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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.

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 Flood" for the region
(greatest reasonable 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 condi=-
tion, and the downstream damage potential.




)

o

[ RN

-~ o, 3
.. . SR

PHASE I INSPECTION REPORT
NATIONAL DAM INSPECTION PROGRAM

ABSTRACT

Steel Dam: NDI I.D. No. PA-00495

Owner: Bethlehem Mines Corporation
State Located: Pennsylvania (PennDER I.D.
No. 63-63)
County Located: Washington
Stream: Center Branch of Pigeon Creek
Inspection Date: 22 July 1980
Inspection Team: GAI Consultants, Inc. ]

570 Beatty Road :
Monroeville, PA 15146

The visual inspection, operational history and hydrologic/
hydraulic analysis indicate that the facility is in good
condition.

v e TR

The size classification of the facility is small and its
hazard classification is considered to be high. 1In accor-
dance with the recommended guidelines, the Spillway Design
Flood (SDF) for the facility ranges between the 1/2-PMF
(Probable Maximum Flood) and the PMF. Due to the high
potential for damage to downstream structures and possible
loss of life, the SDF is considered to be the PMF. Results
of the hydrologic and hydraulic analysis indicate the faci-
lity will pass and/or store approximately Si?percent of the
PMF prior to embankment overtopping at the low top of dam.
Thus, the spillway system is considered to be inadequate,
but not seriously inadequate. Should the embankment crest
be regraded to design elevation, the spillway would be
capable of passing approximately 60 percent of the PMF prior
to embankment overtopping. :

It is recommended that the owner immediately:

a. Develop a formal emergency warning system to
notify downstream residents should hazardous conditions
develop. 1Included in the plan should be provisions for
around-the-clock surveillance of the facility during periods
of unusually heavy precipitation.
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b. Remove the trees adjacent to the right spillway
sidewall and regrade the right abutment crest to conform to
the design top of dam elevation.

C. Renmove the regetation from within the spillway
shannel and fill the joints with appropriate expansion
material.

d. Develoy tormal nanuals of operation and mainten-
1me to ensure tie continued proper care of the facility.

CAI Consultarnts, inc. aApproved by:
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PHASE I INSPECTION REPORT
NATIONAL DAM INSPECTION PROGRAM
STEEL DAM
(PIGECN CREEK RESERVOIR DAM)
NDI# PA-00495, PennDER# 63-~63

SECTION I
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.

1.1 Purpocse.

The purpose is to determine if the dam constitutes a
hazard to human life or property.

1.2 Description of Project.

a. Dam and Appurtenances. Steel Dam is an earth
embankment approximately 15 feet high and 485 feet long
(including spillway). The facility is provided with a
centrally located concrete spillway with an ogee shaped weir
100 feet long. The spillway is flanked on both sides by
earth abutments. A concrete corewall within both abutments,
is founded on rock and extends to within l-foot of the
design crest of the dam. A reinforced concrete control
tower is located along the upstream slope to the left of the
spillway. Outlet conduits consist of a 10-inch diameter
supply pipe and a 24~inch diameter blowoff pipe both encased
in concrete and valved at their inlet ends.

b. Location. Steel Dam is located on the center
branch of Pigeon Creek in Somerset Township, Washington
County, Pennsylvania about three miles northwest of Ells-
worth, Pennsylvania. The dam, reservoir and watershed are
contained within the Hackett and Ellsworth, Pennsylvania
7.5-minute U.S.G.S. topographic quadrangles (see Figure 1,
Appendix E). The coordinates of the dam are N 40° 07.7' and
W 80° 03.9'.

c. Size Classification. Small (15 feet high, 189

acre~feet storage capacity at top of dam}.
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d. Hazard Classification. High (See Section 3.l.e).

Bethlehem Mines Corporation
Ellsworth Division

P.0. Box 143

Eighty Four, PA 15330

e. Ownership.

D. A. Sparks - Manager
c/o0 D. Patterson

f. Purpose. Water Supply.
g. Historical Data. Correspondence in PennDER files

indicate that Steel Dam was designed in 1950-1951 and was
constructed between July 1952 and November 1953. Neither

the designer or contractor is specifically named in avai- ;
lable correspondence; however, Morris Knowles, Inc., con-

sulting engineers from Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, is men-

tioned.

Design review by PennDER predecessors resulted in many
design change recommendations, all of which were incor-
porated into the final design. Construction progress re~-
ports, inspection memoranda and photographs indicate that
contract compliance was achieved and that all structural
elements were founded on competent rock. One of the con-
struction photographs indicates that the downstream slope
was extended to its present configuration during the ori-
ginal construction.

No significant modifications have been made to the
facility since construction and it has reportedly functioned
adequately.

1.3 Pertinent Data.

a. Drainage Area (square miles). 4.1

b. Discharge at Dam Site.

Discharge Capacity of Outlet Conduit - Discharge
curves are not available.

Discharge Capacity of
3590 cfs (See Appendix D, Sheet

c. Elevation (feet above

Spillway at Maximum Pool =
6).

mean sea level). The fol-

lowing elevations were obtained
through field measurements that

from available drawings and
were based on the elevation

of the service spillway crest at 1002.0 feet (see Appen-
dix D, Sheet 1).




Design Top of Dam

Low Top of Dam

Maximum Design Pool

Maximum Pool of Record

Normal Pool

spillway Crest

Upstream Inlet Invert
Downstream Outlet Invert
Streambed at Centerline of Dam
Maximum Tailwater

Reservoir Length (feet).

Top of Dam
Normal Dam

Storage (acre-feet),

Top of Dam
Normal Pool

Reserxvoir Surface (acres).

Top of Dam
Nermal Pool

Dam.
Type
Length

Height

Top Width

Upstream Slope

Downstream Slope

1007.0

1006.5 (field).
1007.0

Not known.
1002.0

1002.0

994.0

991.5

992.5

Not known.

3200
2000

189
89

29
17

Earth.

385 feet (ex-
cluding spill-
way).

15 feet (field
measured; low
top of dam to
invert of
blowoff out-
let).

150 feet (mini-
mum) .

3H:1V

N/A (see 'Gen-~
eral Plan -
Field Inspec-
tion Notes,"
Appendix A).
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Zoning

Impervious Core

Cutoff

Grout Curtain

Diversion Canal and
Regulating Tunnels.

Spillway.
Type

Crest Elevation
Crest Length

Qutlet Conduit.

Type

Length

Closure and Regulating
Facilities

e ———— 4

Homogenous
earth.

Concrete core-
wall extends
from rock to
l-foot below
crest.

Corewall ex-
tends to sound
rock.

None.

None.

Uncontrolled,
rectangular
concrete chan-
nel with an
ogee shaped

weir.
1002.0 feet.
100.0 feet.

24-inch diam-
eter CIP en-
cased in con-
crete.

180 feet (esti-
mated; inlet to
blowoff out-
let).

Flow through
conduit is
controlled by a
24-inch dia-
meter sluice
gate located at
the inlet
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Access

within the con-
crete control
tower.

Steel framed,
wood plank foot
bridge from
crest (see
Photograph 7).
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SECTION 2
ENGINEERING DATA

2.1 Design.

a. Design Data Availability and Sources. No formal
design reports are available for any aspect of the facility.
A drawing from the owner (see Figure 6, Appendix E) contains
a stability evaluation of the gravity type spillway struc-
ture. Design drawings are available from the owner and
PennDER files.

b. Design Features.

1. Embankment. The original design features of
the embankment are shown on Figures 2 through 6. As indi-
cated, the embankment design consists of a homogeneous
earthfill with a central concrete corewall. Correspondence
and construction photographs indicate the corewall was
extended into competent rock. The upstream slope is covered
with 12 inches of grouted rock and the slope angle was set
at 3H:1V. The design called for the crest width to be 10
feet and the downstream slope to be set at 2-1/2H:1V. Field
observations revealed the upstream slope was constructed as
per design. The downstream face, however, was apparently
covered with excess material and now slopes very gently
downstream making it hardly discernible from the embankment
Crest.

2. Appurtenant Structures.

a) Spillway. Details of the spillway
design are shown on Figures 3 and 4. As indicated, the
spillway design consists of an ogee shaped gravity section,
a stilling basin and a reinforced concrete, trapezoidal
shaped discharge channel. The gravity section and wall (]
foundations are seated on rock. The concrete corewalls join ‘
the gravity section to provide a continuous seepage barrier
along the dam centerline.

b) Qutlet Works. The outlet works is
shown in detail on Figures 3 and 5. As indicated, it con-
sists of a 10-inch diameter supply pipe and a 24-inch dia-
meter blowoff pipe, both encased in concrete and controlled
by slide gates within a control tower situated near the
upstream dam toe. The gates are operated by handwheels from
atop the control tower which is accessed by a foot bridge

from the embankment crest. {
c. Specific Design Data and Criteria. Figure 6 shows f

a detailed spillway analysis for five reservoir conditions.




Results of the analysis (also shown on the figure) indicate
that the design configuration is acceptable. Specifications
for concrete mixes and fill placement are also presented in
the notes shown on Figures 3 and 5.

2.2 Construction Records.

Bi-weekly construction progress reports are available
from PennDER files in addition to seven construction photo-
graphs that confirm pertinent construction details.

2.3 Operational Records.

No formal records of operation are available for the
facility.

2.4 Other Investigations.

No records of any formal investigations other than one
state inspection report are available.

2.5 Evaluation.

The available data in the form of design drawings,
construction progress reports and dated construction photo-
graphs are considered sufficient to make a reasonable
Phase I assessment of the facility.
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SECTION 3
VISUAL INSPECTION

3.1 Observations.

a. General. The general appearance of the facility
suggests that it is in good condition.

b. Embankment. The visual inspection indicates that
the embankment is in good condition and is generally well
maintained with few exceptions. It was noted that the con-
figuration of the crest and downstream slope were substan-
tially modified, probably during construction. The crest
was extended and the downstream slope virtually eliminated
such that the overall appearance of the facility is that of
an incised impoundment.

Deficiencies that should be corrected include: size-
able tree growth adjacent to the right spillway wingwall and
noticeable crest settlement along the right abutment sec~
tion.

C. Appurtenant Structures.

1. Spillway. The overall condition of the
spillway is good. No significant cracking or concrete
deterioration was observed. Moderate scaling of the flow
surface is apparent especially near the downstream end of
the spillway. An excessive amount of vegetation has rooted
itself along the expansion joints in the spillway floor (see
Photographs 3 and 4). The vegetation and supporting soil
should be removed and the joints filled with appropriate '
expansion material. i

2. Outlet Works. The outlet works structures
and mechanisms all appear to be in good condition (see
Photographs 7 and 8). No significant cracking or deterior-
ation of the concrete elements was observed. Metal parts
were adequately painted and the access bridge was in good
condition.

4. Reservoir Area. The reservoir impounded by Steel
Dam is surrounded by gentle to moderate slopes that are
primarily wooded. No slope distress or significant sedimen-
tation was observed.

e. Downstream Channel. The spillway discharges into

the center branch of Pigeon Creek which is contained in a
gently sloped, relatively wide valley. At approximately two
miles downstream of the dam the center branch merges with
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the south branch of Pigeon Creek. Other than the Conrail
track that parallels the stream, no inhabitable structures
are located within the reach from the dam to this conflu-
ence. At approximately 2,000 feet further downstream from
the confluence, the combined stream flow enters the Ells-
worth Reservoir, an industrial and municipal water supply
impoundment. Failure of Steel Dam would probably cause
overtopping and failure of the downstream dam and possibly
result in loss of life within the several commercial struc-
tures adjacent to the reservoir. Consequently, the hazard
classification is considered to be high.

3.2 Evaluation.

The overall condition of the facility is considered to
be good. The dam and 1its appurtenances are reasonably well
maintained and the as-built configuration of the embankment
provides more than adequate stability. Deficiencies which
should be corrected include: overgrowth adjacent the right
spillway wingwall near the embankment crest; a low area
along the dam crest to the right of the spillway; and exces-
sive vegetation rooted within the expansion joints of the
spillway floor.
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SECTION 4
OPERATIONAL PROCEDURES

4.1 Normal Operating Procedure.

The facility is self-regulating with excess inflow
automatically discharged through the spillway. Under normal
operating conditions the blowoff line is closed and the
intake line opened within the intake tower. Valve mech-
anisms within the tower were not operated in the presence of
the inspection team and the owner's representative did not
know when they were last operated. There is no formal
operations manual associated with the facility.

4.2 Maintenance of Dam.

The facility has been maintained on an unscheduled
basis and there are no formal records or maintenance manual
available. The left abutment section is reasonably well
maintained apparently due to its easy access and use as a
mine rescue practice area. The right abutment, which is not
readily accessible, has become overgrown with brush and
trees. The crest level of the right abutment is also noti-
ceably low, particularly adjacent to the right spillway
wingwall.

4.3 Maintenance of Operating Facilities.

The access bridge and operating mechanisms appear to be
well maintained although the operability of the valve mech-
anism could not be confirmed during the inspection. No
formal maintenance manual 1s available.

4.4 Warning System.

There is no formal warning system associated with the
facility; however, the owner maintains communications with
the downstream water treatment facility.

4.5 Evaluation.

No formal manuals of maintenance and operation are
available, but, are recommended to ensure the continued
proper care of the facility. Included in these manuals
should be a formal emergency warning system for the notifi-
cation of downstream inhabitants in the event hazardous
conditions develop.

L e e ———




SECTION 5
HYDROLOGIC/HYDRAULIC EVALUATION

5.1 Design Data.

No formal design reports or calculations are available.
Correspondence contained in PennDER files indicate the
spillway was sized to accommodate a storm runoff of 1,000
cubic feet per second per square mile of watershed.

5.2 Experience Data.

No specific records are available for this facility.

5.3 Visual Observations.

On the date of the inspection, no conditions were
observed that would indicate that the spillway structure
would not perform satisfactorily during a flood event,
within the limits of its design capacity. Discharge through
the spillway would be limited, however, by the low area
along the right abutment crest.

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 1 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 capa-
bilities of the program are briefly outlined in the preface
' “ contained in Appendix D.

1 5.5 Summary of Analysis.

a. Spillway Design Flood (SDF). In accordance with
/ procedures and guidelines contained in the National Guide-
\ lines for Safety Inspection of Dams for Phase I Investiga-
d tions, the Spillway Design Flood (SDF) for Steel Dam ranges
L between the 1/2-PMF and the PMF. This classification is
' based on the relative size of the dam (small), and the
potential hazard of dam failure to downstream develorments
(high). Due to its high potential for damage to downstream
structures and possible loss of life, the SDF for this
facility is considered to be the PMF.

| 11
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b. Results of Analysis. Steel Dam was evaluated

under normal operating conditions. That is, the reservoir
was initially at its normal pool or spillway elevation of
1002.0 feet with the spillway weir discharging freely. The
outlet conduit was assumed to be non-functional for the
purpose of analysis, since the flow capacity of the conduit
is not such that it would significantly increase the total
discharge capabilities of the facility. The spillway con-
sists of a concrete, trapezoidal, chute channel with dis-
charges controlled by a concrete, ogee shaped weir. All
pertinent engineering calculations relative to the evalua-
tion of this facility are provided in Appendix D.

Overtopping analysis (using the Modified HEC-1l Computer
Program) indicated that the discharge/storage capacity of
Steel Dam can accommodate only about 51 percent of the PMF
(SDF) prior to embankment overtopping. The peak PMF inflow
of approximately 7075 cfs was slightly attenuated by the
discharge/storage capability of the dam, as the resulting
PMF peak outflow was about 7055 cfs (Appendix D, Summary
Input/Output Sheets, Sheet C). Under PMF conditions, the
embankment would be overtopped for approximately 6.5 hours
with a maximum depth of inundation of about 1.9 feet above
the low top of dam (Summary Input/Output Sheets, Sheet C).
It is also noted that if the embankment crest was regraded
to design elevation, the spillway would be capable of passing
approximately 60 percent of the PMF prior to embankment
overtopping.

5.6 Spillway Adequacy.

Although Steel Dam cannot accommodate its SDF (the PMF)
without overtopping, the possible downstream consequences of
embankment failure due to overtopping were not evaluated.
Since the facility can safely pass a flood of at least
1/2-PMF magnitude, breaching analysis was not performed in
accordance with Corps directive ETL-1110-2-234. Thus, as
Steel Dam cannot accommodate a PMF-size flood, its spillway
is considered to be inadequate, but not seriously inade-
quate.
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SECTION 6
EVALUATION OF STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

6.1 Visual Observations.

a. Embankment. Based on visual observations, the
embankment 1s in good condition. The grouted rock riprap
provides adequate upstream slope protection. Modifications
(probably during construction) have resulted in a downstream
configuration that virtually precludes embankment insta-
bility. The right abutment section has apparently settled
with the crest being lower than the right spillway wingwall.
Overtopping would therefore be concentrated over the right
abutment and could cause serious erosion along the spillway.
Several large trees are also located on the right abutment
adjacent to the spillway wingwall. The root systems and/or
toppling of these trees could eventually cause structural
damage to the spillway components if not removed.

b. Appurtenant Structures.

1. Sgillwax. The spillway appears to be struc-
turally well designed and currently in good condition. An
unusual amount of vegetation appears to be rooted along the
floor slab expansion joints providing some obstruction to
flow. The vegetation should be removed and the joints
filled with appropriate expansion material.

2. Outlet Works. The outlet structures and
mechanisms appear to be 1in good condition. Routine main-
tenance 1s recommended to ensure operability of the slide
gates.

6.2 Design and Construction Techniques.

Limited data indicate that the design and construction
were performed in accordance with generally accepted prac-
tices.

6.3 Past Performance.

No data or other evidence is available that would
indicate the facility has not performed satisfactorily since
its construction.

13
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6.4 Seismic Stability.

The dam is located within Seismic Zone No. 1 and is
subject to minor earthquake induced dynamic forces. It is
believed that the static stability of the structure is
sufficient to withstand such forces; however, no calcula-
tions and/or investigations were performed to confirm this
belief.
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SECTION 7
ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REMEDIAL MEASURES

7.1 Dam Assessment.

a. Safety. The visual inspection suggests that the
facility is 1in good condition.

The size classification of the facility is small and
its hazard classification is considered to be high. In
accordance with the recommended guidelines, the Spillway
Design Flood (SDF) for the facility ranges between the
1/2-PMF (Probable Maximum Flood) and the PMF. Due to the
high potential for significant downstream economic damage
and possible loss of life that would be associated with an
embankment breach, the SDF for the facility is considered to
be the PMF. Results of the hydrologic and hydraulic analysis
indicate the facility will pass approximately 51 percent of
the PMF prior to overtopping the right abutment section at
low top of dam. Thus, the spillway system is considered
inadequate, but not seriously inadequate. Should the em-
bankment crest be regraded to design elevation, the spillway
would be capable of passing approximately 60 percent of the
PMF prior to embankment overtopping.

b. Adequacy of Information. The available data are
considered sufficient to make a reasonable Phase I evalua-
tion of the facility.

c. Urgency. The recommendations listed below should
be implemented immediately.

4. Necessity for Additional Investigations. No

additional 1nvestigations are considered necessary at this
time.

7.2 Recommendations/Remedial Measures.

It is recommended that the owner immediately:

a. Develop a formal emergency warning system to
notify downstream residents should hazardous conditons
develop. Included in the plan should be provisions for
around-the-clock surveillance of the facility during periods
of unusually heavy precipitation.

b. Remove the trees adjacent to the right spillway
sidewall and regrade the right abutment crest to conform to
the design top of dam elevation.
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c. Remove the vegetation from within the spillway
channel and fill the joints with appropriate expansion
material.

Py

4. Develop formal manuals of operation and mainten-
ance to ensure the continued proper care of the facility.
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APPENDIX A

VISUAL INSPECTION CHECKLIST AND FIELD SKETCHES
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APPENDIX B

ENGINEERING DATA CHECKLIST
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GAI CONSULTANTS. INC.

CHECK LIST NDIID# 2270049
HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC PENNDERID #_ 63-63
ENGINEERING DATA

SIZE OF DRAINAGE AREA; _ 4-1 square miles.

ELEVATION TOP NORMAL POOL: _10092:0 STORAGE CAPACITY: 89 acre-feet.

ELEVATION TOPFLOOD CONTROLPOOL: ____—=  STORAGECAPACITY. ____ ==

ELEVATION MAXIMUM DESIGN POOL:_1007.0 STORAGE CAPACITY: —

ELEVATION TOP DAM: _1006.5 STORAGE CAPACITY: _ 189 acre-feet.
TIow spot)

SPILLWAY DATA
CREST ELEVATION: _1002.0 feet.

TYPE: Uncontrolled, rectangular, concrete channel with ogee shaped weir.

CREST LENGTH: _100.0 feet.

CHANNEL LENGTH: _150 feet.

SPILLOVER LOCATION: _Near center of dam.

NUMBER AND TYPE OF GATES: _None.

OUTLET WORKS

TYPE: _10-inch diameter CIP supnly: 24-inc¢h diameter CIP blowoff,

LOCATION; _Left of spillway.

ENTRANCE'NVERTS Blowoff - 294.0 feet. ».

EXITINVERTS: __Blowoff ~ 991.5 feet,

4 '( EMERGENCY DRAWDOWN FACILITIES: 24—3’.nch dJ:.ameter blowoff controlled by a
: “24-1inch diameter sluice gate.

HYDROMETEOROLOGICAL GAGES
' TYPE: None.

i LOCATION:

Ty,

RECORDS:

MAXIMUM NON-DAMAGING DISCHARGE: Not known.
{ ' PAGE50OF 5
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APPENDIX D

HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULICS ANALYSES
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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 result-
ing from assumed structural failures of the dam. Briefly,
the computational procedures typically used in the dam over-
topping 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.

c. Routing of the outflow hydrograph(s) from the
reservoir to desired downstream locations. The results
provide the peak discharge(s), time(s) of the peak dis-
charge(s), and the maximum stage(s) of each routed hydro-
graph 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.

.
xa

c. Development of a failure hydrograph(s) based on
specified breach criteria and normal reservoir outflow.

d. 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.

o R i es RO R, L




i HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULIC ANALYSIS 4
| DATA BASE :

NAME OF DaM: STEEL DAM

PROBABLE MAXIMUM PRECIPITATION (PMP) = 24 INCHES/24 HOURS ‘Y’

STATICN . 1 2 3

STEEL DaAM

STATICN DESCRIPTICN

DRAINAGE AREA (SQUARE MILES) 4.1

CCMULATIVE DRAINAGE AREA
(SQUARE MIIZES)

ADJUSTMENT CF PMF PCR

DRAINAGE AREA LOCATION (n) (M| Zome 7
§ HCURS 102
12 BCURS 120
24 ECURS 130
48 HCURS 140
72 acUms -
SNYDER SYCRCGRAPE PARAMETERS
2CNE (2) 29
Co  (2) 0.50
Ce () 1.60
L (MIZES)  (4) 4.0
4 tea (MIZES) (4) 2.0
te = Ce (L-Zea)?3 (zoums) 2.99
SPILIWAY CATA
CREST LZNGTH (FEET) 100
: FREZECARD (FEZT) 4.5

(1) EYCRCMETECROLOGICAL REPCRT - 33, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 19%6.

(2) 7yPROLOGIC ZONT DEFINED BY CORPS CF EZNGINEERS, BALTIMCEE DISTRICT, TOR
CETERMINATION CF SNYDER CCEIFFICIENTS (Cp AND Co.).

(3) SNYDER COE¥TICIZNTS

(4)L = LZNGTH OP LONGEST WATERCCURSE TRCM CAM 72 BASIN DIVTTE.
Lca = LENGTH CF LCNGEST WATSRCCURSE FRCM DAM 7O POINT OPPASITE 3ASIN CINTo-




e A e

—— e AN e —

SUBJECT DAM SAFETY TNSPECTICON L ——
STEEL DAM SO SR

'CONSULTANTS, I

8y 27 DATE IR PROJ.NO. _ 19 =230~ 435"

-, : - - . Engineers ¢ Geoiog.s's » Planners
CHKD. 8Y [ OATE _ -~ - -~ -~ SHEET NO. ] OF d Environmenta! Specialists

DAM STAT\ST\CS/

v,

( L0 TDP o~ Dam 7o

% SIS

- zewr o Dam T AST AT

- - e /. 3
Dellr (Ao, & 87 aeer {SEFF AT L

= Mooy, Pl Ve

- B ]
~ Maxipum Pooe [rmuss Caracrr /37 ec-cr (HET=S  2uTIT )
(€ tow 7w o /QAM)

P
- p/?p/,ug;{ AArra = "’// JP ). { Zomrnpacree=n om I3 YIizs T ;..-l:)’

HACETT Red Sy, //’A)

= SO AS

Too e Do (27 ow) T /007.0 (= 2 )
Tar o= Do (ere>) = /206.8

\
W
w)
~

Mirmac P3oe = 1209.0
UPeeway Comsrm = /002.0 (.

- e

“
Jaremepe T Tiemer T 779.0 ey
Downrgrream Curs— awder = 7943 (5520 )
SreamamD & Dom Crerr iz S F39.5 (Fc. 2 )
/’/:7‘:- 1 : \2'47,-1/4)53 M ’ '—‘."")"‘,' L T Do CATI a0 DF TAHT

I rmimwin Jrre Caupduy 50 7l CougrT KT ST 4 35Ar 80T
7/

CEerme imas_ s 82 Yetad SERTL a0 JoMe o mm TTper (S wiantY AS
]
Covwmr rmmngjreerrp 7.)Ur_4,aver/ )25 e D e ST AN o TS
4 7 .

* i
o

Ve
s

[ RPRT S PRI




T

SUBJECT DAM O SAFTETY TMSPTTTTIN He—m ] |
n ! :

< ¥ ! |
STEEL Dam N "g

— ) CONSULTANTS, !

ATE - N F p Engineers ¢ Geologists ¢ Planners
o _— SHEET NO. 2 0 4 Environmental Specialists

8Y 2 DATE 2.27-20 PROJ.NO. __TJ2 =302 -495

CHKD.BY ___ - ¢

Dem UrEEs U (,?E; /, Tees ,)

AHazarn (LamicaT M 1 A5 (2o _/‘\,:A?‘..‘w,‘w)
- LTy - - , o

RFarrn S0 2TNF 7o TNMF (Re= /| Thsus 3)

HYORDCZAYR =TT E‘%E/

CEMNGTH 28 Lowam T bLlormacsocs S Y0 MrES

—

LEUSTe D€ Joun T _JevDuT T oM Dem

™ a4 Prar Devraewr Tioag (ot Z 2.0 anES

e
(MEG RS ow JSES TP Pwos — pAcsT AND TidutTe -

~ -

( Juoois=2 gy (OE. , Bows 99, Sonwensan ew D T

- 2.3
\)jwafvd STBARRD LG L z‘;, e [z-cm)
/6o (40x2.0)°"
I9TY s

( SIorE : ATDRNTAN MRS WD WEE GRS TEENED ) Rse D,

’ -~ . L, ”n
i SECTRA ETreED T JAYDER JramveTae W ATDT TR, )

e e e e dnite . e




L

PR N,

|
SUBJECT DAM  SAFETY ITNSPECT AN P
| nood ;
< ! , !
STrEEy. DAaM e Pt o
8Y Pses DATE - 9327 PROJ. NO. 94 -39 =43 % CONSULTANTS, I
CHKD.BY .~ DATE 2. - S SHEET NO a oF -~ Engineers * Geologists & Plarner:

Znvironmental Specialists

RESERVOIR CAW:\T\(/

FELERWOIR sl ,IRCAS

JunEacsE AR (J-A) @ sogmae o (2. /20R) 2 )65 eoxzs
(_SGE' AeTE /)
g A @ Fecsd SISO = oD Rerss (_',(f;; —smy —H»};/(Ff?—‘,’._‘c)
JA. @ Low P 27 DM (F. 1006.5) = 58S prvss
( DY 2INESIR JASTE0 70007, ),IJ)

v

e - Sromass Sesuariag b

Ty we o 7w Qwic MEZHED

[/b.f.uﬂ,f @ /’zé‘a\qac f::cL = ’Z’H@

~

R A= Maxurtort DTTH oF REERIC N FT ,

A = SUFENCE LREY G ALl A = /6.6 AC.

Vocome = _:?L"/")
59 =% H(1%¢)

3

_ 8=y :
A= /6.6 :
< K T !

ZERD - STORAGE ASSUMED a7 JICD.0 =/6] S P8S9 7

Shmm A rmp i rmE MMt RITIEC O 8T A S s ACTURLTY

-
BT APPRINIMITILY Lo ??3) T LeE D I TDALTED TNy e T

GE ED RS NPT A TRE @SS/ FPT5Tam ) A DD TO

N




SUBJECT DAM SaAFETY TNSPToT i~ no |

I e
STEEL DAM S !
BY XS DATE 293740 PROJ.NO. 1S =207 - 43 ‘ CONSULTANTS, I
CHKD.BY 7 DATE O, SHEET NO o oF - gngineers ¢ Geolcgis's e Planrers
. P M z - . 14 o

Environmental Specialists

MARTAIN A JTIRALE D5 Tf AC-FTT ST ATNMSL S0

-

LLEVATION = STIRAIE TEAT, 1A 12

) EE AT IA) ~STIRALE T ST, DA I 1S COMPUTIED  NTERSISL T A
TE ALC-/ Peasais) , O AL 25 TED (0w MTTRID | DAED 0n) THE
ELEVART I ~JURESCE SRTEA D78 G/UE  HEES, ( JEE Summary s S S

e, )

PMP CALCULATIONS /

- Bmraximars RamFiie Taunex = 2Y ma-ES

( TORRLTARIANDIVNG T A Durkariav o 4 Hou?sS ) ALD A DTRMNSE L
AY
25 XD QRS MES )
7 _
(/\..5:'\_? 135, /)
(B=c 3, <05/ )

= Jerd - feesd - Duvaran Dons _Z

= AASSomE DIATE  CORRESDMIIMG 75 4 D -:p.eCT /# AT L7544 /AT

3
A

APLED T TS Y Spusrs Mics DA -

Donaron (w%s) - s /32 9 98

Fierceny oF Zupex RmrFace 1 JO8 oy v, 92

(esm 3, Fz. 2)

X ~ —
ST LW oo (AD:uﬂwcuf Fo  JAN) SHATE guD KT THE  LETI

. CIKELIWNICD 28 L JEUERE STITAM CRITEUNG CuED m ides D8 // P Er V]

O

MAYNASE ARZA A= 4 (Quawr Mes 15 Jdxd

e

L o

ame - -

- .- “.’-.t-.‘"




4
’/—_ﬂl N s
SUBJECT DAM  SAFETY TNST=~™1n) L IL_, oo :
! il
' [ !

; STEEL DAM N TR D :

! BY ] 7 5 DATE 7- 27”7(2 PROJ. NO. - :“_\:“, - L]‘C\ < L j CONSULTANTS. I

. . - - . f l p‘ cre

CHKD. 8Y p DATE PRS- SHEET NO. S oF - Engineers o Geologists e Planne

gnvironmental Specialists

SPILLWAY CAaPAQITY /

-
PROFILE : TOP OF winGwAL | EL.1007,!
3 =2 = = N ~
> - - - -
P 3 N SPewaY CrRYIT,

FLEY. IS0 3.0

£ 280

-K

FoREDRAY GuLL.
QA2 3.0

NBASE OF sTivtind
Bago, suev. 3331

(s
7

~NOT To S

r\
4]

SROSS -SECTION &

(06 707 oK A ~ LOOKING UPSTREAM —
@ 55y 1006, 8
1

~Fy, 10R & 100V, ] —
H -3

=]
= EMBANKMIEST = — EMCANKMEAST—

IPUladRY CRET L4 1299.C

. N 2 Z
: & 120 £ A/]l “NOT To STALE -
|
(JK/:‘rCHE\I GAED A FED IR0y AUD
DESIG0  DRBUHILZS | ) 1

) , THE  SPpdivay  COMISTS OF A QETRAKGUAR CONCRITE S

. . CHARNEL | CiTH  DISCHARSES  CONTIOUED BY A DoACATE  OIFD -7yaF

. v

. : . L1, TImRRIE ril TAME  WEIR CAM @ Tmar: D OF eI EpasT A

4
).
1 _ V.

3 . &= ceHT? ( oz “/, p. 373)
. ,'
3 i
1 I L AERT = DIKHERRE OyrQ T QL ) CFT,

“ i C = OnERFEICITNT O DITHATET

g e g S ok A g e 7,



"
N — .
/ 1
SUBJECT “AM SAFETY TNSPETTION H |
- |
STEEL DAM '\_L_I___J
BY DIy DATE 2-39-42 PROJLNO. _T2-30R-43F ' CONSULTANTS,
s - - p Engineers ¢ Geologisis ® Planners
CHKD.BY __~ .7  DATE __ - - = = SHEETNO e OF o) Environmental Specialists

L= EIR LENGTH = /O F7j
H T HESD I FT

JHE DESIGN  QOSEICI T D8 WSARGE A 380, A mmE
JMA.'.J./ ISCHRRGE IS REDED /?/.Y/‘QQ/’U,?T/auRrELY

DUE T THE ROMHAUETS ARID TR ConTICT POREGIINE JETWEEAN "D LT AAD
THES DILCKRRRESE CaEs$is:/ T TRKES OA R UAevE

B o) THE IR JETOMES

TIHE  wER JSUTEACS. TS S

COWER THAN THAT OF UTISM f DESISM HTID 18 ASIMD T ST S0, R
T e DESIGA TP Om LINGLA s TISN), TRE OraSTE rTSAD JCIUTS
TRAK TRRT OF DEIIGA) . THERFORE | FIR HEADS LS55
REDUCED , ACTorTIA 5

FIT RS SVEATER

AN O T, s DVTONRREE DEFE/CIERT e BE
Fic. 9SO, %= 4. FOR HEARS ITEATIR THAM JO | THE
aqr .50 — Dus To TR /"’//U;J/? CoOINTERD -RETTIAGS

o CDEEE(CL EITT
Qi RIEV,IA CorTaAIT

EFEELTS Q5 TOWATET WITRATRIUCE  AuD ARG AEDID ((TEiLwatEY

Z ODICRRTII. DAk DLTED  aE ) .

SAEICTS MTE IWOR R JHE  RAMSE
SEILLWAY /?AT//\/G CURVE
7o , 2 < S
RREF ?/,Aft';z//» 7 /:} M/ He C/Co c (‘S-ﬂ
orae) e - - - o
/C3.C /.0 TR 233 230 I
/20490 2.0 o4 070 JYe 772
/3050 7.0 2.6 0.74 257 /2¢0
‘ /006.0 4.C J.8 ci7 3.2 7930
(72oan)  joce 9.5 99 999 3% 50
/2070 52 /.0 /.00 .10 450
2575 Baly Y4 - 2.30 2z e
JSF. ) /. d - 230 T80
/337.0 7.0 ;Y — 250 7040
2/2.0 y O /.6 — 3.50 56 20

5 yyD, Reed (1. 37%)

3
) - Zox 2.%0

T o Y

ot

P i




—_—

| ]

SUBJECT DAM SAEFCETY __I\\‘CC.’:"‘T'-‘,.‘\ !/ | T
.

|
R =
STEEL_DAM L
, BY XS DATE 7-29 =% PROJLNO. __T13 - 322 -ua s CONSULTANTS, .

Engineers ¢ Geologists ¢ Planners

CHKD.BY —=7 _ DATE __=- .- 2> SHEET NO. 7 OF 2 Environmental Specialists :
i

EMBANKMENT RATING CURVE /
s

LIRS N -t ) - -———y e " B - ' - - - -

LAIYIMNECLE QSR TRI as CTUTUST L FRSNTIELCY OMSNTT
28 SR CHAMAICE A3/ , DuE TO THE LlTURIT AE rum ST Tl
/7/\.‘:‘,“".3?;: kit T TSP Y LT DT /"/-/,«/A//(,'_:v RN E Y A L

Flow AT ANCMIL DT
/49 Vg v )
6:’ = AR '7\, 7 (,9:: - B

W RE G 7 DICHERET i AT

7T RIVGHAIINS SVIEE S T ;

A = Fiow AREA | a ET

R = HIDRAVLIC RADILS 4 <7,

U T AUERAGT CHAMMEL LOPE i ST,

T T TRl EETPENTT Cowni T INS D0 s RNCTT SoE AWD
R LEST JIOE TDRTIOMS o5 TRE EMTRUCMTUTT  FLOL DGR I §OE wiel
5. y

OE CoMm2TT) SERRITEL Y.

[CSRPUNSEPEN

CECeTH ar Do Zwurdarz?d S

RNTC o2 GeT97w/0n0 8

FLE TN LENCTH = LIEFT SIDE LENCT SIS D
=) ;=) )
, 12205 o o
’ /26,7 o 65 3
| 7006.9 O VieNe H
‘207, / PR 730 1
. /9075 /70 /495" (/—"«’JM FZeD o oers !
; /2070 /20 /55 L TTO mma (I
: B /333.2 /35 /65 5o e 2 e
’ Cod /873.0 AN /725 :




suBJECT DAM SAEETY  TNSPECTON | |

i

STEEL Dam - G [

-3 el DATE 2= ~7D PROJ.NO. __T19 -3072 -9 Y CONSULTANTS, | i

'
{
|
|
F

Engineers ¢ Geciogists ¢ Planne~
Environmentai Specialists

CHKD.BY _ ~ . 7° DATE 2. -a SHEET NO. 2 oF _ (-

iy e

ASSoMZT T AREMERTIL  DISCHATISS FoR@ S oril JT RELSRLR
ELEVATINSS  ROE APROXMATLT  TRIREZO DO ) CR3IS ~. 7T WEL FLow MR, f
TG AY  IMICREMETRL AT B i cAn OF  siemerso Ar Di [ (<, -*.’_‘//9_7/

WHERE L, T CLFYZTE 05 EMDRAEMCVTT DQUETIPETD am &5-T7 0 T ._f',’n"'_r/J’

Ly T LENITM AT cowER 5.“;,57,:.:—.','3,0/ Di = EERESCE I LR TN L TR e

4
TOTAL  AVERHEE Y mema) = i D DEPIY (D) Cam DE T ST g (nm EREEERY )
THIS wEIGTTD DE™S e CE ~AGNZD A5 SA Ans Poavz Zommer? 7 4T

0 TEE  AMawnmse  Fpuariond,

Codawce  Jeors 00 J 7 AI%
( ASSums THOT [MORLANEUT eDPE 4, TRT SCTa TLT D e
OF T ERvOR /S ROvIWLY TV JSarT 30 TeeT e THE et o e S ey

CHAMmGe SI0E - wasel; —> £/ i/

n(’/.:.." L TR IY) = ﬁ /éo Pise 7/ - oo T/
Nicer  pperin = 0.080 ( ' S L -1y
, \f/-buz,p THE ALY METHCD T DIITHARGEL e~ & TS L aD
70 gE NURERCRITICSL | THEA RITICQL oW sl ISl mAD N CHaRiT
CRw  LE FS7M87IP A5
- - 2 ) -
o T SIETLAH, ’ /(’srd’/)yu-o"f/
WHERE (T (FUGTR 0F D9M WYMBITTT) /40 /—‘C

K= UCKGHTED HEAD ATWE CREST =D, (s agove) .

, TaE  EMEALK ATOT ROTIA)S TRILE A5 PROwDED su JeecT 7.

| AT v %7 T T




-

u—
|
|

0=

CONSULTANTS, .
eers ¢ Geologists  Planners

Environmental Specialists

.
I il [
N[ T

Ji,

i

7
A |
W\ «_“
Hotr
\ R
15 2
A8 g

M

’e
M B
—:mSU
g 1

A.

DAM

SUBJECT
8Y TATS DATE

£ngin

OF

3

SHEET NO.

DATE

Ll

CHKD. BY

*Jusr AISn

{ —

X 0%

mCPe S FAn? FHL HCH MN\l S Qo oy S/ O CaMr iTiRACes St
. - - e ‘ ~ .
SWIA U Tes A AT KL n\an ‘7LR0E = G ¥o rh\/\,v\nw\ “(= mlxw\\ = \v ®
> ™
w 7Y
[=] C ¢ 0O
08/C | orsvl ke | sos ol o | S | st/ oo/ | ec|ras | owr} o7 | SE/ /ool
L9/ QLY Ooct see ool o7 | Ss7| 597 |08 | 97/ | we| ge/] o) oer | L7 |okY/
bl oLe ) )7 SLt ) S| e si/ ) ST LoeC | Lo 88 | 88} s o077 | ogr |o e/
DR/ O/ | LO| oot | €S| po | ot | Sk O | col Of |LE|pO] SC | O |SLOc/
ofF OF | PO} L] S L €01 SO/ | ©8 O /0 C e lev]l © YN AL 4
oY} Q0| RE| /] po s2 | gov () - —|eol © o | &y
0 olrol ¢ L 2o O 9 o - - —leol o o | ¢ ror
o) o — — — _ _ ) ) - — - — — 0 By & 074
Anun/, =) (a0 mnﬂ.utl ler‘u_lv {14) (aad) vfuq (=) (4:) (er4) { (23] ) (13) (33) (a2
JdrOrO Y G a\.p Ly Y N €q '3 Jo ~-a nrd\ 4 ~q ﬂl— ‘7 N\373
® @ @ (%) O] % _
CYO1IN0A TS avmo Woilldod Daois aa37

et mr o s e

o i

14

e

-y




ez g -

! o
SUBJECT AM  SATETY TNSPEIT! AN ! W L i
STSS, RAM N | L
BY 25SY DATE 2-2Y 22 PROJLNO. _]9-3Q07 -4 § . /CONSULTANTS, I }
. o - Engineers ¢ Geologists & Planner:
CHKD. eY—;—L DATE __— =) SHEET NO. 10 OF ’ Em?ironmemal Spegialists

TOTAL FACILITY RATING TF\B;’:J

Oroma = Omumv 7 Q@«:muﬁerw-

ﬁéﬁ% Psp ’éa-f*/ On-mw@f\ﬂ‘ Or; -
(=7 (c=s) (cms) (c=s)
/J02.0 g - — - 0
/2030 JJ0 - F0 ‘
75040 970 - 970 I
700570 /569 - /86J
/096, 0 9950 - §450
(2 ) A 570 > 970
/007.0 4950 J0* 5280
/007.5 7900 /87 SUALS
003.0 JITE0 70 6070
7009. 0 7040 /4320 860
/0/9.0 5600 3180 /1,280

* - CIMERRLY AT VPPNOTTT) |

D oot w7 6,

OW L




g

0 TSHONZE IVl 9NCNZ WWCYL WuY
L4 n
. __ _T - W U de0d SSU'T SOX4  NINE  UULHAE  NWTMI YO tuW 0 dMud SSUY SIXd NIVN  GOTHAd  NWCHIH YOTuw
L ) |~W 23 ROId QNI RS- 4N-ON] o
[S Y]
. m 28 L) Ly il 61 0t ‘e ‘iz g1 q1 vz
olae ‘st tae 14 {14 cot T A v 9 *9¢
a O35 ¢ 6t 1y 1y K1 "9y ' ‘0% ‘rs 1
ek ontiotiiiny * g ‘ts ‘6% "ty *vo ‘L9 0 "fL 9 6t "za
4 £ :..“_ wm. .;_ ..:._ Sl s Tent AL “wil '1a)
N . “6E v ‘ret 15! . oal . .
C— e m ER! 24 ‘602 . wu ‘17z AEk 2 355 oy =y
1 o3 Y14 *10¢ “viE s i1 14 T “yRt “0ne Ly
) 165 ‘viy 313 “SGy sy Ty e “Rop M ZT 1Y cTre
: Y14 174 ‘907 th9Y ‘e 10l . ey YA °9
(6" ®MUA 0S° =d4) SHROH L6°F 2OVl CSALYNIONG DT d3d=30=UNS 0O IHAYHDVAAAH LINR
S'IVAMILNL 09°yZ=H ONY_69°A1=0L 3NV _dl_UNY dJ) BJUANS NIAID WUNS SINITIEII30D WHYID 4AVWIXOUd4Y
[N 2L RY] So° - SNSIAN 04 1= SOLNLS
(30
c .wv.ou—u(‘lxtl YLYU NOTSSADIN
- \ " Mo1435VvH
Z a@ n - 0 =viN 08" £r4d)  66°C =4l
_m, <+ . - YLV MAYHDONAAH LIND .
J L« o W 00°0 vo°u 00°1 on°o 00y 00°1 00°v 00°0 0
Yy N pu.m dWILN  Xwely NOLLN  S¥MIS  NIVHI  TOI18  HALI0 MWHIS 140471
0 & (303 5501 NVIrava vivo ssul
i DY IR B v AFPLSIY0D 4 WL ING
2] <l N 008" S1 WYADONA THL AU OHLNAWOD DdSHL
~l o [ 00°0 00°0 00°0%T OUOFI 00°0ZI 00°Z0L 00°0L 0070
S 96M I AR] ary (24)] AL 94 SHd 444§
w,. W s m. a YivO 410344
z
‘\u ﬂ P ~ 0 1 0 000°0 0070 oi"e 0n°0 o1y i '
L 2 o w B Y001 IWYST  MONST  OILVH  JdSHL  VASHL  AYNS CRTT S T LETY]
,m wl e x Q VIVU HAYHHOHOAM
/
— 0 0 ' 0 0 v 0 0 1
by > 0LNYI  3UVIS1  IWNVYNT  1MdP 14r 44YLE  NODIT AWODT OVLSI
~ s a HAYHIOMUAN ROTINT HIUAWISIY
Q 35 % Z
Xl ¢ hiing
S HOTLYENAWUD JJONMH YUY -4AS
_O I_ Vl I 3T EL] [Z3 TSR Z]] S0 00d8¢ s0600%6000 s00b00e0ts
N « V4
M N0t 09- ng* =SOEIN
1 SO1LWE b =010HN T 2NY1dN
woow : " -
oo M QIWYN4HId 38 0L SISAIVRY NYTd-1LInN
q g )
°©° o
0 v 0 s
JIVHL 140N Imw uadur
< o o 0 0 0 0 0 ot 0 (Il
NYLSN  LIndl 1141 MmN MWL LT Aval MINWN L] on
P NOTLYDT 412248 Q00
& NOTLYHING WHOLY ¥NOH-8Y OMY 4319 IWIL 4LONIN-01
> so00e HAVHINNAAH RIDIINE eeete WVO TFUS
5 @ NOTLITASHT AL44VE WYO
Q X —
@ 2 & ONIASOLY IAO
o > ¥ SISAZ8N €
7] -] (3]

. e —— e

A
b u., N

-y .




{

H [ - -4 -~ .
% E—
: ( ¢

! |
SUBJECT OAM SAFETY INSPECTION | L
; A o )
STEEe CA | H vl\ i |
N F—J ] .
' BY 3 DATE 2-35-#7) PROJ.NO. _ 79-203-495 ___J ./ CONSULTA/
; Engineers ¢ Geologists ¢ -
’ CHKD. BY —‘L'A DATE 2 = ! 50 SHEET NO. ——8 OF C Environmental Spec:alisxs
RESERNO IR INFLOW HYDROGRAPWS
PFEAR b=HUUK 24=HOHN T2=HUINKR TUTAL vitLUde
crs 38137, 2857, 1080, 558, 159894,
s 100, 1. 3, 16, as2M,
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AC-FT 2833, 428%. 4405, 4405,
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H
(33211121 1 S - [T EEZEL S "EsuNTERSRE " - T RYRS SNy Tt TN INERY
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ROUTE INFL.OW HYDROGRAPH THROUGH RESERYOIR

T T 7T/ '1sTMQ [cone 1ECON ITAPS. ~ JPLT JPRT™ INAME ISTIGE TAUTTY
0
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N A
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42.83 HQURS

PRAK 6-HOUR  24=HQUR  72-HOUR  TOTAL VOLUME
- “ - CFS 3509, 2848, 1057. %43, 1561359,
cMs 99, 81. Jo. 1. 4428,
INCHFS 6.46 9.%9 9.4% 9.95
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0.60 PHF ~ . cFs 4213, 1418, 1270. 657, 187811,
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THOUS CU » 2091, 3107. 3191, 1n9t,
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h INCHES 12.93 19.726 19,718 19.78
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AC=FT 2826. 4209. 42322, 4322,
THOUS Cu « I4R6., 5191. $332. 5332,
SUNMARY OF naM SAFETY ANALYSIS . .
L INTTIAL V!LUE - SPILLWAY CREST TOP OF DAm s
ELEVATION 1002.00 1002,00 1006,.50
STORAGE 89, 89, 189,
o gutFLaw 0. o 0. ____3s90. ~ i
RATIO MAXTMUM MAXIMUM MAXIMUN MAXIMUN DURATION TIvR orF TINE Qe 1
T OF °©  RESERVOIR DEPTH $TORAGE OUTFLOW OVER TOP  MAX DUTFLOW  FAILURE
puf W.S.FLEV OVER DAM AC=FT crs HOURS HOURS NOURS :
- g [D0&.44 "  — .00 189, T TISO9T T TRL,00 T T T 12.83 0,00 .
.60 1006.95 .45 202. 4213, 2.83 42.8) 0.00 F
1.00 1008, 38 1.89 247, 7085, 6.50 42,87 0.00 ’
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Geology

Steel Dam is located in the Pittsburgh Plateaus section
of the Appalachian Plateaus province of southwestern
Pennsylvania. In this area, the Pittsburgh Plateaus section
is characterized by flat-lying to very gently folded sedi-
mentary rock strata of upper Pennsylvanian age. Major
structural axes strike from southwest to northeast with
flanking strata gently dipping northwest and southeast.

Structurally, the dam and reservoir lie about one mile
east of the axial trace of the southwestward plunging Amity
anticline. In the wvicinity of the dam and reservoir, the
bedrock dips gently to the southeast or downstream at ap-
proximately one-half degree.

The sedimentary rock sequence contained in the abut-
ments and underlying the embankment is the lower member of
the Uniontown Formation, Monongahela Group, of Pennsylwvanian
age. The rocks of this group typically exhibit the rapid
vertical and lateral lithology changes characteristic of
cyclic sedimentation. Rock types to be expected immediately
underlying the dam and reservoir are: "limestone; silty
mudstone; siltstone; sandstone; mudstone; and locally impure
coal (the Uniontown Coal)'. The Uniontown Coal horizon lies
about 40 feet beneath the dam. Underlying the Uniontown
Formation is the Pittsburgh Formaton, the base of which is
delineated by the Pittsburgh Cecal. The Pittsburgh Coal,
therefore, lies approximately 300 feet beneath the dam
embankment and about 280 feet below the upstream inlet to
the reservoir. According to the Geologic Map of the Hackett
Quadrangle, Washington County, Pennsylvania, '"the Pittsburgh
Coal largely has been removed by mining" around the dam and
reservolr and, possibly, beneath same.

Alluvial materials in the valley consist of "unconsoli-
dated silt, sand, gravel, and cobbles. These have been
removed from beneath the core cutoff wall within the dam
embankment.
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