. M 78 In home
5/02 1100a.m. Delray Rd. F 80 In home
Table 2:  Flood fatality details in Greater Nashville, Davidson County.
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Damage

Nashville

TheNashvillearea was severely impactedtbneeconsecutive days, May3. On May 1,

there were record flood stages on many streams sou#Odbétween Memphis and

Nashville. Flash flooding occurred oi24 and 140. Heavier rain occurred on May 2 along

and north of the-#0 corridor. On May 3Jke Harpeth and Cumberland Rivers reached record
flood stages, including a pefibod control era record of 51.86 feet on the Cumberland at
Nashville. Flooding of the Cumberland River, including its tributaries and creeks, caused
most of the damage, estited at more than $2 billiorAt least 11,000 structures were

damaged. Below are estimated damages/impacts to some of the most significant structures:

Metropolitan Transit Authority's Administration building3.1 million
Bridgestone Arena$3 million

LP Field: $2.3 million

Schermerhorn Symphony Center: $2.5 million

Water treatment plant: $40 million

Opryland Resort and Convention Center: $220 million

Gaylord Entertainment: 1,700 workers temporarily laid off

Opry Mills Mall: 7 feet of water inundad 1.2 million square feet

Interstate 24

Officials closed 124 over Mill Creek Saturday afternoon, May(Eigure 11). Dozens
of vehicles were trapped by floodwaters as water overtoppedftia Boncrete
median. Vehicles in westbound lanes headitg Nashville werdloatingin 6 feet of
water.

A portable school building floated dows24# until it imploded.

Aroad closed near LaVergne. City leaders shut down the town due to high water.
After the water receded, more than 130 vehicles were towed.

r—-\ g
) BREAKING NEWS

245t Blue'Ha!l

)} ANTIOCH

Figure 11: Flooding on Interstate 24 Saturday afternoon, May 1.

Photo courtesy of WSMV Nashville, TN.
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Interstate 40

e West of Nashville at mile marker 180 near Fairvied was under water the evening
of May 1 Figure 12).

e Emergency staff conducted boat rescues Saturday, hgiyt 1,between mile markers
153 and 154.

e A 65-mile portion ofl-40 was closed due to high watier much of the period from
May 1-3.

Figure 122 Flooding on Interstate 40 Saturday evening, May 1.
Photo courtesy of WSMV Nashville, TN.

Kentucky

e Emergency declarations were made in 83 counties. Roads and bridges were damaged,
several water treatment and sewage plants flooded.

e At least 300 roads were blocked by high water, mud and rock ,shideslebris.

e Arecord water release of alm@&3,200 cfs on the Cumberland River below Barkley
Damcaused nearl$1 millionin damage to dozens of homes

Nearly all counties in western and Middle Tennessee, along with numerous counties in Kentucky
fell under Major Disaster Declarations by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
(Figure 13).
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COUNTIES UNDER MAJOR DISASTER DECLARATIONS

FEMA-1912-DR
Kentucky

7 o o I / Washingsdn

Faire-
gl reascilc B lack son! Overton| r 3 l"mm""mm . i\\né/_\
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KA, ]<~\’ Cocke VA/

gl
St\w

] f Y Blount
Mirsh: ford | C e:»
o b mwawmw;é‘:“ FEMA-1909-DR
o t"'""'ﬂfﬂ ] Tennessee
Legend
Designated Counties
[:]NnDe&ingion

[ ] public Assistance
B 1 dividual Assistance
[ individual Assistance and Public Assistance

Figure 13: FEMA 1912DR* Kentucky and FEMA 190DR Tennessee

*DR is aFEMA identifier for a Major Disaster Declaration

FEMA -1912DR (Figure 13, Top)
Kentucky
Combined Public and Individual Assistance Costs: over $16 million

FEMA -1909DR (Figure 13, Bottom)
Middle Tennessee (combined Public and Individual Assistance Costs-lood related)

Over $660 million in Davidson County alone (Nashville)
Over $848 million all of Middle Tennessee (includes Davidson County)
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2.3. River Flood Warnings/Forecasts for Major Flood Stage and Above

This event generatealcombined total a0 majorand recordiver floods at NWS river
forecast points, 9 within the LMRFC service area and 11 in the OHRFC service area. There were
record levels at2locations in Tennessee. Major floods were distributed athoss\WFO areas,
four forecast points in the Memphiisydrologic Service Area (HSAjevenpoints in the
Louisville HSA, and 10 points in the Nashville HEAgure 14). Floods impacted he
Kentucky, Green, Cumberland, Harpeth, Duck, and Red River Bd@sibke 3).

Initial river forecasts were made early Wa. River flood warning lead times weré4ours,

but varied considerably based on river basin topography and response to extreme rainfall
intensity.

— T | } _ S——— T T 1 I —_
LI Locations of Record and Major Flooding for the Period |
May 1, 2010 - May 6. 2010

-~
T
i

7 Jackspn BT

(Maximum Flood Category

N
Corinth
jssiphs X Alabamix: CATEGORY
;-w m‘;‘.. ] : ® Major
‘@'1 o S

® Recod

= ‘,.‘IWS ; ./\ L} T SA—— 77

Figure 14:  Locations of record and major flooding in the Lower Ohio anddfeitlississippi
Valley Region, May 36, 2010.
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Table 3:  Major andrecord floodlocations. Red denotes major floodiewgdblue denotes record
flooding.
NWS | Location River Name Major Flood Pre-May May
ID Stage (ft) 2010 2010
Record Crest
Stage (ft) | (ft)*
DYETH Dyersburg, TH | Morth Fork Forked Dear 25 30.91 .21
HL 5T1 Halls, TN South Fork Forked Deer 16 15.21 16,14
ARLT1 Arlington, TH Loosahatchie 24 2527 25.58
ETAMS Etta, MS Little Tallahatchie 29 29.41 20.85
IRCTH Irom City, TH Shoal Creek 22 281 2312
COLTH Columbia, TH Duck 41 51.75 44.91
CHVT1 | Centerville, TN Duck 32 37.58 47.5
LBVT1 Lobelville, TH Buffalo 22 25.23 5.7
HMLT1 | Hurricane Mills, Duck 28 30.70 32.95
TH
BELT1 Bellevue, TH Harpeth 28 24.34 J3.2
KINT1 Kingston Harpeth 30 J2.2 46
Springs, TH
HASTH Hashville, TH Cumberland 45 56.2 51.26%
CKVT1 | Clarksville, TH Cumberland 55 571 62.58
PORT1 | Port Royal, TH Red 40 43.26 48.48
FFTK2 Frankfort, KY Kentucky 40 48.47 42.84
HIEKZ2 | High Bridge, KY Kentucky Ja 531 426
BSHKZ Boston, KY Ralling Fork 45 hh.2 a0.74
CYCK2 Clay City, KY Red 23 26.75 23.3
WDEBKZ | Woodbury, KY Green 43 52.0 49.52
PRODK2 Paradise, KY Green 390 403.95 308.2

*1 Cumberland River at Nashville Record crest in the flostl control reservoir eréthe last

Flood Control Project put into place along the Cumberland River was Percy Priest, circa 1968).

*

* Some

crest

v al
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3. Facts, Findings, Recommendationsand Best Practices
3.1. Hydrometeorological Rediction Center (HPC) Products and Services

HPC consistently forecast total rainfall amounts of Bnore inches over Middle Tennessee
for the weekend of May-2, beginning 7:0@&.m.,Wednesday, April 28Figures 1518).
Wording in HPC @scussions emphasized the significance of the impending rainfall event. Prior
to the rainfall onset, forecast amounts for the weekend had increased to more than 8 inches,
corresponding to record 2dnd 48hour events.

Rainfall maxima were initially forecast over Alabama and northern Mississippi, but
pinpointed western and Middle Tennessee in later forecasts. BgayitMay 1, HPC forecasters
identified Middle Tennessee to be at a high risk of an excessive rainfal é¥eQ then issued
an Excessive Rainfall Potential Outlo@kgure 19), indicating a 1%percentthance of more than
5 inches of rain from 1:0p.m.,Saturday, through 7:00.m.,Sunday. A probability of 1percent
is considered a high risk of the eveappening. HPC forecasters expressed concern about much
greater totals within thisxeessiverainfall event in discussion products, noting at 154t,

Saturday that:

WIDESPREAD STORM TOTAL AMTS IN EXCESS OF 8.00 INCHES ARE

LI KELYé SOME VERYAREASGHAVEIAYTREBDY EXCEEDED
THAT AND WOULD NOT BE SURPRISED TO SEE STORM TOTAL AMTS APCH
AND/OR EXCEED 12- 15 INCHES OVER SOME SPOTS.

Forecasters were successful predicting storm totals near or exceeding record amounts in
Tennessee and Kentucky. Cohamey was maintained among forecasts and motivated NWS and
partner agency prevent planning and expanded operations; howdveFriday morning
forecast(Figure 17)placed the rainfall core too far west and underestimated the magnitude by
approximately Blf in places. The Saturday morning fored&gure 18)improved in predicted
magnitude and location, but still underestimated amounts by up to 8 {ifitpee 20).

The significant QPF underforecasts for certain locations point to an ongoing neweal for t
NWS to invest resources toward increasing QPF accuracy, especially for rare, record hydrologic
events. This recommendation has been made in previous Service Asse@SBehppendix
C).

Despite the errors in forecast location, timiagd magnitudeNWS forecasts did afford up to
5 daysof lead time in predicting a rare and potentially disastrous event, providing actionable
information to the affected agencies. HPC elevated the seriousness of the flood potential as the
event approached, aitdorovided increasingly accurate rainfall locations and amounts for the
weekend.
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Figure 15. HPC 5Day Precipitation issued 7:@0m.,Wednesday, April 28; valid 7:08.m.,
April 28, to 7:00a.m.,May 3.

Figure 16 HPC 5Day Precipitation issued 7:@0m.,Thursday, April 29;
valid 7:00a.m., Thursday, April 29 to 7:0@.m.Tuesday, May 4.
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