APPENDIX A

Hydrology modeling results

- Existing Dam

- Coffer Dam (construction)

- New dam (post construction)
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FIGURE B2

Stage and Flow Hydrographs
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FIGURE B3

Stage and Flow Hydrographs
New Spillway vs Existing Spillway
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FIGURE B4

Stage and Flow Hydrographs
New Spillway vs Existing Spillway
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FIGURE B5

Stage and Flow Hydrographs
New Spillway vs Existing Spillway
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Stage and Flow Hydrographs
New Spillway vs Existing Spillway

FIGURE B6
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FIGURE B7

Stage and Flow Hydrographs
New Spillway vs Existing Spillway
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FIGURE C1

Stage and Flow Hydrographs
Construction Phase vs Existing Spillway

10% AEP Flow Hydrographs - construction phase comparison
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FIGURE C2

10% AEP - Construction Phase comparison at Louis Bazzo Drive

20% AEP - Construction Phase comparison at Louis Bazzo Drive
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FIGURE C3

10% AEP - Construction Phase comparison at Lake MacDonald Drive

20% AEP - Construction Phase comparison at Lake MacDonald Drive
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FIGURE C4

Flow (m3/s)

50% AEP Flow Hydrographs - construction phase comparison
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FIGURE C5

50% AEP - Construction Phase comparison at Louis Bazzo Drive

50% AEP - Construction Phase comparison at Lake MacDonald Drive
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