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This report is prepared under guidance contained in the
Recommended Guidelines for Safety Inspection of Dams, for
Phase I investigations. Copies of these guidelines may be
obtained from the Office of Chief of Engineers, Washington,
D. C. 20314. The purpose of a Phase I investigation is to
identify expeditiously those dams which may pose hazards to
human life or property. The assessment of the general
condition of the dam is based upon available data and visual
inspections. Detailed investigation and analyses involving
topographic mapping, subsurface investigations, testing, and
detailed computational evaluations are beyond the scope of a
Phase I investigation; however, the investigation is intended
to identify any need for such studies.

PREFACE

In reviewing this report, it should be realized that the
reported condition of the dam is based on observations of

field conditions at the time of inspection along with data
available to the inspection team. In cases where the reservoir
was lowered or drained (as was Upper Donohoe Reservoir),

such action, while improving the stability and safety of the
dam, removes the normal load on the structure and may obscure
certain conditions which might otherwise be detectable if
inspected under the normal operating environment of the
structure.

It is important to note that the condition of a dam depends
on numerous and constantly changing internal and external
conditions, and is evolutionary in nature. It would be
incorrect to assume that the present condition of the dam
will continue to represent the condition of the dam at some
point in the future. Only through frequent inspections can
unsafe conditions be detected and only through continued
care and maintenance can these conditions be prevented or
corrected.

Phase I inspections are not intended to provide detailed
hydrologic and hydraulic analyses. In accordance with the
established guidelines, the spillway design flood is based
on the estimated "Probable Maximum Floed" for the region
(greatest reasonably possible storm runoff), or fractions
thereof. The spillway design flood provides a measure of
relative spillway capacity and serves as an aid in deter-
mining the need for more detailed hydrologic and hydraulic
studies, considering the size of the dam, its general con-
dition, and the downstream damage potential.
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PHASE I REPORT
NATIONAL DAM INSPECTION PROGRAM

ABSTRACT

Upper Donohoe Dam: NDS I.D. No. PA-00478

Owner: Westmoreland County

State Located: Pennsylvania (PennDER I.D. No. 65-=55)
County Located: Westmoreland

Stream: Little Crabtree Creek

Inspection Date: 13 December 1978

Inspection Team: GAI Consultants, Inc.

570 Beatty Road
Monroeville, Pennsylvania 15146

The visual inspection, operational history, hydrologic and
hydraulic analysis and the engineering data obtained from a
geotechnical consultant's recent report to the owner indicate
that the structure is in poor condition. Apparent disloca-
tion of the downstream slope paving, continuing seepage
despite the current drawn down condition, and a dilapidated
valve house with a valve mechanism of questionable reliabil-
ity support this evaluation. In addition, the recently
completed engineering study indicates a need for remedial
stabilization. Records of past performance show numerous
problems related to seepage both under and through the
embankment.

The current owner has incorporated the Upper Donohoe Dam
into Twin Lakes Park and has recently initiated a program of
upgrading the facility which to date has included placement
of durable riprap on the upstream slope, brick paving of the
embankment crest, and the construction of a new spillway
structure. Hydrologic and hydraulic calculations contained
herein; however, indicate that the spillway system can only
accommodate approximately 54 percent of the Probable Maximum
Flood (PMF), which is considered to be the required Spillway
Design Flood (SDF), before overtopping occurs. As the
facility's hazard rating is "high", the present spillway is
assessed as being inadequate, but not seriously inadequate.

The structural deficiencies of the embankment are of such a
nature that if left uncorrected, they could result in failure
of the dam with subsequent loss of life and/or substantial

ii




S

t,- ¥ty
;

B

property damage. Thus, the facility is considered unsafe.

An emergency condition is not considered to exist because

the current owner is aware of the deficiencies and the
reservoir, therefore, is being maintained in a drawn down
condition under close observation by park personnel. A
remedial stabilization scheme has been developed and remedial
plans are being finalized.

It is recommended that the owner:

a. Immediately activate a plan for emergency operation
and a warning system for downstream residents. Included in
the plan should be provisions for around-the-clock surveil-
lance of the facility during periods of unusually heavy
precipitation.

b. Inspect the facility on a daily basis to insure
the reservoir remains drawn down until rehabilitation is
complete.

c. Remove the temporary earth road that presently
crosses the discharge channel approximately 35 feet down-
stream of the spillway control. In addition, repairs to the
breached left spillway sidewall at this location should be
implemented. The thin layer of sediment lining the bottom
of the concrete spillway channel should be removed.

d. Regrade the present embankment crest and restore
all low areas to elevation 1130.0 feet (MSL).

e. Enlist the services of a professional engineer
experienced in hydrology and hydraulics to perform a detailed
evaluation of the facility. Included in the study should be
a reevaluation of the adequacy of the existing spillway and
discharge channel and the effects of any proposed modifica-
tions to the downstream Twin Lakes Dam No. 1. Subsequently,
the owner should take whatever measures are deemed necessary
to make the facility hydraulically adequate.

£. Rehabilitate the outlet works and provide a means
of controlling or blocking flow at the inlet end of the
blowoff line in the event a leak(s) develops beneath the
embankment.

g. Develop an operations and maintenance manual for
use at the facility.

h. Have the facility inspected on a yearly basis by a
registered professional engineer experienced in the design
and construction of earth dams to check for hazardous con-
ditions that might develop. This should be done until repairs resulting
from paragraph e above are accomplished.
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PHASE I INSPECTION REPORT
NATIONAL DAM INSPECTION PROGRAM
UPPER DONOHOE DAM
NDI# PA-478, PENNDER# 65-55

SECTION 1
GENERAL INFORMATION

1.0 Authority.

The Dam Inspection Act, Public Law 92-367, authorized
the Secretary of the Army, through the Corps of Engineers,
to initiate a program of inspection of dams throughout the
United States.

e Purpose.

The purpose is to determine if the dam constitutes a

hazard to human life or property. o

Wiy’
o
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1.2 Description of Project.

as Dam and Appurtenances. The Upper Donohoe Dam is
an earth embankment approximately 520 feet in length with a
maximum height of 34 feet. According to PennDER records,
the embankment was constructed with a puddle cutoff wall
having a top and base width of 10 feet, a maximum height of
approximately 18 feet and length of 500 feet. The depth of
excavation for the cutoff wall is reportedly about 15 feet
below the original ground surface. Both the upstream and
downstream slopes were originally protected by 'lstone
covered with mortar.!l' Recently, however, a hard, siliceous
limestone riprap was placed on the top 5 to 6 feet of the
upstream slope and a brick deck was laid across the entire
crest.

The facility is served by a rectangular-shaped concrete
channel spillway constructed in 1977 and located at the
right abutment. The discharge channel is cut in natural
ground and rock below the spillway. A 1l2-inch diameter cast
iron pipe passes beneath the center of the embankment and
serves as the outlet conduit. The outlet conduit is valved
at a valve house located at the downstream toe of the embank-
ment., —

~b- Locatiogn.~yUpper Donohoe Dam is located on the
headwaters of Little Crabtree Creek in Hempfield and Unity
Townships, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. This dam is
immediately upstream of Twin Lakes No. 1 Dam/kand reservoir

e e
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(NDI# PA-487). Both facilities are integral components of
Twin Lakes Park, a recreational facility located just
ncrtheast of Greensburg, Pennsylvania. The village of Luxor
is about 0.8 mile downstream of the embankment. The dam,
reservoir, and watershed are contained on the Latrobe,
Pennsylvania, U.S.G.S. 7.5 minute topographic quadrangle
(see Appendix G). The coordinates of the dam are N40° 19.3'
and W79° 28.5'.

€l Size Classification. Small (34 feet high, 270
acre-feet storage capacity at top of dam).

d. Hazard Classification. High (see Section 3.l.e).

e. Ownership. Westmoreland County
Department of Parks and Recreaticn
Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601

£, Purpose. Recreation.

g« Historical Data. The Upper Donohoe Dam was con-
structed in 1910 by Offutt and Bennett, contractors, of
Greensburg, Pennsylvania, for the Jamison Coal and Coke
Company. The dam, designed by the Jamison Coal and Coke
Company, was used in conjunction with the lower dam and
reservoir (Twin Lakes No. 1 Dam) as an industrial water
supply facility for coal mining and coking operations.
Later, it became the property of the Consolidation Coal
Company. Approximately 15 years ago, ownership of the dam
was transferred to the Westmoreland County, Department of
Parks and Recreation, who have incorporated both the upper
and lower dams into the Twin Lakes Park recreational facility.

Information and correspondence contained in PennDER
files reveals the facility has had a history of problems
including crest settlement, significant seepage, and an
inadequate spillway. A lack of cooperation between state
officials and the previous owners is evident from the avail-
able data. Occasionally, ad-hoc remedial measures were
undertaken by previous owners most of which, however, proved
to be ineffective.

In 1977, after complete rehabilitation of the lower
Twin Lakes dam, the current owners replaced the spillway of
the upper dam and added other improvements including the
placing of riprap on the upper 5 to 6 feet of the upstream
slope, paving the crest with brick and the addition of a
metal hand rail on the downstream side of the crest.

In the spring of 1978, Westmoreland County retained
Geo-Mechanics, Inc., consulting engineers of Belle Vernon,
Pennsylvania, to perform a geotechnical engineering investi-
gation of the facility. A detailed inspection performed by




the consultant revealed serious structural deficiencies and,
as a result, the reservoir has been maintained in a drawn
down condition while detailed rehabilitation plans are being
prepared.

1.3 Pertinent Data.

a. Drainage Area (square miles). 0.38 (total)

b. Discharge at Dam Site. Discharge records are not
available.

€. Elevation (feet above mean sea level). The

following elevations were obtained through field measure-
ments that were based on the elevation of the emergency
spillway crest at 1126.0 feet.

Top of Dam

Maximum Design Pool
Maximum Pool of Record
Normal Pool

Emergency Spillway Crest
Upstream Outlet Invert
Downstream Outlet Invert
Streambed at Dam Centerline
Maximum Tailwater

1128.7 (field)
1130.0 (design)
Not known

Not known

1126

1126

Not known

1095 (estimate)
1094 (estimate)
Not known

ds Reservoir Length (miles).
Top of Dam 053
Normal Pool 03
e. Storage (acre-feet).
Top of Dam 273
Normal Pool 215
Design Surcharge Not known
£s Reservoir Surface (acres).
Top of Dam 24
Normal Pool 20
Maximum Design Pool Not known
g. Dam.
Type Earth embankment

with a puddle cutoff
wall and rock protected
slopes.




Length
Height
Top Width

Upstream Slope

Downstream Slope

Zoning

Impervious Core

Cutoff

Grout Curtain

Diversion and
Regulating Tunnels.

Spillway.
Type

520 feet
34 feet
10 feet

3H:1V (exposed
freeboard zone;
field measured)

1.5H:1V (crest te
toe; field measured)

None indicated.

The 1915 inspection
report indicates a
puddle cutoff wall
near the upstream
toe with a height of
18 feet, length of
500 feet, and a
depth of excavation
for foundation of 15
feet. The top of
the cutoff wall is
approximately 28
feet below the crest
of the dam.

The puddle core
trench serves as the
only embankment
cutoft.

None indicated.

None.

Uncontrolled, rein-
forced concrete
chute spillway with
an unlined discharge
channel. The exist-
ing spillway was
constructed in 1977
and is located at
the right abutment.




Crest Elevation,
Crest Length

Outlet Conduits.

Supply Pipe

Blowoff Pipe

Closure

Regulating Facilities

Access

1126

20 feet

None.

12-inch diameter,
cast iron, length
unkrown.

Manually operated
gate valve in a
valve house at the
downstream toe of
the dam.

The valve house 1is
located at the
downstream toe and

contains one 1l2-inch

diameter gate valve
for regulating
discharge.

Access to the valve
house is from the
left abutment.




SECTION 2
ENGINEERING DATA

L 2.1 Design.

a. Design Data Availability and Sources. No design
reports are avallable for any aspect of the original embank-
ment and outlet works. Design drawings for the 1977 emer-
gency spillway reconstruction (see Figures 5 and 6) are
available from the owner. A hydrolecgic and hydraulic
assessment of the current spillway and a stability evalua-
tion of the existing embankment were performed by Geo-
Mechanics, Inc., and are presented in their 1978 report on
the facility. Embankment and outlet conduit design features,
presented below, are derived from an inspection report
prepared by the Water Supply Commission of Pennsylvania in
1915.

B Design Features.

y OF Embankment. Available data indicate that the
embankment is constructed of earth; however, placement and
compaction procedures are unknown.

The earliest descriptive report pertaining to the
facility was made by the Water Supply Commission of Pennsyl-
vania on August 5, 1915. This report was prepared 5 years
following construction and contains data supplied by the
design engineer. The following excerpt is from this report
and presumably describes the condition of the embankment
following construction.

"The surface soil was cleaned off and the dam was
built on an underlying shale formation. The embankment
material consists of rolled earth placed in layers with
scrapers. Both the upstream and downstream slopes are
protected with stone covered with mortar placed on a
slope of 1.5H:1V. The crest of the embankment was
seeded with grass. The length of the embankment along
the crest is 500 feet with a crest width of 9 feet,
maximum base width of 99 feet, and a maximum height
above streambed of 30 feet. The puddle cutoff wall is
in the upstream portion of the embankment. It is 10
feet thick and extends 15 feet below the original
ground surface. The height of the cutoff wall is

‘ approximately 18 feet, with the top of the wall approxi-
mately 28 feet below the crest of the dam."




2. Appurtenant Structures.

a) Outlet Structure. The outlet structure
is a square masonry building housing the valve mechanism for
the outlet conduit and is located at the downstream toe of
the embankment.

b) Conduits. A 12-inch diameter cast iron
blowoff pipe passes beneath the embankment and is controlled
by a single gate valve located in the valve house. Concrete
anti-seep collars are reportedly spaced along its length to
prevent leakage. The outlet of the 12-inch diameter conduit
is located immediately downstream of the valve house.

c) Spillway. The spillway consists of a
recently constructed reinforced concrete chute and an unlined
discharge channel (see Figures 5 and 6). At the control
section, the concrete channel is approximately 20 feet wide
and 36 feet long. Discharge from the spillway enters a
channel cut in natural ground and flows into the reservoir
of Twin Lakes No. 1 Dam approximately 250 feet downstream of
the Upper Donohoe Dam.

c. Design Data and Procedures. No design data are
available for the original facility. Design parameters have
been developed by the owner's consultant for the proposed
rehabilitation of the facility and are discussed below.

15 Hydraulics and Hydrology. An assessment of
the eroding spillway is presented in a recent report prepared
by the owner's consultant. The analysis indicates that
based on PennDER "C" Curve criteria, the spillway system is
required to pass a peak flow of 645 cfs. Assuming a flow
depth of 3 feet and applying Manning's equation for open
channel flow, the maximum discharge of the spillway was
determined to be 1349 cfs and the spillway was deemed
adequate.

Analysis presented herein (see Section 5) indicates
that the above assessment is in error in that a spillway
flow depth in excess of 1.8 feet will cause the existing
embankment to be overtopped. Also, the use of Manning's
equation for determination of the spillway capacity is
inappropriate, since the spillway discharges will be gov-
erned by critical flow relationships.

Designation of the existing blowoff conduit as the
service or principal spillway facility and the concrete
chute as the emergency spillway is questionable in that the
normal pool appears to be set at the crest of the chute
spillway, subjecting it to frequent flows.




2 Embankment. 1In 1978, six test borings were
drilled along the downstream side of the embankment by the
owner's consultant for the purpose of assessing the existing
conditions within the embankment and to develop design
parameters for the proposed rehabilitation (see Figure 3).
Three of the test borings were drilled through the embank-
ment and all six borings penetrated at least 25 feet into
the underlying bedrock to determine the type, depth, and
engineering properties of these materials. Shelby tube and
bag samples were secured for subsequent direct shear and
permeability tests and for laboratory compaction, perme-
ability and classification tests, respectively. Soil and
rock field permeability tests were performed in four of the
test borings. Typical embankment cross-sections depicting
existing conditions within the embankment are presented on
Figure 4, Appendix F. The methods and results of the
testing are presented in the consultants report.

Pertinent observations and test results in that study
include:

o The top 4 to 9 feet of the embankment consists of
relatively permeable granular soils.

o The underlying embankment and natural soils are
fine grained (silt and clay) but are of variable
permeability indicating questionable placement
and/or compaction procedures.

o The in-place strength parameters for the embank-
ment and natural soil foundation are § = 35°,
C = 0, based on direct shear testing.

o The underlying bedrock is primari;g sandstone with
a permeability on the order of 10 cm/sec.

A stabilization scheme to provide an acceptable factor
of safety for the facility is presented in the consultant's
report and essentially consists of buttressing the down-
stream slope with a resistant rockfill toe, flattening the
downstream slope and providing a filter drain to collect
seepage attributed to the apparent high phreatic surface.

3 Appurtenant Structures.
a) ‘SEillwax. Based on construction drawings

and data available from the owner and PennDER, the spillway
appears to be adequately designed and constructed. No
design calculations were made available to the inspection
team for review.




b) Outlet Works. No data are available
relative to the design of the outlet conduit.

2.2 Construction Records.

No construction records are available for any aspect of
this facility. Construction drawings for the existing
emergency spillway, constructed in 1977, are available from
the Westmoreland County, Department of Parks and Recreation.

2.3 Operating Records.

No pool level, rainfall, or discharge records are
available for the facility. Correspondence available from
PennDER files indicate that discharges through the emergency
spillway have been small due to the attenuation of flow
caused by the upstream railroad embankment culvert.

2.4 Other Investigations.

Except for the previously discussed geotechnical study
in 1978, no subsequent engineering related investigations
have been conducted other than routine inspections of the
facility by PennDER personnel.

2.5 Evaluation.

Sufficient data are available to make a Phase I assess-
ment of the facility. A detailed geotechnical study has
been conducted by a consultant to the owner. The stabiliza-
tion scheme proposed as a result of the study appears
adequate; however, the hydraulic and hydrologic assessment
is questionable. 1In particular, the hydraulic capacity of
the chute spillway appears in error. Designation and/or use
of the spillway and its unlined downstream channel as the
emergency facility is debatable.




SECTION 3
VISUAL INSPECTION

3.1 Observations.

a. General. The general appearance of this facility
suggests the dam and its appurtenances are currently in poor
condition.

b. Embankment. The visual inspection indicates the
embankment is in poor condition. Some seepage flow and
localized saturated areas were observed along the downstream
toe to the right of the valve house in spite of the drawn
down status of the reservoir. Just to the right of the
valve house, the outlets of two cast iron toe drain pipes
were observed discharging about 2-3 gallons per minute from
the left drain and approximately 5 gallons per minute from
the right drain. A full evaluation of the guantity and
extent of leakage could not be determined due to the drawn
down condition of the reservoir at the time of the inspec-
tion (see Photograph 3).

The crest of the embankment is well protected with an
architectural paving brick (Unistone) installed in 1977.
The brick is in excellent condition and covers the crest.
In conjunction with the paving, a wood post and iron pipe
fence railing were installed on the downstream side of the
crest (see Photograph 1). The upstream slope is well
protected against wave action by a durable limestone riprap
also placed in 1977 (see Photograph 3). The hand-placed
mortared stone covering the downstream slope was observed to
be slightly irregular and to some extent disturbed. Most of
the observed displacement was approximately one third of the
way up from the toe and did not exhibit signs of recent
movement. In addition, the downstream slope was covered
with light vegetation making direct observation of the slope
paving somewhat difficult.

(> Appurtenant Structures.

1. Spillway Structure. The spillway was com-
pletely reconstructed in 1977. Based on visual observa-
tions, the new spillway structure is in good condition (see
Photographs 4 and 5).

2. Outlet Works. Complete submergence of the
intake structure precluded the possibility of visual in-
spection. The outlet conduit passes beneath the embankment
and discharges directly into Twin Lakes No. 1 Reservoir.

The manually operated gate valve is located in a dilapidated,
partially collapsed structure located just beyond the down-

10




stream toe of the embankment. The gate valve is currently
operated by turning the valve stem with a pipe wrench. The
gate valve was partially opened and an estimated discharge
of approximately 200 gallons per minute was observed flowing
from the outlet at the time of the inspection.

d. Reservoir Area. The general area surrounding the
reservoir is characterized by moderate to steep, partially
wooded slopes. Immediately upstream of the reservoir is a
high railroad embankment crossing the principal stream
flowing into the reservoir. The stream is carried beneath
the embankment through a 3.0-foot by 2.5-foot culvert
(Appendix C, Sheet 9). The outlet end of the culvert is
completely submerged and partially blocked with silt and
debris (see Photographs 11 and 12).

e. Downstream Channel. The concrete spillway struc-
ture discharges into a trapezoidal-shaped channel cut into
natural ground on the right abutment (see Photograph 6).
The channel is somewhat irregular with low and partially
breached sidewalls on the downslope side. About 35 feet
downstream of the spillway is a temporary construction road
built across the channel. It is possible that modest dis-
charges through the spillway could cause overtopping of the
channel sidewall at the road crossing resulting in at least
part of the flow being discharged near the toe of the dam.
Approximately 250 feet downstream of the spillway, the
channel discharges directly into the reservoir of Twin Lakes
No. 1 Dam.

The nearest inhabited structure likely to be affected
by a breach of this facility is downstream of Twin Lakes
No. 1 Dam. The dwelling located in the floodplain of Little
Crabtree Creek and the eastern end of the community of Luxor
lie approximately 4,300 feet downstream of the Upper Donohoe
Dam on Little Crabtree Creek (see Photograph 14). Many
mobile homes are also located within the floodplain in this
area. Little Crabtree Creek joins Crabtree Creek approxi-
mately 3.0 miles downstream of the embankment. Approxi-
mately 4.0 miles downstream of the dam, Crabtree Creek flows
within the flood pool boundary of Loyalhanna Reservoir, a
major flood control project. The intervening valley between
the lower dam and the flood control project is generally
sparsely vegetated; however, it is estimated that within
this reach, more than one hundred people could be affected
by an embankment breach of both the Upper Donohoe Dam and
the Twin Lakes No. 1 Dam. Therefore, the hazard classifi-
cation for the facility is considered to be "high".

1l
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3.2 Evaluation.

The overall condition of the facility is considered to
be poor. The reservoir level has been drawn down due to
previously observed seepage under normal pool conditions.

The outlet works are dilapidated with no means of controlling
flow at the inlet, and the spillway discharge channel
requires remedial repair. These items are reportedly being
considered in the proposed rehabilitation of the facility.

12




SECTION 4
OPERATIONAL PROCEDURES

4.1 Normal Operating Procedure.

According to the owner's representative, there are no
formal operating procedures at this facility. Park person-
nel currently operate the gate valve to maintain the drawn
down condition of the reservoir. The current drawn down
condition is to be maintained until rehabilitation work is
completed.

4.2 Maintenance of Dam.

The dam is maintained on an unscheduled basis by the
Westmoreland County, Department of Parks and Recreation.

4.3 Maintenance of Operating Facilities.

Other than occasionally operating the gate valve, no
reqgular maintenance has been performed on the operating
mechanism.

4.4 Warning Systems.

There are no formal warning systems in effect at this
facility.

4.5 Evaluation.

The facility is operated by park personnel on an unscheduled
basis and no formal operations and maintenance manuals are
available. There is no formal warning system in effect;
however, the facility is under very close observation in
order to maintain the current drawn down condition.

13




SECTION 5
HYDROLOGIC/HYDRAULIC EVALUATION

5.1 Design Data.

No original design data are available.

5.2 Experience Data.

Actual discharge records are not available for this
facility. ©No data related to the performance of the facil-
ity and its appurtenances during major flooding events are
available. The recently constructed spillway has yet to be
subjected to major flooding and consequently, no significant
data relative to the present spillway are available.

5.3 Visual Observations.

Based on visual observations, the recently constructed
spillway is considered to be in good condition. Several
deficiencies were noted that include: 1) several inches of
sediment lining the channel bottom of the concrete spillway;
2) a temporary earth road crossing the discharge channel
about 35 feet downstream of spillway control section; 3) a
breach of the left channel sidewall at the road; and, 4) an
irregular shaped unlined discharge channel. The above
conditions could adversely affect the operation of the
spillway (Appendix C, Sheets 14 and 15); however, for the
purpose of the analysis, all of the deficiencies were
neglected as it is assumed that they will be corrected in
the proposed rehabilitation program.

5.4 Method of Analysis.

The facility has been analyzed in accordance with the
procedures and guidelines established by the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Baltimore District, for Phase I hydro-
logic and hydraulic evaluations. The analysis has been
performed utilizing a modified version of the HEC-1 program
developed by the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Hydrologic
Engineering Center, Davis, California. Analytical capabil-
ities of the program are briefly outlined in the preface
contained in Appendix C.
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5.5 Summary of Analysis

a. Spillway Design Flood. In accordance with proce-
dures and guidelines contained in the National Guidelines
for safety Inspection of Dams for Phase I Investigations,
the Spillway Design Flood (SDF) for Upper Donohoe Dam ranges
between the 1/2 PMF (Probable Maximum Flood) and the PMF.
This classification is based on the relative size of the dam
(small) , and the potential hazard of dam failure to down-
stream developments (high). Due to the presence of another
impoundment just downstream, and the high damage potential
of dam failure to both the downstream impoundment and
residences, the SDF for this facility is considered to be
the PMF.

Bl Results of Analysis. The Upper Donohoe Dam was
evaluated under assumed normal operating conditions. That
is, the reservoir was initially at its normal pool or
spillway elevation of approximately 1126.0 feet, with the
low-level "blowoff" conduit closed. Actually, the conduit
is usually kept slightly open. However, the opening provides
very little discharge capacity. Also, the reservoir level
was found to be drawn down at the time of inspection due to
structural considerations. The spillway is presently an
unlined chute channel with a flat concrete critical flow
control crest. The chute channel was in a state of dis-
repair at the time of inspection, but it was assumed to be
in good condition in the analysis.

A railroad embankment with a small culvert for flow
passage is located just upstream from the reservoir, and
controls about 50 percent of the possible reservoir inflows.
In order to account for the effects of this embankment on
inflows, the embankment was considered to function like a
dam in the analysis, with the small culvert providing the
only means of discharge. The culvert outflows were then
added to the local reservoir inflows to determine the total
inflow hydrographs into the Upper Donohoe Dam Reservoir.
All pertinent engineering calculations relative to the
evaluation of this facility are provided in Appendix C.

Overtopping analysis (using the Modified HEC-1 Computer
Program) indicated that the discharge/storage capacity of
the Upper Donohoe Dam could accommodate only about 54
percent of the PMF prior to overtopping of the dam (Appen-
dix C, Summary Input/Output Sheets, Sheet H). The peak PMF
(SDF) inflow of about 750 cfs was attenuated by the discharge/
storage capabilities of the dam and reservoir such that the
resulting peak outflow was about 640 cfs (Summary Input/Output
Sheets, Sheets E and G). Under the PMF, the dam embankment
was overtopped for approximately 4.3 hours, with a maximum
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depth of inundation of about 0.6 feet (Summary Input/Output
Sheets, Sheet H).

Although this analysis implies that the dam facility
can handle a flood of greater than 1/2 PMF magnitude, the
effect of the railroad embankment on reservoir inflows
cannot be overemphasized (since the actual configuration and
capacity of the discharge culvert is unknown). The peak PMF
flow on the upstream side of the railroad embankment was
about 640 cfs, the peak 1/2 PMF flow was about 320 cfs, with
the culvert possibly causing backwater flooding upstream due
to the resulting large depths of headwater (Summary Input/
Output Sheets, Sheet B). As can be seen, the presence of
the embankment and small culvert caused a large portion
(approximately 50 percent) of the total reservoir inflow to
be greatly attenuated. Had the embankment not been present,
or had the culvert been large enough to pass at least a 1/2
PMF size peak flow, the total peak inflow into the reservoir
would have been approximately 910 cfs for the PMF, or
approximately 600 cfs for the 1/2 PMF (these estimates are
based on the detailed HEC-1 computer output). I£ the 1/2
PMF peak inflow was 600 cfs, the corresponding outflow would
be in excess of 390 cfs which would result in a depth of
embankment inundation in excess of 0.3 feet (based on the
detailed HEC-1 output). In this case, the discharge/storage
capacity of the Upper Donohoe Dam would accommodate less
than 50 percent of the PMF. Therefore, any increase in the
discharge values of the rating curve of the railroad embank-
ment culvert above those estimated in this analysis (i.e.
any increase in the size of the culvert) will probably lead
to a more serious classification of the facility.

5.6 Spillway Adegquacy.

Hydrologic and hydraulic analysis of the Upper Donohoe
Dam indicates that the existing facility can pass and/or
store approximately 54 percent of the recommended Spillway
Design Flood (SDF) which for this facility is considered to
be the Probable Maximum Flood (PMF). Therefore, the spill-
way system is considered to be inadequate, but not seriously
inadequate.
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SECTION 6
EVALUATION OF STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

6.1 Visual Observations.

a. Embankment. Based on the visual inspection, the
embankment appears to be in poor structural condition.
Moderate seepage was observed along the toe of the embank-
ment particularly along the right abutment. A full eval-
uation of the seepage, however, could not be made due to the
current drawn down condition of the reservoir. PennDER
files indicate a history of severe and chronic seepage that
may be a contributing factor in displacing the mortared
stone facing on the downstream slope. A high phreatic
surface, identified by a geotechnical consultant to the
owner when the reservoir was full produced a low factor of
safety against sliding which resulted in the decision to
draw down the reservoir and initiate the design of a reme-
dial stabilization scheme.

be Appurtenant Structures

3 Spillway. The concrete spillway structure at
the right abutment 1s 1n good condition. Concrete surfaces
are in good condition with no evidence of cracking, spalling,
or other deterioration. The discharge channel is obstructed,
poorly maintained and in need of remedial repair.

2 Outlet Works. The outlet works are in poor
condition. The valve house is in a dilapidated state
creating a difficult and hazardous access. The owners
representative reports difficulty in operating the gate
valve and there is no upstream control on the outlet conduit.

6.2 Design and Construction Techniques.

The first inspection report issued in 1915 indicates
the embankment was placed in layers and rolled. No drawings
or other records are available detailing the methods of the
actual design and construction. Construction drawings are
available for the existing spillway structure.

6.3 Past Performance.

No formal records of past performance are available
from the owner; however, historical accounts and inspection
reports available from PennDER files recount a history of
severe and chronic seepage with little attempt to remedy the
situation by the former owners. Field inspection, however,
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did reveal that two cast iron toe drain pipes were installed
at some time in the past. Despite the current drawn down
condition of the reservoir, leakage continues along the
downstream toe and particularly to the right of the valve
house.

PennDER inspection reports also suggest a long history
of spillway inadequacy and replacement. Field inspection
also indicated that the channel sidewall immediately below
the emergency spillway has been breached in the past possibly
discharging flow onto the right abutment and along the
embankment toe.

6.4 Seismic Stability

The dam is located in Seismic Zone No. 1 and thus
cubject to minor earthquake induced forces. Since the
structure has a history of excessive seepage both beneath
and through the embankment, it is possible that even minor
earthquake induced dynamic forces could be significant at
high pool levels. However, no investigations or calcula-
tions were performed to confirm this opinion.
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SECTION 7
ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REMEDIAL MEASURES

7.1 Dam Assessment.

a. Safety. The visual inspection, operational
history, hydrologic and hydraulic analysis, and the engi-
neering data obtained from a geotechnical consultant's
report to the owner indicate that the structure is in poo:
condition. Apparent dislocation of the downstream slope
paving, continuing seepage despite the current drawn down
condition, and a dilapidated valve house with a valve
mechanism of guestionable reliability support this evalua-
tion. In addition, the recently completed engineering study
of the embankment indicates the need for remedial stabiliza-
tion. Records of past performance show numerous problems
related to seepage both under and through the embankment.

The current owner has incorporated the Upper Donohoe
Dam into Twin Lakes Park and has recently initiated a
program of upgrading the facility which to date has included
placement of durable riprap on the upstream slope, brick
paving of the embankment crest, and the construction of a
new spillway structure. Hydrologic and hydraulic calcula-
tions contained herein indicate that the spillway system can
only accommodate approximately 54 percent of the Probable
Maximum Flood (PMF), which is considered to be the required
Spillway Design Flood (SDF), before overtopping of the
embankment occurs. As the facility's hazard rating is
"high", the present spillway, therefore, is assessed as
being inadequate, but not seriously inadequate.

Structural deficiencies of the embankment are of such
a nature that if left uncorrected, they could result in
failure of the dam with subsequent loss of life and/or
substantial property damage. Thus, the facility is con-
sidered unsafe. An emergency condition is not considered to
exist because the current owner is aware of the deficiencies
and is maintaining the reservoir in a drawn down condition
under close observation by park personnel. A remedial
stabilization scheme has been developed and remedial plans
are being finalized.

b. Adequacy of Information. The available data are
considered sufficient to make an accurate Phase I assessment
of the facility.

(-~ {8 Urgency. It is recommended that the additional
investigation and remedial measures listed below be imple-
mented immediately.
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d. Necessity for Additional Investigation. A re-
evaluation of the existing spillway system is considered
necessary.

7.2 Recommendations/Remedial Measures.

It is recommended that the owner:

a. Immediately activate a plan for emergency opera-
tion and a warning system for downstream residents. Included
in the plan should be provisions for around-the-clock sur-
veillance of the facility during periods of unusually heavy
precipitation.

b. Inspect the facility on a daily basis to insure
the reservoir remains drawn down until the proposed rehabil-
itation is complete.

(o1 Remove the temporary earth road that presently
cross2s the discharge channel approximatly 35 feet down-
stream of the spillway control. In addition, repairs to the
breached left spillway sidewall at this location should be
implemented. The thin layer of sediment lining the bottom
of the concrete spillway channel should be removed.

e Regrade the present embankment crest and restore
all low areas to elevation 1130.0 feet (MSL).

e. Enlist the services of a professional engineer
experienced in hydrology and hydraulics to perform a detailed
evaluation of the facility. Included in the study should be
a reevaluation of the adequacy of the existing spillway and
discharge channel and the effects of any proposed modifica-
tions to the downstream Twin Lakes Dam No. 1. Subsequently,
the owner should take whatever measures are deemed necessary
to make the facility hydraulically adequate.

£5 Rehabilitate the outlet works and provide a means
of controlling or blocking flow at the inlet end of the
blowoff line in the event a leak(s) develops ben#ath the
embankment.

g. Develop an operations and maintenance manual for
use at the facility.

h. Have the facility inspected on a yearly basis by a
registered professional engineer experienced in the design
and construction of earth dams to check for hazardous con-

ditions that might develop. This should be done until repairs resulting

from paragraph e above are accomplished.
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CHECK LIST NDI ID 4 478
HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC ﬂ
PENN DER ID § 65=55
ENGINEERING DATA SenEe

SIZE OF DRAINAGE AREA: _0.38 square miles

ELEVATICN TOP NORMAL PooL: 1126 STORAGE CAPACITY: 215 acre-feet
ELEVATION TOP FLOOD CONTROL POOL: = STORAGE CAPACITY: -~
ELEVATION MAXIMUM DESIGN POOL: = STORAGE CAPACITY: -

ELEVATION TOP DAM: HE2: 857 STORAGE CAPACTTY: 270 acre-feet
(low spot)

SPILLWAY DATA

CREST ELEVATION: 1126 (assumed datum)

Type: Concrete open rectangular channel

WIDTH: _ 20 feet

LENGTH: 26 feet

SPILLOVER LOCATICN: right abutment

NUMBER AND TYPE OF GATES: None

QUTLET WORKS

TYPE: 12-inch diameter cast iron conduit

LOCATION: Beneath the center of the embankment

ENTRANCE INVERTS: _Not known

EXIT INVERTS: 1095 (estimate)

EMERGENCY DRAWDOWN FACILITIES: 12-inch diameter gate valve containe
with the valve house located at the
HYDROMETEOROLOGICAL GAGES downstream toe.

Type: _None

LOCATION: 2

RECCROS : ™

MAXIMUM NON-DAMAGING DISCHARGE: Not known
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APPENDIX B

CHECK LIST - VISUAL INSPECTION
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APPENDIX C

HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULICS
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PREFACE

The modified HEC-1 program is capable of performing two
basic types of hydrologic analyses: 1) the evaluation of
the overtopping potential of the dam; and 2) the estimation
of the downstream hydrologic-hydraulic consequences resulting
from assumed structural failures of the dam. Briefly, the
computational procedures typically used in the dam overtopping
analysis are as follows: -

a. Development of an inflow hydrograph(s) to the
reservoir.

b. Routing of the inflow hydrograph(s) through the
reservoir to determine if the event(s) analyzed would over-
top the dam.

S Routing of the outflow hydrograph(s) from the
reservoir to desired downstream locations. The results
provide the peak discharge(s) of each routed hydrograph at
the downstream end of each reach.

The evaluation of the hydrologic-hydraulic consequences
resulting from an assumed structural failure (breach) of the
dam is typically performed as shown below.

a. Development of an inflow hydrograph(s) to the
reservoir.

b. Routing of the inflow hydrograph(s) through the
reservoir.
S Development of a failure hydrograph(s) based on

specified breach criteria and normal reservoir outflow.

a. Routing of the failure hydrograph(s) to desired
downstream locations. The results provide estimates of the
peak discharge(s), time(s) to peak and maximum water surface
elevations of failure hydrographs for each location.
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HMDROGRA PH PARAMETE e

a) FoR  Sue-gAIN UrstREAM Of TS FT  RATLROAD EMEANKMENT
(Whzew T: Lecated Just US O THe Uerer Domoioe Keseevors ) :

LENGTH OF LongesT Warercsokie (L) = 0,78 mz
Lea ® 0.27 mz (MEARED ALNG LONGEST WATERCI0CLE FRom

EmeankmeENT CoLveeT Imncer To (EwTRozd
OF SUE-RASIN)

NoTE Z : VaArue:s CF L AnD Ley ARE MEASURED From UGS 7.5
MINVTE LATP_:)dEI PA QuaDd.

it 2 biile 7 SUPPLTED BX COE} ZonE 24,
Cp = 0.45 j Outo Rrver Lairwy

3 -]
te = SNydER's STAanbARd Lac = 1.6 (Lrlcs)
o2
S tee L [(0.16‘;(0.:7)-_\ = |.O me.
b) For LocAL RESERVOIR Sue-eAsTM @

Sznce TweE Sui-BAtN CENTRSID T LocATED WrTHIn THE
KESERVOTR ¢

WHEFE  L'T LENGTH ALeNG LoweEsT WATERCoUC:E From Twe
REsERveIR RovnbAkY To THE DeATwAGE UrTvrle
~ C.18 mz

0.6
SfoHhx e (018) ® 057 HR ; Cpt 0.45  (As decve)




SUBJECT DAM SAFETY TNLPELT IOM |
UPPERL QOMOMOE DamM £
BY _WJIYV DATE 4-5-74 PROJ.NO. __18-6(1- 478 L CONSULTANTS, i
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RESERVOIR SURFACE AREAZ_

o) FoR UPSTREAM Sur-BALTA

ELEVATICN SUeFACE AREA
(FT) (ALQ)

= {35 o
| 140 2.8
I1GO 10. |
1130 266

NoTE 2 @ SoRrFACE AREA:L PLANIMETERED COFF TrHE 1.5 MIauvre
LATROGE, PA QuAD. THE 0" SurFALE APEA ELEVATTOM
WAs EsTImATED RASED OM THE ASSumpTTon THAT THE = 20CF:
Emsankment COLVERT SLofE WAL EwuAl To THE 2.5%,
SioPE OF THeE StREAM IMMEDTATELY UPsTREam Feom
THe Coveer W/ The (ULVERT Outier TAVERT @ Aesru~
EL (30 (Fs 2, Avrennrx F)

b) Fo  OUPPER DomncHce FKesERVITR
SuRFACE Area (S8) @ NoemaL Poor EL 1126 = 20.1 Acees
NoTe 4 : SuRFALE AfFAL PLANIMETERED OFfF FIcukE 2, Arrenorx
F. Noemal Poo. ELEVATTON ALss ORTATINED Feem TwIs FToure. THE
Nores OF Frgure 2 GCo MNor Keree To THE ufrei Doninze DAm .,
SA @ EL.|I30 = 24, 2 ackes

SA@ EL. 125 =~ 29.4 acres

Ak
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RATE OF PEEL CUANGE Pee Fotr OF Feseevore FISE =

+

AA (24.2= 26.1) Aacers e
/oM =~ /(::300- 112¢.5) ceer = |02 &=

SA @ Tot OF Dam EL. 11287 = [(n237- 1229~ 1.03 '%—?] + 20.1 Ac

(Low Tor CF DAM ELF'IATIJN) = 22.9 acees
FIELD MEASURED

RESERVOTR ELEVATION @ _“O" STOCAGE

NoRMAL PoolL Vorome = a2 HA = 21S ac-fr (GnTe MeT

SA 2 Nermar PooL Eu. 1126.0 = 20 4c¢C

2V 2 ((21SAC-FT) -
o H = = = /20. = £l T
ZFeo VoruME ELevATTON & 1126.0Fr = 221 p7 & [092.9 =1

Note S ¢ Actual MINTMUm ELevATToN @ “0" Stsrace Ts
ProgadLy LEs: THAM THE AecvE YAcve (Rased Onv TwrRMATT:
ConTAINED Iv Pennw DER Fries ). HowevER, I'n 0eBER To
ComPuTE A ST10RAGE - ELEVATTON KRELATICNSHTP AAMD STTLL
MAINTAIN A STORAGE COF 2ISACFT @ Ev l126.0 , The Adwe

“O" StorasE ELEVATION Must B Twoor Twrm TheE MNEC-!
Proceam

STORAGE - ELEVATION KELATIONSHTR

CompuTED Tareemacty By Twe HEC | Prockam Fog Beru Tag
UPSTREAM Su=-mRAstyy AND TuE REsERVOTR RALER OMN THETR
KELPECTTVE GIveN SuRFACE AgRea vs Erevatron INEMATTA;,
(Zee  Zummnary Iupur// QuTtruT SHEETS ).
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PMP CALCOLATTIONS — (fe Eory THe UsTAZAm AnD LataL SuB-EASTNS )

APPCOXT MATE RAINFALL TNDEX = 24 TN (PeF 2, Fre 1)
(CorRESPONDING To A DuRATITON OF Z4 1L

AND AN AREA OF 200 SQMI LOCATED

IN SouTHWESTERN PENNSYLVANIA

Depre - AREA- DokATION Zone #7 (Rer 3, F1s | )

- 2

lkweueel THE <toem Wrer B (EmTERED OVER TME ToTAL DRATNAGE
AREA ABNE Twin LAKE N2 Dam= |89 same.( Acrennry (- [, SHEET J)
=> ASSOME THaT DATA CorrEspsmdrTng To A /0 sa mz DA

ITs PEPPESENTATIVE OF Trzs BASIN:

PERCENT OF
NURATION TNOEX RATNFALL
(RR) (%)
© [02.0
Iz 120.0
24 130.0

NotE b: A 24-He RatHeR THAN A 48-tk DulATTon I USED
Se THAT A Tme SteP OF E- M1nuTEs CAN RE UsFp
In THE REC-| PescrAam

Hof Beook FAcCTol (ADTUSTMENT FE RAsIN SHAPE As WELL A<
Foe THE LESSEL LIkecrhood CF A SEVERE Storm (ENTEPTNG
OVER A SMALLER BAsTAN ) CoRRESPONDING To A DA = | 23 samt.
( <10 so..n\:r.) 2 0.%0 (Cer 4, PC.13),

& }
UPPER DQONOHOE DA ﬁ ’ e
DATE 4-5-79 PROJ. NO. Tg=~Gll-478 CONSULTANTS, |

Engineers ¢ Geologists ® Planner<
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S P _":F“'r‘:.,,A—;:(;t’:C_Z% E'A “C" I" TY —
- PeoFILE OF SeILiwAY @ (Nor To Scace)
CONCRETE
WINGWALL weagsl /2‘1‘-’""
) BRIDGE “‘;'
/& D€LKV\
J;__ ({77747 0/ 777
WERSES—

Flow

|
I swPE = 24%,
|

SLOPE = 2.89%,

EARTA BAMK
o

]
Ir—‘lh“\l——‘.
jCONSULTANTS, |

Engineers e Geologists ¢ Planners
Environmental Specialists

1* AN : 45’

= SerrLway (Ross=SecTTon (Ner To sScace )

Low PT oF DAM EL. [128.7

-

b A
f 77RN7TRY TN o

27" =m

|

-

WERE MEAILEED T THE Fraco

WOoOLEN
BRIBGE CECK TIP3 F
| | bAM
o = i Y
RN ol ts it 27 2 d V7T 7
N 4 K
RIGAT ’; eN
AR TMENT s 25’
Ma __ SPIuway CREST
CINCRETE EN > S TR S e D EL. N26.0
- T
Netg 7:  SPILLwAY PRGFILE  ZiorES
As Wege THE Low TopP OF Dam ErevaTtrons Ampy TrEe
SPTLLWAY CPOENING DIMEWSTONS.
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AssoME ThAT THE Frow ConTEOL SEcTIoN Ts LocATED e
Secrton @ As SHown On SHEeT o w/ Ye= CerrTiCaL DeEsra And

Ym = MAxzmom Re:FRVoTE DEFTH ALWE SPTiwAY (ResT Frzie 7

EmeaanemenT OVERTOFRPING = 2.71FT . :
Enveecy BALANCE BeTween O Ane @

U'/;:j 3y = Ye & ﬂﬁ;.".j +2, 4 H (kee, PG40
Where <, = ReseRvork Vewocrty = O Fps,

CHANNEL ErLevaTIon @ @ Twm Frg

ve= Cerrtrear Veroczty In FPs
CHAMVEL ELevaTIon @ @ In FT;

Hean Loss Eerween C AN @ = O FrT

=~ e (SecrTens @ AND & ARE CiLosE EnovGH TOGETHES
SUcH THAT AEBLEVATTON = o )

2
Nm = Z200er = Yo + —Uz/z_ry

Stnee THE CRITICAL SECTIony T RECTANGLLAR Tn SHAPE

l .
v"/zj = Wy (Rer 12, P3i42)

Snce Ye = L8pr > A =

& CAPALITY OF SPILLWAY = Q= AT = (2arri)(Teers) =~ 274

CFs

Say 270 crs

Acde.
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- CHECK To SEE TIF (RITICAL Deprn Dees Gimnreer G &

CHAnnEL ZLePE DS 6F @ = 2.4°%, (Sueer & )

v Mamnnvrac: Eq -

CRITILAL Siofe T: DFEFTaFD
N U )
S = (T;Tg‘m) (reF 12, PG 143)

N = CHAMVEL RouoHMNE:: (0EFFICIENT = 0.02S5
(Frecd EwTTmaTe Foc EARTH CHAMNEL) . U X 7.5 rPs
(

- ’) Flow AR E A

Sweer 7 ) Avd K = HyoeaulrC (Abl’u) WETED A THETER
A 26FT2 = =

= /F = /(;'cn.e‘ ey = WSS T

WHERE

(0.025)(7.%) Z & 9 & e =
e = [ /(|.4a)(/.:9 /’] = 0.92% < 24%,

- o -~

=> CRIvrcaL Deefrn (onvtrols R Sectron @

Nore B: IF THE Ememkment WAS Actualy Lever A Deszan EL NI20=>

Ymz 4fT = Y. %= 2.0T¢r = V= 93Frf5 ., THEREFOLE,

Acx 20 (261 a S3.4er? B A=A v = (53.4er)(92p0:)

Q= 5C0CcFS (AssumING THAT TWE SpritwAay Rridce Wrwl Pe
WAsHED AwAy ) Tr The Serctwaytr CAPACITY ACTuALLY WAL

R SCOCF: = Tue Faczurry Gud AccommetaTE A Froos Tw
Sreery , S=fev H ).

Extess OF 10% o0F THE PMFE  (Summary Tadut /outhur

SPILLWAY RATING CORVE_

Compured TINTERNALLY By MFC-| VIA THE Tear€zcrdac
RATING CORVE RouTINE, BALCp On THE SPTLLWAY GEimETRY
SHEET 6, THE TrRAPEZOIDAL LavTTAE

AL FPELENTED ON
DTecHARGES IN A WAy

CaccvAaTrrs CRITTCAL ComnteoL

SIMILAKL Te THAT OUTLINED ON Sueer T (SEE Summary

Tasinl L 2ulpur 3_;7557')“. : e ”

-
R A R L A T S M, T AT S e
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_RATLESAD EMBANKMEMT CULVERT RATINE CURVE.

kS

Cuoeveetr ToeeT & 2.5er (Depra) x 2.0FT (WIbTH )

FIEee

RECTANGULAR MA MR DPENTING MEASURED

= CuLvERT OOTLET => RerrTeEd To e A GFr

Drameren

Prre , SWENEE, On THE Davy OF
InsPECTTON THE OOTLET WAs SuEMERGED
Wrrd WATeR ,Dug To Tue AcumuraTron
O Agour 5 ' Fr Oc SeEdTmMENT Twn THE
CULVERLT AND ExtT CHAMNEL. THrt
AccomuLaTzon CF SEQIMENT T REMRZTER
To Be A Commen Occoribnce w/ Desterne

ConE TwreeQuenTLY . :

Sruce THe Acval CuLverT OUTLET Orenvrne ST2e T
Not Kwowwn , And QueE To THE LAcge SeoTment Acs
Whrzoew ConstAanTty CLoce Most OF Tue

OUTLET OPEVT NG
THE PELFICMANCE

OF THE OuTLET WTLL Bz Assumep T fPe
ReppreSENTEL BY THE PEFPFIRMAICE O0F A 2,5Frx 2
RECTANGULARP QOFENTAG .

CovEeT DTSCHAKGFES ARE ConTRLLLED By ,
INLeT Ok Tue OuTLeT CF TuE -f.uLVEET; De ) j TA

Soiti Pacton s Ag  Cross- SECTT snAL AREA , LENGTH
KSOGHMESS , SLoPE, And Enteance GomdzrrTroms OF T

T4 CULVERT
BARREL , A WELL As HEABWATER AnDd TAILWATER LEVELS,
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¥

- TImrer Comreor DISCHARGES ARE IMDEPENDENT OF TAILwWATF?
DEPTH , And Are ConTrorled BY HeadwaTerR Lever Awo
EchmcE GesmeTeY . For P/p (HEADWATER Derfr~ Ts CuLves:
Derre Ratro) < 1.2 , THE DIscHARGE Egquatren TS

Fore

Z.

5 € BH V% 4 H (Cnsveroren Foow )

WhERE Q= DTscHARcE Ta CES Ca = End ConsTPTcTToN OEFFTCIENT
= 0.9 (Square Escep Ewvtrance), 8= wWrorH oF
= a.arr} H = HeadweaTER DEPTH AfSNE TueeT

EcevATION OF H135.0FT , ANd g = 222 Fr/iel?,

(ESTTMATEI) SEE SHEET ')

Q:

o
e 3
< C
i
.

Fo H/O » |12 ¢
-~ _——‘-—-1
Q= Cn 8D J24 (H-CyD)

WHERE @, & g, At M Ake As eerorg |, D= DFPrH OF CuLvewT = 25t
AND Q‘ ConTRALT ToN Caer:rL:E/uT O b (LQuaRE -Frafp ENTRAMCE ).

X p—
TnesemATTon OBTATLED FRom : OFEN CHANNEL FLow BY FM. HFUIJEK":.‘)U)
Mac Mrian Posiesizng Co., Tne., New oRe, New Voek 1966 (Ps 203

= T neeT ComtrRoL FrLows

ELEVATTCN H l u/l) Q ‘ !ELEVATION H ‘ /5 Q
(eT) _ (F7) | (F/er) (cFs) | A (FT) cex) 1 (FT) (cFe)
135.0 - ’ o i 2s| 7 | 28 | 85
360 I | &4 | o | (143.0] 8 3.2 4¢
1371.9 ; 7 T ) i 20 , I|44-b‘ 1 2.4 00
aso | -3 | oz | # ' 4s.o 15 4.0 185
o | 4 | e | 40 naeo | 11 4.4 1o
400 | & 2.0 T | 1410 |2 48 | NS
1A G 2.4 | 8o | 144.0 13 £2 | 2o

- — ———— —— P -
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Kook

- COTLET CowtrRuL DISCHARGES ARE EsPEcTALLY DEPENOENT CN
TATLWATER LEVEL,ALD/\.‘L— WxTH Al OTHER CHICACTERISTIC
Oe THe Cuwvert BArRREL. QutLeT ControL CAML Oc: I

H 7075 D, WIvH Drccupiée DEFTAED BY TTe FELATISASHIP
To HW Tw THE FQuUATTON BELow:

29nl Q2
Hw = [l+Ke+ "Qh.u] 29Ar S

WHERE  HW= WATER SuRFACE ELEVATION @ TMLET In FT, Ke=
EnvTRANCE Loss Co€FFICIENT = 0.4 (WinewALs @ 30™75° To Cuveer,
See REF Berow ). A= 0.020 (Frews Es~zmate) s A= 7.5 er?,

FLOWAREA 7i5; : /
R= GEres FeasnEves = L2aavzsezs] = 063 FT ; [=LEnora OF
COWERT & 200 ET (ESTIMATED)/' S, = SeovE OF CuLvEr ™
= 0.028 (Sueer3 ) ; Q= Cowveer DIscuarcF In CFT
TW= TATLWATER ELEVATION = ELEVATTION (F OuTLET
TIOVERT (R 130.0pr) 4+ DeEPTR OF CoverT (2.5¢T) Foe Q@ Ue
To Flow AT WHTCH OutleT ComTtRoL CONERTAKE; LMLET CowFoL
THEN AssomeE THAT TwW Increas€s AENE THIS ELEVATTI N
BY O.| FT e EVERY 10ces 0e So Taxvease fN Fiaw.

xx “
InroematToon OBTATINED Feom: Hyprauez ¢ CHARTS PR THE SELECTION OF HIGHwWA®™
CoverTs ', HEC W*S, Bukeau OF Pugrzc Rongps.

= OUTLEYT (owmnTRoL Frows .

Q T™W LSe | Hw Q T™W 15 oy
(<FS) ¢FT) [ o T R < NS Ceesy | (eT) 20 W S 4217
o [132.€ ' 5 11327 (20 11$2.6 5 | [14 3.0
70 n2s. § 1245 120 | 13z S 1§2.3
20 s, 8§ 11268 140 | n32e g 5 2
90 1 132.5 S 1129.2 15¢ Nnzza4 -] Heo.T
jso | 328 o 142, | 160 | use S [165.2
1O  1132.5 5 1145, (70 | uz. 5 (199.2

-
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BY _WIV DATE 4-3- 74 PROJ.NO. __13-L/7- 47719
owo.ev_Dun | oatE __guin79  sweerwo 12 or 15 Emnatetan ™
~ TovAaL CurvepT RATING CurvE :
HEADWATF R ®© @
ELEVATTON ST Qoorier Q
(FT) CCFS) GEes) (CFS)
[135.0 o e C
(120D 10 16 (>
1135 20 -3 20
1138.0 40 85 40
1129.0 60 31 Lo
[140.0 70 K Eis
na4(.o §0 96 g0
1142.0 3g |80 LY
11432.0 90 193 90
1144 O Joo 196 190
1145.0 105 [10 58
114,.2 110 13 |10
1147.0 1S A s
1141.4 (17 117 117
114% .6 |20 |20
1152.2 {29 /22
J15G.2 KL 142
[160.7 /3C [s9
1165.3 | 60 160
1n70.2 170 170

@ FRom SHEET (O
@ FRoM SHEET ||
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SUBJECT DAM SAFETM TNSPE CTIoA |
- o |l
QPPEZ DONOHE DAM \ |

By _ W IV pate __4-9-71 PROJNO. __18-0(:/7- 472 CONSULTANTS, |
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ot Ganh. e Aneath Gt U e g ewfeien=t

DAM EMBANMKMENT @AT ING CURV E____:

- ALTHOVGH THE EmBANEMENT CREST T¢ LInEs Wrth = 2.6 FT
WOooBREN PATLROAD TIEZ ] ANY ADDITIONAL STaRAGE WHToH
THEY MTGHT PecvIpE Wril BE MNELLECTED STIACE THEY ARE
NoT ComnsIDELED To LE fPERMANENT STRUCTUREL =r AssumeE THE
WoodEn TIES AFE REMoVEND.

= Frows OvER THE EmeanckmeENT Wiw EBe CompeuTED INTERNALLY
By HEC | VIA THE AssumeTION THAT (LI TICAL DEPTA Occurs
On THE (REST W/ THE CREST PrOFTLE REPRESENTER Ry A
SERTES COF TRAPezorbs. ( SEE Sommary IMPUT/OU’HU’,‘ SHEETS
Foe RATIVE TNFoRMATION ).

- TITnpoT IwnFoemaTIoN @ (BAsEd On FreEwd MNEA: Se EMERTS )
RELERNGTR |CEPTH OF WATER| LENGTH of CREST
ELEVATION AENE CREST TWUNDATE D
(FT) (FT) (FT)
WP @ Q
1128.8 o 75
112%.9 0. 195
a9 c.3 225
1129.| o4 | ° 325
ez | o8 | 38
L 0 20 RV T
1129.5 0.8 500
1129.6 0.9 520
j124.1 1.0 Sl Assumg  20°%
11352 1.5 526 J Scoves To THE Kot
1130.7 2 S ol AnD LEEr OF Tue

EMBMNKEMEAT
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ESTIMATE OF ACIUAL SPTLLWAY CAPACITY

= ALTHOVGH TrE Hypeko LOG'LC/ HYDRAULTC EVALVATION OF THIS
FACTLITY WriL Be Peerowmed ASumING THAT THE SPTLLWAY CHute
CHANNEL TS In Ipeal ComdITToM (SE€ LEcTTow §5.2), Some

EcrTmMATE CF THE ACTuAL PeeSENT  SPTLLWAY SYITEM (UNSEQUENCES
AND CarACTITY SHoued ARE MADE.

= O0E To THE Fresence OF THE BREAcH Two THE Lesr Chure
CHANEL WALL (causey B4 THE PLACEMeNT OF A TemporAfyY Eartd
AND Roce RasAD Acposs THE (CHuTE CeAanne, @ Afser 3SeT DS
From THE SPILLWAY CPEST )/ SoME  SPTLLWAY DTy iaRGE Wril flow

TowaArDd THE ToE WREN THE CHAMNEL QFerH Exeeenl ArRouT
LS Pr ok So.

- THE ActuAl PeesenT CrRITICAL Flow ComtRie SECTIONO T§
LoCATED ALovT Toer DS Fom THE SPTitwaY (See Skeru G SHEerG).
THE AFPROXIMATE Cross-SECTTon Drmewmwsrca: ALE Grvear) In THE SKercH
BEow. Assumine UNIFm Flow AtovE Thrs Sectton (ReF 7, Pe.5), The
MAaxTMUM DEPTH OF Flow UPITEEAM
FRom TeE SEcTTONM WILL BEA 27 ET -
(CorresPondTioe To THE MAxTMum SPTLLWA'Y

DEPTH PRIR To OVELTGPPING wW/y TrE

(Rrtread ContRor O The Ceecr ). Acss

|
=

| -
| o

o TenokINe THE PissracE Fuow THRLUGH
(N6T T SCALE) THE LEFT (HotE CHARMEL WALL EreN
ThHE SPTiLwa (AractTY (AN B Found
Feom . Xm= Vet m‘/la = 27= Ye+ v"?:_:]. STNCE AR Dy + 2.5y And
Be® (Topwasin) = @45y  (Frem GeomeTey )) &= Actve ; Ao Qzeg: g Aj
(Rer 13,06)41) =>

o |

- 'k
Q= J g LSy 428y, .//[5‘5\"'] i Awop

ALLOMIOG APPLCA » VELOU 1Y BEAD
\ Ao CHAMMEL (885 ARE NEGUIGTALE

&t i
e Ve - é_"j (9‘{@2.5733

—

- e ——— e ~ ~

» Y
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THEREFVRE  BY TRIAL AVD FReoe => N % 2Z.0FT

Trus, THE Cacactty Or Toe ActvAL PRESENT SPILLWAY Svitem
Ts AsovT 3 OF THAT (OMPUTED Fog THE fr poiCD REHAGILTTATEL
SPritway Svstem  (SHFET 7). Howeved , Due To Twe EreacH

TN THE LEFT SPTLWAY CHANNEL WAL, THE AZNE ComeutED
CAaPACITY PaTolk To OVERTOPPTINGE WILl Acrvacct CE  Somewuar
Moekg,
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DAM STATTISTICS

HETeHT OF DAm =~ 3| rFeer (Frecd Measocen )

MAXxIMUM FooL SToRAGE CAPACITN = A}'70A,,.pr}_c>emmso FR M |
@ TofP OF Dam L\—\EC-( QuTeuT |

-

Noemac PoorL StorAce CafAcITY = 240 ac-Fr (S€8 Note 1)

DeaTtnnace Area = .51 samr. (Local) PLANINETELED OFF ]
.89 sa mz. (Torar) VSGL 7.5 MzInuTE

SERIE: QuAD | ATraeE, PA |

Note : Svieace CAPACLTITY VALLE WAS OBTAINEL Fiam
U DAMs ReEsefvoTer , AND NATURAL LAKES ") WATEZ KE5 uicEs
RoweTin N2 £, CommoNweALTH OF PERNSYLLANTA,
DerARTMENT OF [ogEsT: AND WATES: HARKrséued  iA.,
1970. Tue FerocTED VALUE WAS 110 MILiTon GacLons,
THIS VALe WAL Auso TNOICATED On Frovee 2 Aendrx F.

DAM _CLASSIFICATION

Dam Stzg - Smace (Res |, TaeLe I\
Hazard CLAsiIFTCcATTON - HIgH (FreLp OfsERvATTON )
ReQquik€ed SOF- V2 EMF + BMF (€eF |, The.e 2)
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HYDEOGRAPH PARAMETER:

LENGTH OF LoncesT WaTtekcovese (L) = |20 mrz. (see Note 2)

Lea = 0.81 ;2 MEASLEED ALenG The LoNGEST WATERCouk<E
Feom Tue DAmM (rest To Tree CEntecrp OF
THE REPRESENTATIVE SUE-BASTA

NoTE 2: THREE TWOEPENDENT STREAMS (BesTpe: THE SMALL Steeam
GeneeatEd By THE Ourrlow: OF THE Uprsteeam UPPER
Domoroe BAN\) Draznv THE LocAL 1.5/ samz. BAsTw.
Eacn OF THE Steeams Enrees THe KEceevore AT A

Drsrroeriy DTFFERENT PoxnT AnD sLLELTS RuNeFF From
Agoor Y3 OF THE Locar Area ( SEE REGTomvAL TernzTy Mae,
APPENDTX & 3 Tuwe L Awe Lea FirameTeR: ARE ALSD

APPRyXT MATELY THE SAMeE For FACH STREAM Sue-sasta. THECER RS
TnsTead OF ConNSTDERING A SEPARATE LocaL Reseevore
INFLow HYDRVGRAPH PR EALH OF THE <1eEAm: , OnLY One
LARGER LocAL TwrFeow HydRoGRAPH WIL B (Comeuted Tw Tz
MEC-1 ANALYSTS. Turs T: Done UNBER TiE AsumPTToN
THAT A HYoROGRAPH GENERATED BY AfpLyzas A Latara
DrivrIzuTion To A Numeed (3)0F SEPARATE FEuT (QuANTITATIVE
EacaL UNIT Hyoroceards AMd Ascitie Tue Reioers CAn
BE APPRCXIMATED By APPLITNG TRE RATA FALL DIiFrRIEUT Ton
To A ONIT HypR.crAPH WHIcH Te A Numese (3) Tome:
LARGER THAN ANY OnE OF Tue Sepfeate FuT FauAL
UNIT GRAPHS. THE LARGE UNTT GeaPR Ty LE ComeueEd

By HMEC-I WTw LE Eases On THE Eorree LocAL LRATUAGE
AREA As WELL Af THE L Awd Lea VALUE: AgovE Whred
WERE MeAsuReEd For THE Sud-B8Astar WHICH CoNTATNEL Twur
LARGEST OF THE Turee Steeams ( S€e Resrovac NTeInTTY Mar,
KEPREFUTATIVE S»u-;-\)w). (w\\.u& OF L AND Lta WERE
MEAZCEED FPim THE USGS 7.5 MzInoTE LATFLEE, FA QuAD )
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[ ZoNe 24, Odzo
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s Tp o= SNYDERS STAMDARD LAG = [.G (Lxlea)
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o
te= 16 LQ3)~Co8N] = Les e

EESERNOTE SORFACE AREAS

Suereace AreA (SA) @ NoemAL Pror EL. 10940 = 33.2 ackes

{

NoteE Z: SukrFACE AREA NALues WERE OATAINED FFEom
FreurE Z | APPENDTIX F, By PLaNTMETERING THE
AREAS BETWEEN THeE RE:PECTIVE CoNTI0R LINES AND
Tue Dam Crest. ActuaL NormaL Poor ELEVATION COF
1054.0 WAL 0CTATVED FRom A ComeruaTTIon O Freuec:

2 Anb 6, Areenorx Fu (Consteocrzon Deawzwes T Appendex F
ARE 2FT LowER THAn ACTUAL ELEVATIONS = SEF NotFi o0 Fre. 2)

SA @ EL. 110D fr = 42,4 AcRES

RATE Or AReA CuANGE FEr Fror OF Reservore Rrsg:

A (424- 22 32) prwec:
. /B8R = /(Hw.o-lo‘iko) frey

A 5
a /A H ~ I : 5 AC‘ES/F';JT

SA@ Tot OF DAm EL. 1097.7 = (1.5 ) (106477~ 1094.0) + 22 24
(Low Ter 2F Bam ELevaTTon = Frecd Meaius .=L§

SA @ EL 10977 = 25.9 acvee
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RESERVSTA ELEVATT oN @ "QO" STORAGE

NormaL Poor Vowvme = Y32 HA = 340 Ac-Fr CONTL METHST

ZA @ Noemac Pooe EL. 1094.0 = 22.2 acees

Vv 3 (240 AC-FT) /.
H = A = ¢ /L233Acnea) ~ 30.6 FT

.
s

ZEPS VoLUME ELEVATION = (094.0 - 2c.5 = 1062.4 F1

Note 4 :  Arinws=d THE ACTUAL MINTMuM LELERVOTL
ELevATIoN @ “O" Storeace Js = [072.0 FT.
(Fro. 7, Areenntx F) TN ORDER To (omPuTE A STOPAGE -
DrscH ARGE RELATIONSHTIP AND StTie MarnTazal A
STORAGE CF 3240 AC-FT Q@ NermAL Pooc., THE ARVE
CALCOLATED “O " S73RAGE FELevaTtron O [063.4
Most e TmeuT Twro THE HEC-I Peagram.

STORAGE - ELEVATION RELATTONSHIA

Comeoren Tareenacty By Tue HEC-) FPRoseam, EBAsen

ON GIVEN SuRFACE AREA Vs ELevATTION TINEOQMATTON,
s \
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PMP CALCULATIOAS

- APPROXIMATE RAINFALL TNDEX = 24 IncHes (eer. 3 Fre. | )
( CorresPonnInGg To A DurATION OF 24 Hes
AND A DRATINAGE AREA OF 20D s@. MI
LocaTEL IN SooTHWESTERN PENNSYLVANTA )

- DepPTH - AREA - DorAaTION Zowne BT (REF 2,Fz6 1)

= ALTHOUGH THE Leocac DeaTwacE Area & |51 sa.mz, Tue AcEA
OVER Wuied THE PMP Wrie BE CENTERED TIs THE Torar [.99 semr.
BASTV AREA => ASSUME THAT DATA CoRRESPONDTNG To A
|0 sa.MT. ApEA Ts REPRESENTATIVE OF Turs LAITAMN :

PERC=MT OF
DuRATION TADEX RATNFALL
(HR) ( °/s)
b [02.0
I 120.0
Z4 130.0

Nete 5: A 24-4R RATHER THAN A 48-HKR DueATrToN T UseEd
So THAT A Time S$1E0 OF &- MINUTE: AN £f
Used TN THE HEC-| Proceam

- Hop Brock Factor ( ADBJUSTMEMT Fek BASTN SHAPE As WELL As

Fok THE LEsseR LTkELTIHooDd CF A =SrEvERE SToem (ERTFRIAG
OVER A SMALLER RASIN ) CoRRESPONOING To A DA = [.39 za mz,
(<10samz) = 0.80 (Rer 4, P6 49),

[ e
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SPILLWAY CAPACETY

- Spreway PeorToE (NoT T> SCALE}

— EL 109%.6 (ww)

CoNCRETE — EL 18940
WINGWALL (sPILwAN

CREST )
CONCRETE.
CHYE CHANNEL
" — ELIs6T.S
o = 45’ r s3’ ‘
[ 5%

EEeTIcns A

- SeTuLlwAY (CerE:t SECTTON : (NoT To SCALE)

LOW TOP OF DAm

ToP 6F WINGWALL
EL. 1098.6 e 0% dar
¢ &V/\ 77
MAXIMUM HETIGHT oF RESFRVDTR |- K
ABOVE SPTLLWAY CREST PRIOR $
1O EMBANKMENT OVERTOFPTNG: S
Ym > 3.7 F1 SPILLWA Y
: o CREST
R i S T e B s N T e — EL 08¢0
CONCRETE ~ N 7788Z7AX 7 PRTIR V2N
807

= AssumrNg THAT THE WATER SukFace PeofFziE PASSES THRoLGH
CRITICAL DFPTH @ Sectron @ : EvERGY Batance Cerween O Anp O =

N

< 2/-"’ .L..Z (o}
Y + /l/25 + 2, = Y. + ‘/23 + 2, +/J)(i7 (ber 7 Pe.d:

WheERE = KEs€ueIl VEwscrTy = O Frs,
2, = Eevatron @ O Iwn r.,
Ve CRITICAL VEwcezTY @ & To Fs.,
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Z,.= ELEVATION ¢ & In FT., AN
W, = HEap Loss BETWEEN @ And & =~ O

- SINCE 2 (-2, = O (SEcTroNs @ AMD @D ARE CLosE TPGETHER )

Ym = Ye + /2 w/ Ym= 37Fr

- FoR CritrcaL DertH T A RECTANGULLAR SECTION :
b
2g = o (Rer 7, PG.55)

S \{M t SuPErEe . i Y‘/z = 3/; Me

= CerticAL Aeesa = A, = (BOF—T\(YL) = (30Fr)(247Fr) & 197.6 Fr 2
- CRITICAL NELocrTy = T = \/3‘@ (From Aesve)
s
Ta® 8.92 BPS
s SPTILLWAY CapaczTy = Q= A v = (476er?)(8492Fps)
G 22 | eQ Ceg
Nete 5: Tr Dam Crect Was Lever @ DeEsxen Erevarzon [1093.0Fr

-2
D Ymed = 2Ye D Ner 26TEr ;5 o, = L32Fr S
ver 9.25 F25 ; Q= Acve = [8c(2.467)) [925] = (930 ¢r:
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SPILLWAY RATING CORVE

CompuTeD TwTerRNALLY By WEC-1 V1A THE TPAPE 20T0AL
RATING CURVE ELouTTNE , BASED ON THE SPTLLWAY
GeEOMETEY As PREENTED ON SHEET &. THe TrAPEZLTICAL
LooTINE CALcowATES CRITICAL ConTROL DISCHARGES TN

A WAY StmTLAR To THAT OuTLINED ON SHEETS & 4ud 7 .
( see Summaey Twnpor /Ou-rpur SUEETS ).

__DAM EMEANKMENT RATTING CUEVE

= CompuTED TwmTERWALLY B HEC-I VIA Tee Assomprron

THAT CRTTTCAL DEPTH Cccwurs OM THE CResT (WHEN CVERm,‘PEL)/
w/ Tre Ceéect PRofFTLE ReEFREIENTED By A Serzfe OF

TeArE 20TIds., (SFE SummALY TwPuT JOuTPUT SHEETS FoR

RATING TaFOMATION ).

- TneoT TrormemaTTon @ (BAsEy ON FTELD MEAIURENENTS )

RESEAVCTR | DEFTH oF WATFE| LENGTH OF (REST
ELEVATICON ABNE CREST TIMNUNDATED
(FT) LET) (&7)
ToP oF DAM - [097.7 C 300
1097.8% 0. 4320
1098.0 O 520
(6981 0.4 740
488 | 0% | 800 !
|044.0 .3 ' 320 ‘
1099 5 [ 1.8 = =0
[160.0 | 2.3 | B0
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Geology

The Upper Donohoe Dam is located in the Pittsburgh
Plateau Section of the Appalachian Plateaus Physiographic
Province. The Pittsburgh Plateau Section is characterized
by flat-lying to gently folded sedimentary rock strata of
Pennsylvanian age. Major structural axes trend from south-
west to northeast with flanking strata dipping northwest and
southeast. The amplitude of folding in this section is
quite low, consequently, surface expression of the major
structures is not evident.

Structurally, the Upper Donohoe Dam is located midway
between the Greensburg syncline to the northwest and the
Fayette anticline to the southeast. The axial trace of
these two structures are nearly parallel and trend N45° to
50°E. Each of these structures is doubly plunging adjacent
to the site. The Greensburg syncline forms an elongated
structural basin west of the site, whereas the Fayette
anticline forms an elongated dome on its axis to the east.
In the immediate vicinity of the dam, bedrock generally
strikes N40° to 45°E and dips to the northwest at approxi-
mately 350 feet per mile or about 3 to 4 degrees.

The dam and reservoir are located on sedimentary rock
strata of the Conemaugh Group of Pennsylvanian age. Based
on published data, the bedrock underlying the dam consists
of those members of the Conemaugh Group which generally lie

approximately 320 to 350 feet below the base of the Pittsburgh




]

Coal. The generalized stratigraphic column for this area
indicates the Saltsburg sandstone is to be expected in this
interval.

In 1978, a subsurface investigation of the existing
embankment and underlying foundation was conducted to
evaluate the structure and develop rehabilitation design
parameters. A total of six test borings were drilled on and
downstream of the existing embankment. All of the borings
sampled at least 25 feet of bedrock. A medium to moderately
massive sandstone was encountered in all the test borings.
This sandstone was incorrectly identified as the Morgantown
sandstone which occurs well above elevation 1200 in the
immediate vicinity of the site. The sandstone underlying
the embankment is most likely the Saltsburg sandstone. The
subsequent analysis performed by the consultant, however,
remains the same since the prominent sandstone members of
the Conemaugh Formation share common characteristics. The
following excerpt is taken from the consultant's report.

"The foundation (natural) soils on which the
embankment fill has been placed consist of a relatively
thin (average thickness 6 feet) layer of residual
soils. These residual soils have been formed by the
in-place weathering of the underlying bedrock and
reflect both their lithology and fabric. The founda-
tion soils vary in consistency from stiff to very stiff
which indicates low consolidation, moderate shear
strength properties and in-situ low permeabilities.

The surface of bedrock slopes at approximately the
same rate as the natural ground surface. Litholog-
ically, the rock sampled in the test borings consists

of fine to medium grained sandstones separated by 5 to
7 feet thick layers of claystone and clayey shales.

E-2




The top 5 to 10 feet of bedrock strata exhibited exten-
sive leaching and water staining, reflecting the long
and continuous movement of water."

l"Subsurface Exploration and Geotechnical Engineering

Investigation, Upper Dam and Twin Lakes Park, Westmoreland
County, Pennsylvania," prepared by Geo-Mechanics, Inc.,
for the Westmoreland County, Department of Parks and
Recreation, Greensburg, Pennsylvania, September 1978.

2"Geologic Atlas of the United States, Latrobe Folio,
Pennsylvania," U. S. Geological Survey, No. 110, 1904.
3

County, Pennsylvania," M. E. Johnson, Topographic and
Geologic Survey, Atlas 37, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, 1925.

[ -

"Mineral Resources of the Greensburg Quadrangle, Westmoreland
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APPENDIX G

REGIONAL VICINITY AND WATERSHED BOUNDARY MAP
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