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	As the Little Miami River nears its confluence with the Ohio River, it flows across a broad alluvial valley. In the Study Area, the channel has migrated across the valley floor and is presently confined along the northern valley wall. The Conrail railroad tracks are located at the toe of the hills that form the northern valley wall and act as a barrier to channel migration in some locations. The channel is further confined by riprap and other armoring that has been installed on channel banks to reduce bank erosion adjacent to sensitive infrastructure. In general, the north bank is confined by topography or infrastructure and armoring, while the south bank is less confined by primarily agricultural land uses adjacent to the channel. As is typical in lowland alluvial rivers, the meander bends in the Study Area are migrating downstream and laterally in the direction of the outside of their bends. The amount of channel migration observed in the historical aerial photographs shows that the Little Miami River is geomorphically active and prone to future channel migration in the Study Area, especially in certain reaches. 
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