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Preface

Congress directed the Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation), to conduct a feasibility study of options for additional water storage for the
YakimaRiver basin. Section 214 of the Act of February 20, 2003, (Public Law 108-7) contains
this authorization and includes the provision “... with emphasis on the feasibility of storage of
Columbia River water in the potential Black Rock Reservoir and the benefit of additional storage
to endangered and threatened fish, irrigated agriculture, and municipal water supply.”

Reclamation initiated the Yakima River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Sudy (Storage Study) in
May 2003. As guided by the authorization, the purpose of the Storage Study is to identify and
examine the viability and acceptability of alternate projects by: (1) diversion of Columbia River
water to the potential Black Rock reservoir for further water transfer to irrigation entities in the
lower Y akima River basin as an exchange supply, thereby reducing irrigation demand on

Y akima River water and improving Y akima Project stored water supplies, and (2) creation of
additional storage within the Y akima River basin. In considering the benefits to be achieved,
study objectives will be to modify Y akima Project flow management operations to most closely
mimic the historic flow regime of a'Y akima River system for fisheries, provide a more reliable
supply for existing proratable water users, and provide additional supplies for future municipal
demands.

State support for the Storage Study was provided in the 2003 Legidative session. The capital
budget included a $4 million appropriation for the Department of Ecology (Ecology) with the
provision the funds “... are provided solely for expenditure under a contract between the
department of ecology and the United States bureau of reclamation for the development of plans,
engineering, and financing reports and other preconstruction activities associated with the
development of water storage projects in the Y akimariver basin, consistent with the Y akima
river basin water enhancement project, P.L. 103-434. Theinitial water storage feasibility study
shall be for the Black Rock reservoir project.”

Reclamation’s Upper Columbia Area Office in Y akima, Washington, is managing and directing
the Storage Study. Pursuant to the legidative directives, Reclamation has placed initial emphasis
on Black Rock alternative study activities. These study activities are collectively referred to as
the Black Rock Alternative Assessment (Assessment).

The Assessment has three primary objectives. First, it provides the emphasis directed by Federal
and State legidation. Second, it builds upon prior work and studies to provide more information
on the configuration and field construction cost of the primary components of a Black Rock
aternative. It examineslega and ingtitutional considerations of water supply and use, and
identifies areas where further study isneeded. Third, it is a step forward in identifying the
viability of a Black Rock alternative.



This technical document, prepared by Reclamation’s Technical Service Center, Denver,
Colorado, isone of a series of documents prepared under the Storage Study. This particular
document is a component of the Assessment reporting on preliminary appraisal-level engineering
evaluation of designs and field cost estimates of potential Black Rock alternative facilities to
withdraw, store, and convey Columbia River water to irrigation entities in the lower Y akima
River basin. Information and findings of this technical document are included in the Assessment
Summary Report.

Further Consultations

The information available at this time is necessarily preliminary, has been developed only to an
appraisal level of detail, and is therefore subject to change if this aternative is investigated
further in the course of the Y akima River Basin Storage Feasibility Study (Storage Study).
Finally, economic, financial, environmental, cultural, and social evaluations of the Black Rock
alternative have not yet been conducted.

The policy of the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) requires nonFederal parties to share the
costs of financing feasibility studies and the eventual construction of Federal reclamation
projects. In light of this policy, the preliminary cost estimates presented in the Assessment
Summary Report, and current Federal budgetary constraints, Reclamation is not reaching a
decision at this time as to whether the Black Rock alternative will be carried forward into the
next phase of the Storage Study or dropped from further consideration. Rather, Reclamation will
consult with the State of Washington (which is cost sharing in the Storage Study), the Y akama
Nation, the potential water exchange participants, project proponents, and other interested parties
before making a decision in thisregard. It is anticipated that a decision will be reached by the
fall of 2005.

If the Congress provides further funding for the Storage Study, all technically viable alternatives
would be compared and an alternative(s) selected for further analyses in the feasibility phase.
(Whether the Columbia River-Y akima River water exchange concept in the form of the Black
Rock alternative is included will depend upon whether Reclamation, after these additional
consultations, decides to carry that alternative forward into the plan formulation phase of the
Storage Study.) The selected aternative(s) would then be subject to detailed evaluation in the
feasibility phase in terms of engineering, economic, and environmental considerations, and
cultural and social acceptability. Thisfeasibility phase would be the last phase of the Storage
Study. Preparation of the Feasibility Report/Environmental Impact Statement would be a part of
this final phase.
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List of Abbreviationsand Acronyms

af Acre-feet

cfs Flow rate in cubic feet per second

El. Elevation

fps Veocity in feet per second

ft Foot or feet

ft? Areain square feet

3 Volume in cubic feet

g Acceleration of gravity (32.2 ft/s%)

HGL Hydraulic Grade Line

hp Horsepower

H:V Ratio of horizontal to vertical dope

ID Inside diameter

kv Kilovolt

kVA Kilovolt-amperes

kwh Kilowatt hours

lbs Pounds

If Linear feet

miles/hr Miles per hour

mm Millimeter

MP Mile post

MW Megawatt

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

oD Outside diameter

PHA Peak Horizontal Acceleration

PMF Probable Maximum Flood

PMP Probable Maximum Precipitation

PSHA Probabilistic Seismic Hazard A ssessment

psi Pressure in pounds per square inch

Q Flow rate

RCC Roller Compacted Concrete

rpm Revolutions per minute

SH State Highway



TSC
USGS
WIS
WR?

%
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Technical Service Center

United States Geologic Survey
Washington Infrastructure Services, Inc.
Pump Moment of Inertia

Degree

Percent
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Appraisal Assessment of the
Black Rock Alternative Facilities and Field Cost Estimates

Technical Findingsand Conclusions

The objective of the Black Rock Project isto deliver Columbia River water to Y akima
Project entities susceptible of receiving such water, and willing to exchange it for all or part
of their current Yakima River diversions. Currently, these exchange participants consist of
the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districts who have expressed a willingness to consider
water exchanges. In the future, it may also be possible to exchange water with other entities
such as the Union Gap Irrigation District, Selah-Moxee Irrigation District, and the Terrace
Heights Irrigation District. This report documents an appraisal assessment of likely
configurations, sizes and costs of Black Rock Project facilities needed to pump, store, and
deliver water to willing exchange participants. It will be used to better define the project
and/or project components to be carried into detailed feasibility analysis.

Three main options were considered during this study.

Option 1. The Large Reservoir - Pump Only Option includes an intake with fish
screens from Priest Rapids Reservoir, a 3,500 cfs pumping plant to lift the water to Black
Rock Valley, adam to store 1,300,000 acre-feet of active storage in Black Rock Reservoir,
and a 2,500 cfs outflow tunnel and pipeline from the reservoir to Roza Canal.

Option 2. The Large Reservoir - Pump-Generating Optionis similar to the Large
Reservoir - Pump Only Option except it also includes a multi-level intake to selectively
withdraw water from Black Rock Reservoir back to the Columbia River, a 3,500 cfs
powerplant, and a 3,500 cfs tailrace channel to return the water back to Priest Rapids
Reservoir.

Option 3: The Small Reservoir - Pump Only Optionincludes an intake with fish
screens from Priest Rapids Reservoir, a 6,000 cfs pumping plant to lift the water to Black
Rock Valley, adam to store 800,000 acre-feet of active storage in Black Rock Reservoir, and
a 2,500 cfs outflow tunnel and pipeline from the reservoir to Roza Canal.

S1



The following conclusions are based on the technical and cost analyses completed for this
assessment study:

1. Construction of facilities to pump, store, and deliver Columbia River water to
willing exchange participants in the Yakima Basin is technically viable.

2. Appraisal-level field cost estimates for constructing facilities to pump, store, and
deliver Columbia River water to the Roza Canal range from $2.46 hillion to $2.65 billion
(June 2004 price levels). Field cost estimates include costs for the principal items of work,
mobilization costs, and allowances for unlisted items and contingencies. Field cost estimates
do not include non-contract costs.

3. The appraisal-leve field cost estimates for the Large Reservoir — 3,500 cfs Pump
Only Option (Option1) and the Small Reservoir — 6,000 cfs Pump Only Option (Option 3)
arethe same. Both reservoir sizes should be considered during future feasibility studies.
Further analysis of the extent of the water exchange, timing of Columbia River water
availability and diversions, economics, and other aspects will help refine the most desirable
Storage-Pump Option.

4. The appraisal-leve field cost estimate for the Large Reservoir — 3,500 cfs Pump-
Generating Option (Option 2) is $190 million greater than the field cost estimate for the
Large Reservoir — 3,500 cfs Pump Only Option (Option 1). However, operational studies
have not been completed for the Pump-Generating Optionand these studies may indicate a
need to increase plant capacity to ensure annual delivery of exchange water.

5. The appraisal-level field cost estimate for the All Tunnel (Discharge 1) inflow
conveyance system is significantly less than the cost estimate for the Tunnel/Pipe
(Discharge 2) inflow conveyance system The Tunnel/Pipe aternative should be removed
from further evaluation.

6. The appraisal-level field cost estimates for the Black Rock embankment dams are

significantly lower than the cost estimates for the roller compacted concrete (RCC) dams.
The RCC dams should be removed from further evaluation.
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7. Thereis not asignificant cost difference between the concrete face rockfill and
central core rockfill dams. Both of these embankment dams should be considered during
future feasibility studies.

8. Thedifference between the appraisal- leve field cost estimates for the 1,500 cfs
and 900 cfs Black Rock Powerplants at the Roza Canal is small (lessthan 2 percent). The
majority of the field cost is associated with the bypass structure that was assumed to have the
same capacity (2,500 cfs) for each plant. The selection of which option to pursue should
consider costs associated with the Roza and Sunnyside Delivery Systems.

9. Theappraisal-level field cost estimate for the Sunnyside Powerplant and Bypass
Structure located at the end of the Sunnyside Delivery System is $47.0 million (June 2004
price levels).

Level of Study

This technical document provides the results of an appraisal- level engineering
evaluation of the primary components of the proposed Black Rock Project. Thisstudy is
identified as Objective 301.4.2.A/Task 1 of the Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options
Feasibility Study, Plan of Study[1]. The purpose of thisevaluation is to develop and screen
options to be considered during future detailed feasibility investigations, and to bring
preliminary designs of Black Rock Project facilities to the same level of detail as other
identified storage options in the Yakima Basin. The Assessment Study's focus was to
develop a better definition of features, understanding of project constraints, and more
accurate construction cost estimates for features required to transfer water from the Columbia
River to the YakimaBasin via a new Black Rock Reservoir.

Thisstudy is based on available existing design data from past work accomplished by
Washington Infrastructure Services, Inc. (WIS) and the Bureau of Reclamation
(Reclamation), and is generally limited to the references listed at the end of this report.

Aeria topography developed by Reclamation and limited geologic explorations conducted
near the proposed damsites were also used to better define features. The amount of data
collection is not considered to be at the level required for feasibility-level assessment of
project features. Design data collected for future studies can cause future cost estimates to
significantly deviate from the cost estimates presented in this report.
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Options developed in this study have not been subject to detailed design and value
engineering. Preliminary identification and sizing of required features was accomplished
based on engineering judgment, limited analyses and available design data. Field cost
estimates prepared for this study were generated using industry-wide accepted cost
estimating methodology, standards, and practices. Mgjor features were broken down into
pay items and approximate quantities were calculated for these items based on preliminary
general designs and drawings. Unit prices, adjusted for location and current construction
cost trends, were determined for the identified pay items.

The appraisal-level field cost estimates developed for this Assessment are for the sole
purpose of screening potential facility options and developing preliminary configurations of
the Black Rock alternative. The cost estimatesin thisreport are not intended to be at the
feasibility-level required to request project authorization for construction and
construction appropriations by Congress.
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Appraisal Assessment of the
Black Rock Alternative Facilities and Field Cost Estimates

. Introduction

The Black Rock Project is one of the options to be considered under the Y akima River Basin
Water Storage Feasibility Study. Legislation authorizing this study requests Reclamation to
conduct a feasibility study of options for additional water storage in the Y akima River Basin,
Washington, with emphasis on the feasibility of storing Columbia River water in the potential
offstream Black Rock Reservoir. The objective of the Black Rock Project isto deliver Columbia
River water to Y akima Project entities susceptible of receiving such water, and willing to
exchange it for al or part of their current Yakima River diversions. Currently, these exchange
participants consist of the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districts who have expressed a
willingness to consider water exchanges. In the future, it may also be possible to exchange water
with other entities such as the Union Gap Irrigation District, Selah-Moxee Irrigation District, and
the Terrace Heights Irrigation District.

This Appraisal Assessment Study is identified as Objective 301.4.2.A/Task 1 of the Yakima
River Basin Water Storage Options Feasibility Study, Plan of Study[1] and was requested to be
performed by the Denver Technical Service Center (TSC) by the Upper Columbia Area Office
(UCAO) of the Bureau of Reclamation's Pacific Northwest Region. Additional engineering
work will be accomplished during the future Feasibility Study identified as Objective
401.1.1/Task 1 of the Plan of Study.

II. Purpose of Engineering Work

Under contract with the Benton County Sustainable Development Department, Washington
Infrastructure Services, Inc. (WIS) completed a reconnaissance-level analysis to identify and
compare multiple options to transfer water from the Columbia River to the Yakima Basin. The
results of their study are documented in the Black Rock Reservoir Study - Final Report, dated
May 2002 [2]. Cost estimates developed for the WIS study were used to compare options
against each other and develop an order-of- magnitude estimate of project costs however; detailed
design and cost analysis of any one option were not completed. Reclamation's Assessment Study



used the WIS Report and data obtained since the report was completed to develop afew options
in greater detail to permit a better definition of required features, understanding of project
congtraints, and development of more accurate construction cost estimates; and to use these cost
estimatesto compare optiors. Reclamation’s A ssessment also devel oped features and cost
estimates required for delivery of Black Rock water to the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation
Districts whichwere not included in the WIS Report. Details of these features are described in
separate reports [3] [4].

This report documents an appraisal- 1evel assessment of likely configurations, sizes, and costs of
Black Rock Project facilities to pump, store, and deliver water to willing exchange participants
It will be used to better define the project and/or project components to be carried into detailed
feasibility analysis.

I1l1. Basisof Designs
Existing Conditions

The Yakima River Basin is located in south-central Washington As part of this
Assessment, a Project Site Review Teamwas formed to review existing data and evaluate
potential sites for features associated with the Black Rock Project. The Site Review Team
visited the project area on October 23-27, 2003. Major findings and discussions are documented
inaTravel Report that isincluded in Appendix A.

Water Supply and Needs

The availability of Columbia River water in excess of instream target flows for exchange
with willing Y akima River Basin water users was investigated by Reclamation prior to the sizing
of the features for this Assessment. The results of the water availability study are documented in
the Preliminary Appraisal Assessment of Columbia River Water Availability for a Potential
Black Rock Project Report [5]. The findings of the water availability study with direct impacts
onthis study are listed below and summarized in Table 1.

» Columbia River water appears to be available for exchange with willing
Y akima River Basin water users contingent on obtaining State authorization in some form of
water right approval.



* Instream flow targets at various points on the Columbia River downstream from
Priest Rapids Dam limit diversions in every month except September, and the October flow
target isrelatively low.

» Because of the timing of water availability in excess of instream flow targets
and Columbia River water supply deficiencies in some dry years, direct delivery (without
storage) during the irrigation season to the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districtsis not viable.
A Black Rock reservoir would be required in order to affect a water exchange with the Roza and
Sunnyside Irrigation Districts.

* For a 1,300,000 acre-foot active capacity reservoir and a 3,500 cfs pumping
plant, water diversiors from the Columbia River would have to occur throughout the year during
both light and heavy electric load hours to meet the water delivery criteria over an extended
period. Diversionswould only occur when water in excess of instream target flows is available
and there is reservoir capacity available to store water.

» For an 800,000-acre-foot active capacity reservoir and a 6,000 cfs pumping
plant, water diversions from the Columbia River would have to occur throughout the year during
both light and heavy electric load hours to meet the water delivery criteria over an extended
period. Diversionswould only occur when water in excess of instream target flows is available
and there is reservoir capacity available to store water.

Table 1. Summary of Datafrom Water Availability Study

Large Reservoir | Small Reservoir

Activereservoir capacity 1,300,000 &f 800,000 af
Water exchange April - October wet and average year¢ 810,400 af 810,400 af
Water exchange April - October that meets water exchange delivery
criteriain Y akima River basin dry years 662,000 & ° 662,000 & °
Assumed seepage |oss 15,000 &f 15,000 &f
Assumed evaporation |0ss 30,100 af 23,470 af
Monthsto fill 6 to 30 months | 2to 13 months
Average August end-of-month reservoir content (Active) 888,000 af 468,000 af
Average August end-of-month reservoir elevation H. 1721 H. 1646
Average August reservoir percent full 68% 5%
Pump capacity that meets water exchange delivery criteria

Heavy and light load hours pumping 3,500 cfs 6,000 cfs

Light load hours pumping only 9,000 cfs 15,500 cfs
? The water delivery criteriais the sum for the Rozaand Sunnyside Divisions of all authorized
nonproratable water and: 100 percent of the nonproratable water in wet and normal water yearsand a
minimum of 70 percent of proratable water in Y akimaRiver basin dry years.
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Topography

This Assessment utilized aerial photogrammetry that was developed for the Y akima
River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study. Survey control for the aeria flight wes installed
under the direction of Reclamation's Ephrata Survey Crew and the aerial flight and
photogrammetric process were done by Aerometrics Inc. in August 2003. Grids, contours, and
orthophotos were generated from the resultant data by the Technical Service Center. The flight
was done at approximately a 1:10,000 scale (5,000 feet above the ground surface). This enables
plus/minus 0.5 foot accuracy in elevation and slightly better in the horizontal. Two foot contours
were generated for most of the design work and accuracy was within mapping standards. The
aeria photogrammetry covers the Columbia River intake area, Black Rock Reservoir area, Black
Rock Outlet area, and most areas in between. For locations outside the coverage area, including
the delivery systems for Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districts, and a small portion of the
Outflow Conveyance System between Black Rock Reservoir and Roza Canal, 7.5 minute USGS
maps with 20-foot contour intervals were used to determine topographic information.

Geology

The Black Rock Damsite was initially studied by WIS in 2002 after the completion of
their reconnaissance study. WIS field investigations involved drilling five test borings and
excavating ten test pitsin the vicinity of their preferred dam alignment. The results of this
investigation are documented in the Black Rock Reservoir Study -Initial Geotechnical
Investigation - Final Report [6]. This geotechnical investigationindicated that the depth of
overburden along the preferred (original) dam alignment was much greater (up to 200 feet) than
had been assumed in WIS s reconnaissance study (20 feet). Based on thisfield explorationand
geologic mapping completed during the geotechnical investigation an alternate dam alignment
located further west was hypothesized to be less complicated due primarily to the potential
presence of a north-south fault that was believed to place the bedrock nearer the ground surface.

Reclamation performed field investigations of this alternate dam alignment between
December 2003 and June 2004. These investigations involved drilling five shallow holes to
define the bedrock surface, one deep hole to confirm the stratigraphy of the deep foundation, and
one deep hole for hydraulic conductivity testing. The drilling information showed the depth to
bedrock and overburden thickness at the alternate site was actually greater than the origina
damsite, indicating that if a north-south fault exists between the sites the offset is insignificant.
Reclamation geologic investigations will be documented in the Preliminary Assessment of
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Geology at Black Rock Damsite Report [7] . The following is a brief description of the geology
associated with the project area.

Regiona Geology

The Black Rock Dam and Reservoir sites are located in the northwest-central
portion of the Columbia Basin, a structural and depositional basin that forms much of eastern
Washington. The basin is the site of large basalt flood lava known as the Columbia River Basalt
Province. The basalts were erupted between 18 and 6 million years ago from vents near the
present boundary between Washington, Oregon, and Idaho. Flows were up to 100 feet thick and
cover hundreds to thousands of square miles. Extended time periods between eruptions allowed
for sediment deposition. Sediments consisted primarily of lacustrine silt and fluvial sand and
gravel. Basalt eruptions over millions of years resulted in a stack of relatively horizontal flows
which are referred to as the Columbia Plateau.

Structural Geoloqy

Shortly after the onset of the eruptive activity the western portion of the Columbia
Plateau underwent north-south compression resulting in east-west and northwest-southwest
trending folds. These folds are referred to as the Y akima Fold Belt. The ridges of the Yakima
Fold Belt are generally asymmetrical, with one limb gently inclined while the other steeply
folded, often with a thrust fault near the base of the fold. The anticlines represent the ridges and
the synclines represent the valleys. This configuration exists at the Black Rock Damsite, which
is between the Y akima Ridge anticline on the north, and Horse Thief Mountain/Rattlesnake Hills
anticline on the south, and similarly at the Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant and Inflow
Conveyance System sites, which are bounded by or within the Umtanum anticline.

Black Rock Damsite Geology

The Black Rock damsite is underlain by an interbedded sequence of volcanic ard
sedimentary rocks of the Columbia River Basalt Group and late Pliocene to Holocene age
fluvid, lacustrine and wind-blown deposits. The upper foundation at the damsiteis composed of
guaternary loess and alluvium deposits underlain by sedimentary Tertiary Ringold Formation
The deep foundation bedrock is composed of volcanic rocks of the Saddle Mountain Basalt and
upper Wanapum Basalt formations of the Columbia River Basalt Group.



The alluvial units documented at the damsite include pediment and alluvium
deposits. These are underlain by the Ringold Formationwhich consists of moderately- to well-
indurated fine- to coarse-grained sediments deposited within the Yakima Fold Belt. The
underlying Columbia River Basalt and Ellensburg Formation sedimentary interbeds include the
following: the Rattlesnake Ridge sedimentary interbed, Pomona basalt member, Selah
sedimentary interbed, Esquatzel and Umatilla Basalt members, and the Mabton sedimentary
interbed. The upper Priest Rapids Basalt of the Wanapum Basalt formation was encountered
during exploratory drilling.

Landdlides frequently are present in the Yakima Fold Belt. The dides form on the
doping limbs of the anticlines due to failure of the lower strength sedimentary interbeds. Two
ancient landslides have been identified on the Horse Thief Mountain anticline that forms the
south (right) abutment of the dam. The first dide is located on the north limb of the anticline
upstream of the damsite; the second is downstream of the damsite on the plunging east slope of
the anticline.

Groundwater in the Black Rock Valley occurs primarily in the basalt interflow
zones which generally include a flow breccia at the bottom of one flow and the vesicular flow
top of the underlying flow. The dense interior section of the basalt flows are confining layers
between the interflow zones. Where the interbedded sediments are coarse- grained, the interbeds
are included in the aquifer; however, the interbedded sediments are often fine grained and act as
confining layers. During Reclamation's geologic investigations a deep hole was drilled to better
define groundwater in the Black Rock Valley. Groundwater in the hole was first encountered
during drilling at about 254 feet, at the bottom of the Pomona Basalt. The water level rose in the
hole and the static water level was about 195-feet below ground surface [8].

Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, and Inflow Conveyance Geol ogy

The geologic conditions for the intake, pumping plant and inflow conveyance
structures are based primarily on information provided by the Grant County Public Utility
Didtrict that was used to design and construct Priest Rapids Dam. The pumping plant and intake
structures adjacent to Priest Rapids Reservoir will likely be founded on either Priest Rapids
Basalt or Columbia River terrace deposits. The inflow tunnel will penetrate the Umtanum and
Y akima anticlines which are composed of folded and faulted Saddle Mountains Basalt,
Wanapum Basalt and possibly Grande Ronde Basalt formations. In the Priest Rapids Dam area,
the north limb of the Umtanum anticline is overturned and dips to the south  An upper fault, the



Buck thrust, and a lower fault, Umtanum fault, define the overturned flows of the fold.
Landslides have been identified along the steep overturned north slope of the anticline.
Groundwater in the vicinity will be influenced by water levelsin Priest Rapids Reservoir and
Columbia River. Based on limited permeability and exploration data, it appears that the
pumping plant will be located in an area with a shallow thickness (less than 20 feet) of
unconsolidated terrace gravel lying above the Priest Rapids basalt and it is expected that the
excavation for the pumping plant will have relatively minor water control needs.

Seismic Hazard

Aninitial probabilistic seismic hazard assessment (PSHA) was conducted for use in this
Assessment Study of the proposed Black Rock Dam and is included as Appendix B. This PSHA
is based on limited, readily available data from existing studies and limited, preliminary
evauation of the data. Figure 2 shows the primary product of this assessment, a preliminary
hazard curve for peak horizontal acceleration (PHA) and relative contributions of the various
seismic sources to the total PHA hazard. At this stage of the evaluation, existing data indicate
that some faults in the immediate vicinity may need to be considered as potential earthquake
sources and that the characterization of these faults strongly influences the results. Thus, issues
such as suface faulting and secondary coseismic folding and faulting may also be of potential
engineering significance to the proposed dam.

Results from the PSHA indicate that the Black Rock Project is located in an area of high
seismicity and potential ground motions at the site are greatly influenced by the characterization
of nearby seismic sources. Specificaly, at return periods of about 10,000 years, total PHA is
about 0.95 g. For motions greater than about 0.3 g, about 70% of the total hazard is derived from
the current characterization of the Black Rock Valley fault. Cascadia seismic sources do not
appear to be significant relative to the Black Rock Valley fault for the PHA hazard at the site for
PHA of 0.3 or greater. However, these sources may be important at longer periods; periods
which may be significant in more detailed analyses of engineered structures at the Black Rock
ste. Further evaluation of the potential seismic sources or identification of additional sources,
may significantly alter the preliminary results developed in this study.

Reclamation typically designs its major power and pumping facilities for earthquakes
having areturn period of 2,500 years (2 percent probability of exceedance within a 50-year
period), and assesses the risk of dam failure using an earthquake with areturn period of 10,000
years. For the Priest Rapids Intake and Black Rock damsite, an earthquake having areturn



period of 2,500 years has atotal PHA of about 0.50 g, and at a return period of 10,000 years, the
total PHA is about 0.95 g.

Regionally, Black Rock damsite lies within the Y akima fold belt, a group of mostly east-
west striking folds which formed during and subsequent to eruption of the Columbia River
Basalts, about 10-15 million years ago. The geometry of the folds is consistent with activity
shown by regional seismicity and stress data, which is dominated by northsouth compression.
However, there are significantly differing interpretations published in the technical literature
regarding the origin and age of these folds that have profound implications for seismic hazard
assessment. Despite these differing interpretations, one of the most critical issues in the hazard
assessments is the proximity of the fault sources to the sites of interest. The relatively large PHA
values contained in the present assessment are the direct result of the relative proximity of
potential fault sources to the Black Rock site as compared to other sites that have had detailed
seismic hazard evaluations in the region.

Initial geologic mapping indicates that a significant thrust fault is present in the right
abutment of the proposed damsite. For the present characterization, this fault is included as part
of the Black Rock Valley fault and considered as a potential earthquake source. If large
earthquakes occur on this fault they could potentially be accompanied by up to several meters of
surface faulting. The age and characteristics of this fault need further study for issues related to
Seismic source characterization at the site.

A hypothesis developed from currently in-progress mapping at the damsite indicates that
the large fold on Horse Thief Mountain, the right abutment of the proposed dam, is related to the
thrust fault that daylights in the lower portion of the right abutment and dips to the south beneath
Horse Thief Mountain. Several secondary faults, scarps, and lineaments that appear to be related
to secondary extension along the fold atop Horse Thief Mountain may be related to Quaternary
deformation of thisfault/fold. These features are also potential sites of coseismic secondary
faulting, fissuring, and landslides.

Although not addressed in the initia probabilistic seismic hazard assessment, studies for
potential reservoir-induced seismicity will be addressed in the future. The setting of sitein a
region of tectonic compression, very large and deep reservoir, and operations that may involve
large fluctuations in depth and volume, all indicate that the probability of induced seismicity may
be significant.



Hydrologic Hazard

A feasihility-level Probable Maximum Flood (PMF) Study was conducted by
Reclamation to eval uate the hydrologic hazard associated with the potential Black Rock
Reservoir. The results of this study are shown in Appendix C and summarized in Table 2.

Table 2 - Black Rock Dam - Feasibility Level PMF Study Summary

Flood Description Peak Flow Volume Duration
(cfs) (acre-feet)
Winter General PMP Storm with 20,200 29,100 10.5 days

100-yr antecedent rain flood
(November to March)

Summer General PMP Storm with no 28,900 28,700 3.5days
antecedent flood (June to October)
Summer Local PMP Storm with no 74,900 17,000 1-day

antecedent flood (June to October)

Reservoir Sizing Criteria

Based on the results of the Water Availability Study [5], two reservoir sizes were
investigated for this assessment of project features. The Large Reservoir was sized for an active
storage of 1,300,000 acre-feet and the Small Reservoir was sized for an active storage of 800,000
acre-feet. Aerial topographic data was used to develop eevation versus reservoir volume and
areacurves. See Figure 3. To reduce the dam heights required for total storage, the inactive
storage was held to aminimum. To eliminate the need for a spillway, the PMF will be stored in
the reservoir. Reservoir parameters for the large and small reservoirs are shown in Table 3.

Table 3 - Black Rock Reservoir Parameters

Design Parameter L ar ge Reservoir Small Reservoir
Maximum Water Surface Elevation 1778 Elevation 1712
Top of Active Water Surface Elevation 1775 Elevation 1707

Active Capacity 1,300,000 af 800,000 af

Surface Areaat Top of Active 13.5 sg. miles 10 sg. miles
Top of Inactive Water Surface Elevation 1500

I nactive Capacity 157,610 af

Surface Area at Top of Inactive 3.25 sg. miles




V. Overview of Project Features
L arge Reservoir Storage Options

Option 1: Large Reservoir - Pump Only Option

The Large Reservoir - Pump Only Optionincludes an intake with fish screens
from Priest Rapids Reservoir, a 3,500 cfs pumping plant to lift the water to Black Rock Valley, a
dam to store 1,300,000 acre-feet of active storage in Black Rock Reservoir, and a 2,500 cfs
outflow tunnel and pipeline from the reservoir to Roza Canal. Table 4 summarizes the major
features associated with this option between the Columbia River and Roza Canal. Figure 1
shows their relative locations as well as the locations of the distribution systems beyond the Roza
Canal.

Option 2: Large Reservoir - Pump-Generating Option

In addition to the facilities identified for the Large Reservoir - Pump Only Option,
the Large Reservoir - Pump-Generating Option includes a multi-level intake to selectively
withdraw water from Black Rock Reservoir back to the Columbia River, a 3,500 cfs powerplant,
and a 3,500 cfstailrace channel to return the water back to Priest Rapids Reservoir. Table 5
summarizes the major features associated with this option between the Columbia River and Roza
Canal. Figure 1 shows their relative locations as well as the locations of the distribution systems
beyond the Roza Canal.

Small Reservoir Storage Option —Option 3

The Small Reservoir - Pump Only Optionincludes an intake with fish screens from Priest
Rapids Reservoir, a 6,000 cfs pumping plant to lift the water to Black Rock Valley, adam to
store 800,000 acre-feet of active storage in Black Rock Reservoir, and a 2,500 cfs outflow tunnel
and pipeline from the reservoir to Roza Canal. Table 6 summarizes the major features associated
with this option between the Columbia River and Roza Canal. Figure 1 shows their relative
locations as well as the locations of the distribution systems beyond the Roza Canal.
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Table4. Major Features of the L arge Reservoir-Pump Only Option— Option 1

Priest Rapids Intake and Fish Screen
» Design Flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs
* Intake on right side of Priest Rapids Reservoir
» Normal Operating Water Surface Range= El. 481.5 to 488.0

Priest Rapids Pumping Plant
» Design Flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs
» Three 500 cfs, Two-stage spiral case pumps
» Two 1,000 cfs, Two-stage spiral case pumps

Inflow Conveyance System

» Design Flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs

» Two Conveyance Options: Discharge 1 - All Tunnel Option
Discharge 2 - Tunnel/Pipe Option

Black Rock Dam

 Located on Origina WIS Damsite

» Three Types: Concrete-face Rockfill, Central-core Rockfill, Roller-compacted
Concrete

Black Rock Reservoir
» Active Storage: 1,300,000 af
* Inactive Storage: 157,610 af
Top of Inactive Storage: El. 1500.0
Top of Active Storage: El. 1775.0
Maximum Reservoir Water Surface: El. 1778.0
Spillway: None.
Low Level Outlet: Dam type dependent.

Outflow Conveyance System
» Design Flow Capacity= 2,500 cfs
» Singlelevel fish screened intake structure
» One Conveyance Option: Tunnel/Pipe Option

Black Rock Outlet Facility

 Located at MP 22.6 of Roza Canal

» One Bypass Structure Option: Design Flow Capacity= 2,500 cfs

» Two Powerplant Options: Option 1 - 1,500 cfs Design Flow Capacity
Option 2- 900 cfs Design Flow Capacity
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Table5. Major Features of the L arge Reservoir - Pump-Generating Option— Option 2

Priest Rapids Intake and Fish Screen
» Design flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs
* Intake on right side of Priest Rapids Reservoir
» Normal Operating Water Surface Range= El. 481.5 to 488.0
* Separate tailrace channel to Priest Rapids Reservoir

Priest Rapids Pump/Generating Plant
» Pump Design Flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs
» Three 500 cfs, Two-stage spira case pumps
e Two 1,000 cfs, Two-stage spiral case pumps
» Power Design Flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs
» Two 1,750 cfs Francis turbines with 150 MW Generators

Inflow Conveyance System

» Design Flow Capacity= 3,500 cfs

* One Conveyance Option: Discharge 1 - All Tunnel Option
» Multi-level fish screened inlet/outlet structure

Black Rock Dam

 Located on Origina WIS Damsite

» Three Types: Concrete-face Rockfill, Central-core Rockfill, Roller-compacted
Concrete

Black Rock Reservoir
» Active Storage: 1,300,000 af
Inactive Storage: 157,610 af
Top of Inactive Storage: EIl. 1500.0
Top of Active Storage: El. 1775.0
Maximum Reservoir Water Surface: El. 1778.0
Spillway: None.
Low Level Outlet: Dam type dependent.

Outflow Conveyance System
» Design Flow Capacity= 2,500 cfs
» Singlelevel fish screened intake structure
* One Conveyance Option: Tunnel/Pipe Option

Black Rock Outlet Facility

 Located at MP 22.6 of Roza Canal

* One Bypass Structure Option: Design Flow capacity= 2,500 cfs

» Two Powerplant Options: Option 1 - 1,500 cfs Design Flow Capacity
Option 2- 900 cfs Design Flow Capacity
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Table6. Major Features of the Small Reservoir-Pump Only Option— Option 3

Priest Rapids Intake and Fish Screen
» Design Flow Capacity= 6,000 cfs
* Intake on right side of Priest Rapids Reservoir
» Normal Operating Water Surface Range= El. 481.5 to 488.0

Priest Rapids Pumping Plant
» Design Flow Capacity= 6,000 cfs
» Six 1,000 cfs, Two-stage spiral case pumps

Inflow Conveyance System
» Design Flow Capacity= 6,000 cfs
* One Conveyance Option: Discharge 1 - All Tunnel Option

Black Rock Dam

* Located on Original WIS Damsite

» Three Types: Concrete-face Rockfill, Central-core Rockfill, Roller-compacted
Concrete

Black Rock Reservoir
» Active Storage: 800,000 af
Inactive Storage: 157,610 af
Top of Inactive Storage: El. 1500.0
Top of Active Storage: El. 1707.0
Maximum Reservoir Water Surface: El. 1712.0
Spillway: None.
Low Level Outlet: Dam type dependent.

Outflow Conveyance System
» Design Flow Capacity= 2,500 cfs
» Single level fish screened intake structure
* One Conveyance Option: Tunnel/Pipe Option

Black Rock Outlet Facility

* Located at MP 22.6 of Roza Canal

* One Bypass Structure Option: Design Flow capacity= 2,500 cfs

» Two Powerplant Options: Option 1 - 1,500 cfs Design Flow Capacity
Option 2 - 900 cfs Design Flow Capacity

The following sections describe each feature in detail.
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V. Columbia River Intake

The Large Reservoir storage option requires a 3,500 cfs intake and pumping plant on the
Columbia River to meet water delivery criteria, and the Small Reservoir storage option requires a
6,000 cfs intake and pumping plant on the Columbia River to meet water delivery criteria. In
addition to these two options, a pump-generating option that permits Columbia River water
stored in Black Rock Reservoir to be returned to the Columbia River to generate power was
evaluated with the Large Reservoir storage option.

The potential site for the intake structure is located on the right bank of Priest Rapids Reservoir.
See Figure 4. Priest Rapids Dam was constructed on the Columbia River between 1956 and
1961 and consists of left and right earth embankment sections, right bank gravity dam, two fish
ladders, a gated spillway, and a powerhouse. The dam is operated by the Grart County Public
Utility District and the active storage of the reservoir at maximum operating water elevation
(488.0) is 48,600 acre-fedt.

During the technical site review (Appendix A), the right bank of the Columbia River
downstream from Priest Rapids Damwas evaluated for potential alternate intake locations.
These downstream locations were limited to within four miles of the dam in order to avoid
locating an intake within the environmentally-sensitive Hanford Reach of the Columbia River.
Downstream of Priest Rapids Dam, the Columbia River is generally wide and shallow and the
potential intake |ocations appeared to be less favorable compared to an inlet from the reservoir.
Another consideration for placing the intake on the reservoir in lieu of the river downstream was
to avoid the potential for significant daily fluctuation of water level. Discussions with Grant
County Public Utility District personnel indicate that river fluctuations downstream of the dam
can be as high as 14 feet, although operation of Priest Rapids Dam attempts to limit fluctuations
to 5to 6 feet. Daily fluctuation of Priest Rapids Reservoir isabout 3 to 4 feet.

The intake for the Black Rock Project is located approximately 3,600 feet upstream from Priest
Rapids Dam which provides adequate room for the physical layout of the intake, intake channel,
pumping plant, switchyard, and tunnel portal, and also provides minimal impact to the existing
embankment portion of Priest Rapids Dam. In addition to the stable water surface, locating the
intake upstream of Priest Rapids Dam provides adequate hydraulic head for fish bypasses and
adequate area for the fishscreens, pumping plant, and switchyard. The upstream location of the
intake will al'so minimize encroachment of the pumping plant facilities on the Wanapum Indian
Village located downstream of the dam on the right side of the river.
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Priest Rapids Intake and Fish Screen - 3,500 cfs Pump Only

Design Considerations

The design considerations for the intake channels and fish screens include
hydraulic and biological criteria. The hydraulics must meet the maximum and minimum
operating water surface elevations of Priest Rapids Reservoir and diversion flow requirements to
Black Rock Reservoir. The maximum operating water surface elevation of Priest Rapids
Reservoir is 488.0 feet, and the minimum operating water surface elevation is 481.5 feet. Intake
facilities were provided with sufficient freeboard to prevent overtopping from the maximum
water surface with flood surcharge, elevation 491.5 feet. Minimum intake pump submergence
criteriafor the pumping plant established the low point of the intake channel.

The National Marine Fisheries Services, Northwest Region criteria for Salmonids
were used to design the fish screens ard bypass pipes. These criteriainclude channel velocities,
screen approach velocities, screen sweeping velocities, exposure time along screen, maximum
bypass pipe flow velocity, and minimum radius of bypass pipe bends.

Structural loadings such as lateral earth pressure, uplift stability, seismic, and
vehicle loads were not used at this level of design. These loadings would be a factor in the
structural concrete thickness and reinforcing requirements for the walls. The structural concrete
layouts and dimensions are based on past experience and designs of similar Reclamation fish
screen structures.

Concept Description

From the intake at Priest Rapids Reservoir to the face of the pumping plant, the
total length of the intake channdl is approximately 2,366 feet. The channel consists of two
different cross sections. See Figures4 and 5. Theinitial 1,412 feet of the intake channel has
three channel bays with vertical structural concrete walls. Two of the channel bays are sized for
flows of 1,500 cfs each, and athird channel issized for 500 cfs for atotal of 3,500 cfs flow
capacity. The channels were laid out with the top of concrete at elevation 495.50 feet and the
invert elevation 468.00 feet. The channel depths are 27 feet 6 inches. The widths of the two
1,500 cfs channels are 36 feet 6 inches, and the 500 cfs channel is 15 feet wide. Currently the
channel invert is assumed flat with no slope however in final design, the channel inverts would
have mild slopes to provide drainage when the channels are dewatered for maintenance. At
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minimum reservoir water surface elevation, the water depth in the channel is 13.5 feet and the
maximum channel velocity is 4 feet per second (fps). At the maximum water surface, the flow
velocities would be less than 4 fps.

Trashracks with an automated rake and a conveyor system are provided to collect
trash at the inlet. This prevents large debris from flowing down to the fish screens and plugging
them. A log boom may aso be required in the reservoir in front of the trashracks but is not
included in the current concept. Three top-sealed radia gates are provided at the reservoir intake
to isolate the channels for emergency or short term maintenance of the fish screens and can also
be used to regulate the downstream water surfaces. An access bridge deck is located over the
inlet to alow access across the intake channel.

Bulkheads and guides are required at |ocations upstream and downstream of the
structural intake channels. Each of the three sructural channels will require sets of the
bulkheads and guides in order to isolate each individual channel and till maintain the water
diverting operation. Bulkheads will permit maintenance of the channels and associated
mechanical equipment without shutting down the entire diversion. Mobile cranes were assumed
to be available for installation and removal of bulkheads.

The fish screens are designed to meet the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS), Northwest Region, screen criteriafor salmonid fry criteria. These criteria state that for
salmonid fry, the approach velocity shall not exceed 0.40 fps. Approach velocity is defined as
the water velocity component perpendicular and approximately three inches in front of the screen
face. Thetota required submerged screen area (excluding area affected by structural
components) was calculated by dividing the maximum diverted flow by the allowable approach
velocity.

The fish screens for the Priest Rapids Intake are vertical flat panels installed
within metal guide/support structures. The screen panels were assumed to be stainless steel
wedge wire panels bolted to steel backing panels or supports. The NMFS screen criteria states
that the screen slot openings (narrowest dimension) shall not exceed 0.0689 inches (1.75 mm).
Adjustable baffles are provided in guides directly downstream of the screens to provide for
uniform flow distribution over the screen surface. The fish screens will be cleaned by horizontal
brush-type fish screen cleaners. Since the screens are designed for the maximum flow at the
minimum operating water depth, metal barrier panels are provided above the screens to extend
above the maximum design operating water surface.
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To meet exposure time criteria, V-configurations of the fish screens were utilized
for the 1,500 cfs option and fish screens in a single diagonal configuration were utilized for the
500 cfschannel. The following tables list the design criteria for the fish screens and the design
values associated with the selected concept. Three 54-inch diameter bypass pipes are located at
the end of the fish screensto deliver screened fish to the river channel below Priest Rapids Dam.

Table7. 1,500 cfs Screen Design Parameters at Minimum Water Surface EI. 481.5 feet

Screen Criteria 1,500 cfs
Fish Screen Parameters Values Design Values
Approach velocity 0.4 ft./sec.* 0.4 ft./sec.
Sweeping velocity Greater than approach velocity | 3.98 ft./sec.
Screen angle (from parallel with channel) | Less than 45° 5.74°
Exposure time along screen 60 to 90 seconds** 39 sec.
Screen length plus 10% for metal works n/a 153 ft.

Table 8. 1,500 cfs Screen Design Parameters at Maximum Water Surface El. 488.0 feet

Screen Criteria 1,500 cfs
Fish Screen Parameters Values Design Values
Approach velocity 0.4 ft./sec.* 0.23 ft./sec.
Sweeping velocity Greater than approach velocity | 2.30 ft./sec.
Screen angle (from parallel with channel) | Less than 45° 5.74°
Exposure time along screen 60 to 90 seconds* * 65 sec.
Screen length plus 10% for metal works n/a 153 ft.

Table 9. 500 cfs Screen Design Parameters at Minimum Water Surface El. 481.5 feet

Screen Criteria 500 cfs
Fish Screen Parameters Values Design Values
Approach velocity 0.4 ft./sec.* 0.4 ft./sec.
Sweeping velocity Greater than approach velocity | 3.98 ft./sec.
Screen angle (from parallel with channel) | Less than 45° 6.21°
Exposure time along screen 60 to 90 seconds** 26 Sec.
Screen length plus 10% for metal works n/a 102 ft.
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Table 10. 500 cfs Screen Design Parameters at Maximum Water Surface El. 488.0 feet

Screen Criteria 500 cfs
Fish Screen Parameters Values Design Values
Approach velocity 0.4 ft./sec.* 0.4 ft./sec.
Sweeping velocity Greater than approach velocity | 2.71 ft./sec.
Screen angle (from parallel with channel) L ess than 45° 6.21°
Exposure time along screen 60 to 90 seconds* * 42 sec.
Screen length plus 10% for metal works n/a 102 ft.

* Criteriafor Salmonid fry.
**Not part of 1995 NMFS Criteria

Downstream from the fish screens, the three structural channels open to asingle
channel having atrapezoidal cross section. The bottom width of this channel is approximately
93 feet, side dopes are 1.5:1 (H:V), and the top of the channel is at elevation 500.0 feet. The
channel would be lined with a 3.5 inch unreinforced concrete lining. The velocities in this
section of the channel vary from 1.5 to 2.3 fps depending on the water surface elevation of the
reservoir. This segment of the channel is approximately 608 feet long. The channel then widens
and transitions to the pumping plant. The width of the channel at the pumping plant faceis
approximately 218 feet. The 346-foot long transition section is made at 10 degree angles parallel
to the channel alignment and expands the bottom width from 93 feet to 218 feet. The transition
invert is sloped vertically to meet the pumping plant intakes.

Maintenance roads are provided on each side of the channel. The access road on
the left side (looking downstream) is 20 feet wide, and the access road on the right side is 12 feet
wide. Guardrails would be provided for safety protection along the channel. Safety fencing
would also be provided along both sides of the channel to protect against people and animals
falling down the excavated side slopes.

Priest RapidsIntake and Fish Screens - 3,500 cfs Pump-Generating
This option has the same arrangement and criteria as described for the 3,500 cfs intake

channel concept. The only change is the configuration of the intake area of the channel to
accommodate a tailrace for the power generating units. See Figures 6, 7, and 8.
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The tailrace channel for the power generating side of the plant is located between the
intake channel and Priest Rapids Reservoir and is approximately 483 feet long. The physica
layout of the channel consists of a transition from the powerplant face to a 35-foot wide
structural channel with vertical walls. The top of the concrete walls are at elevation 500.5 feet,
and the invert elevation is at 471.50 feet.

The design velocity of the channel is 10 fps during the minimum water surface elevation
with the maximum discharge of 3,500 cfs. The velocity decreases as the reservoir water surface
rises to the maximum water surface. The channel layout selects the shortest possible path back
to the reservoir. This short layout was selected for its minimal channel friction loss however, the
short tailrace channel will pass through the embankment section of Priest Rapids Dam Cutoffs
are provided to prevent seepage between the embankment and structure.

Two 20-foot wide maintenance roads are provided on either side of the tailrace channel.
The channel has an access bridge aligned with the centerline of the existing Priest Rapids Dam
embankment. A deck is aso provided at the location of the tailrace bend downstream of the
channel transition.

Priest Rapids Intake and Fish Screen - 6,000 cfs Pump Only

This concept is similar to the 3,500 cfs concept except that it consists of four channel
bays of 1,500 cfs. See Figures 9 and 10. Each channel bay is approximately 36 feet 6 inches
wide. Thetotal length of the channel is approximately 2,340 feet which includes 1,433 feet of
structural concrete channels, 727 feet of excavated, unreinforced, concrete- lined, trapezoidal
cross section channel, and 180 feet of transition to the pumping plant.

The excavated trapezoidal channel for this concept has a bottom width of 154 feet and
sidedlopesof 1.5:1. The section then transitions to the pumping plant both horizontally and
vertically to accommodate the plant width and pump submergence requirements.

All required appurtenances are similar to the 1,500 cfs channel bays of the 3,500 cfs
concept. There are four sets of bulkheads and guides for both upstream and downstream use.
There are also four top sealed radial gates. The access bridge and maintenance roads are the
same widths. Since there are four bays, the total channel width is greater than the 3,500 cfs
concept. Trashracks and rakes are increased to accommodate the extra bay for this concept.
Guardrails and safety fencing will be required and will be similar to the 3,500 cfs concept.

19



Fish screen criteria and design values meet those shown in Tables 7 and 8 for the
minimum and maximum water surface elevations. Lengths and locations of the bypass pipes and
outfalls are assumed the same as the 3,500 cfs concept, except that there will be four 54-inch
diameter bypass pipes for the four fish screen bays.

Priest Rapids Pumping Plant and Switchyard - 3,500 cfs

Design Considerations

The location of the pumping plant and service yard was controlled by the intake
channel location, fish bypass requirements, location and alignment of the tunnel portal to the
discharge line, space requirements for the plant and switchyard, access into and around the plant,
and access into the Service Bay. See Figure 11. The service yard was set at elevation 507.5 feet
for compatibility with the existing ground elevationand to reduce the visibility of the plant
structure and switchyard from the Wanapum Indian Village. Reclamation decided to go with a
lower structure for the Unit Bay and raised superstructure for the Service Bay to keep the service
yard at an elevation more compatible with the existing ground surface and to allow access and
handling of equipment into and out of the building structure from the service yard elevation The
lower profile for most of the superstructure also helps mitigate the structural demand for lateral
earthquake loads. These |oads are anticipated to be significant based on available seismic data.

Pumping units with capacities of 500 cfs and 1,000 cfs were selected to
accommodate months when downstream flow targets in the Columbia River would restrict the
volume of water that could be pumped from the river. Besides flexibility of operations, more
smaller units reduces the submergence requirements for the units and permits unit maintenance
without sacrificing a large percentage of the plant capacity. The lift from Priest Rapids
Reservoir to Black Rock Reservoir is very high (approximately 1400 feet steady state) and the
size of the units led to the use of spiral case pumps. Pumping could be accomplished by single-
stage or two-stage pumps, however because of the high pumping head, submergence
requirements for a single-stage unit are much greater than requirements for a two-stage unit. For
single-stage pumps the required submergence is on the order of 180 feet, while for two-stage
pumps the submergence requirement is approximately 60 feet. Two-stage pumps were selected
for this study to reduce the depth of excavation for the pumping plant.
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Concept Description

The pumping plant is a reinforced concrete structure approximately 375 feet long
by 163 feet wide. The indoor type structure will house five units: three 500 cfs unitswith 98,000
hp motors, and two 1000 cfs units with 200,000 hp motors. The rated head of the pumpsis 1,400
feet. The pumping units require 62 feet of submergence below the minimum intake water
surface elevationof 481.5 feet which set the centerline elevation for the lower stage of the pump
impeller at elevation 419.5 feet. See Table 11 for unit data. Handling requirements for the
rotor/shaft assembly controlled building and overhead crane elevations and the estimated weight
of the rotor/shaft assembly (700,000 Ibs) controlled the selection of two 200-ton overhead cranes
acting in tandem in the Unit Bays. In the Service Bay, a 100-ton overhead crane is provided.
Space was provided in the plant for unit disassembly, auxiliary mechanical, and electrical
equipment. Precast concrete double tees were selected for the roof structure based on span and
anticipated availability. See Figures 12 through 17 for 3,500 cfs pumping plant general
arrangement details.

Table 11. Priest Rapids 3,500 cfs Pumping Plant Unit Data

Unit Data 500 cfs Unit 1, 000 cfs Unit
Number/Type of Units: 3 - Two-stage spiral case | 2 - Two-stage spiral case
Design Discharge: 500 cfs 1,000 cfs
Design Head: 1,400 feet 1,400 feet
Min. Impeller Submergence 62 feet 62 feet
Max. Spiral Case Dimension 18.2 feet 26.0 feet
Top of Suction Tube Invert El. 468.0 El. 468.0
Guard Valve: 60-inch spherical 78-inch spherical

Due to the high head at the plant, the pump discharge valves were assumed to be
heavy spherical valves supplied by the pump manufacturer.

Steel piping for the tunnels, manifolds, and penstocks were designed in
accordance with AWWA M11 [9] and ASCE Manuals and Reports on Engineering Practice No.
79[10]. Thelarge diameter tunnel liners and high pressure manifolds were designed with
ASTM A572 Grade 50 steel plate. All other manifolds, penstocks, and outlet works piping were
fabricated from ASTM A36 steel plate. The discharge line earthwork quantities were cal culated
based on the typica pipe trench section shown on Figure 32.
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The estimated size and weights of the synchronous machines (generators and
motors) were based on existing Reclamation machines having similar speed and kVA or
horsepower ratings. Standard 3-phase utilization voltages of 480; 6,900; and 13,800 volts were
assumed for the study. Because of the high continuous current loads at the Priest Rapids
Pumping Plant, high capacity isolated-phase bus was used in the estimate. All the 15 kV
switchgear utilized SF6 type unit circuit breakers.

The estimate al so assumes that a new 500-kilovolt line will be constructed from
the Midway Substation located 6 miles east of the Priest Rapids Pumping Plant and Switchyard.
The connection at the Midway Substation includes a circuit breaker and disconnect switches.
The pumping plant switchyard will include transformers, circuit breakers, and disconnect
switches.

Priest Rapids Pump-Gener ating Plant and Switchyard - 3,500 cfs

This option has a similar arrangement as described in the 3,500 cfs Pump Only option
except, the structure and yard have been expanded to accommodate two turbines and atailrace
channel adjacent to the pumping plant intake channel. The offset height of the superstructure
between the Unit Bay and Service Bay and the use of two separate crane levels has also been
eliminated from this option because the turbine and generator elevation settings do not facilitate
taking advantage of this arrangement. A single crane and roof level are shown for this option.
See Figures 18 through 25.

One of the unfortunate resultsof choosing two-stage pumps to deliver the water is that it
made the use of pump-turbines less attractive. Similar size two-stage pump-turbines have been
built but they are near state-of-the-art and maintenance requirements are expected to be high.
For these reasors, separate turbines were selected for the pump- generating option

The pump- generating plant is areinforced concrete structure approximately 490 feet long
by 163 feet wide. The structure will house five pumping units: three 500 cfs units with 98,000
hp motors, and two 1000 cfs units with 200,000 hp motors, and two Francis turbine units each
with adesign discharge of 1,750 cfs. Pump unit datais shown in Table 11 and turbine data is
shown in Table 12. Handling requirements for the pumping units controlled over the handling
requirements for the turbines.
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Table 12. Priest Rapids 3,500 cfs Powerplant Unit Data

Unit Data 1,750 cfs Unit

Number/Type of Units: 2 Francis

Design Discharge: 1,750 cfs

Design Head: 1,130 feet

Speed. 400 rpm
Assumed Unit Efficiency 90 percent

Power Output at Design Head: 150 MW

Min. Turbine Submergence 29.8 feet

Max. Scroll Case Dimension 26.5 feet

Bottom of Draft Tube El. 431.5

Guard Valve: 102-inch spherical

Priest Rapids Pumping Plant and Switchyard - 6,000 cfs

This option has a similar arrangement as described for the 3,500 cfs Pump Only option
except the structure has been expanded to accommodate six 1,000 cfs pumping units. See
Figures 26 through 31.

Congtruction Consider ations
Construction Access. The current access to the right side of Priest Rapids Reservoir is

across Priest Rapids Dam  The clear width and sharp turns across the spillway deck would
restrict movement of large construction equipment across the dam and an alternate means for

construction access, and future operation and maintenance access was developed along the right
side of the Columbia River from State Highway 24 (SH24) to the Intake facilities. The proposed
road follows the alignment of the abandoned railroad tracks.

Cofferdam: A cofferdam will be required in the reservoir to permit construction of the
intake. Our estimate assumed a circular-type, cellular cofferdam would be constructed. A
cellular cofferdam is a gravity retaining structure formed by a series of interconnected straight
web steel sheet pile cellsfilled with free draining granular soil. The circular-type cofferdam
consists of individual large diameter circles connected together by arcs of smaller diameter. The
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380-foot long cofferdam was assumed to be constructed with 32-foot-diameter cells that are 28
feet high. The top of the cofferdam was assumed to be at elevation 488.0 feet.

Excavations:. The depth of overburden over sound basalt was assumed to be 20 feet. All
rock excavation was assumed to have a 0.25:1 cut slope and overburden earth excavation is
assumed to have 1.5:1 cut slope. Based on available geologic and groundwater data, dewatering
is not necessary because groundwater is not likely to seep into the foundation excavation.

V1. Inflow Conveyance System
Inflow Conveyance System - 3,500 cfs Pump Only

Two different inflow conveyance systems were analyzed to transport the flow of 3,500
cfs from Priest Rapids Reservoir to Black Rock Reservoir. Both alignments encroach on the
Y akima Firing Center Military Reservation to some extent. See Figures 1 and 32. The first
option Discharge 1, isan al tunnel option with a 16- foot-diameter manifold connecting to a 17-
foot-diameter tunnel sloping steadily up towards the reservoir. The tunnel has a 22-foot-
diameter surge shaft located 3,850 feet from the pumping plant and extending to El. 2106. See
Figure 33. The second option, Discharge 2, is a tunnel/pipe option comprised of a 16-foot-
diameter discharge pipe and tunnel, 16- foot-diameter vertical shaft, 21-foot-diameter gravity
tunnel, and an 18- foot-diameter pipe transitioning to a 17-foot-diameter pipe connected to the
low level outlet works at Black Rock Dam. See Figure 34.

General Design Considerations

The tunnel and pipeline diameters were sized using a flow of 3,500 cfs. The
transient design was based on an additional 5% (3,675 cfs) to account for the pump wear factor
and manufacturer’s allowance. The Priest Rapids Reservoir water surface elevation used for the
hydraulics and transient study was EI. 488 (Normal Maximum). A Black Rock Reservoir level
of El. 1500 (Top of Inactive) was used to calculate the maximum downsurge; to size the tunnel
and pipeline diameters; and to size the surge tank diameter. A Black Rock Reservoir level of El.
1775 (Top of Active) was used to calculate the maximum upsurge pressure at the pumping plant
and to determine the elevation required at the top of the surge tank.

The following factors and assumptions were used for the hydraulic and transient
analysis of the 3,500 cfs inflow conveyance systems:
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Design Flow: 3,500 cfs

Transient Design Flow: 3,675 cfs

Colebrook White Rugosity Value: 0.002 (Tunnel)
Colebrook White Rugosity Value: 0.001 (Pipeline)
Downsurge pressures: No negative pressures.
Rated head: 1,450 feet

Speed: 400 rpm

WR?: 5,000,000 per unit
Efficiency: 0.85

Pumps: 5 equal two-stage pumps*

* Five equal units were assumed to simplify the transient analysis.

Discharge 1 (All Tunnd) - Hydraulic Design Considerations

Initidly, the tunnel was designed with a shaft smilar to the WIS Report [2],
however, the design was later smplified to have a tunnel with a constant slope from Priest
Rapids to Black Rock Reservoir. The tunnel portal was located just outside of the pumping plant
switchyard fence with the centerline at El. 495. Based on the transient analyses, the end of the
tunnel was located at El. 1440 to prevent a negative downsurge in the tunnel near the Black Rock
Reservoir. See Figure 33.

The top of the surge shaft was set at approximate EIl. 2106 to prevent overtopping
and was located to provide a level spot for construction activities. The top elevation is based on
upsurge from the pumping plant shutdown while Black Rock Reservoir is at El. 1775. The
maximum design grade line at the pumping plant was determined to be El. 2800 which converts
to 2,370 feet of pressure based ona pump/pipeline centerline elevation of 430 feet. The steady
state hydraulic grade line at the pumping plant, not including friction loss through the pumps and
manifold, was elevation 1876.0 feet. See Figure 35 for a graphical representationof the design
and hydraulic grade lines for Discharge 1.

Discharge 2 (Tunnel/Pipe) - Hydraulic Design Considerations

The design of the tunnel/pipeinitially was to be a pressurized system from the
pumping plant to Black Rock Reservoir. However, after review of the hydraulic and transient
analyses, increasing the size of the tunnel after the surge shaft and using a gravity tunnel
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provided a more efficient and effective solution The downstream tunnel diameter was increased
to 21 feet which provided a normal depth of 15.1 feet and slope of 0.0015 using a Manning’s n
of .0015. The elevation of the gravity tunnel downstream portal was based on the hydraulic
grade line required to alow the 3,500 cfs to flow around Y akima Ridge in an 18 foot-diameter
pipe at approximately El. 1800. Beyond the south side of the Y akima Ridge, the pipe diameter
was reduced to 17 feet. See Figure 34.

The manifold and initial tunnel diameter were sized to minimize the diameter
while maintaining a flow velocity below 20 fps. A 16-foot-diameter discharge pipe and tunnel
have aflow velocity of approximately 18 fpsat 3,500 cfs. The maximum design grade line at the
pumping plant was determined to be El. 2700 which convertsto 2,270 feet of pressure based ona
pump/pipeline centerline elevation of 430 feet. The steady state hydraulic grade line at the
pumping plant, not including friction loss through the pumps and manifold, was elevation 1910.0
feet. See Figure 36 for agraphical representation of the design and hydraulic grade lines for
Discharge 2.

Tunngl Design Considerations

Appraisa designs for the tunnel support were based on existing geologic design
data and Chapter 4 of Reclamation’'s Design Standards No. 3[11]. The tunnel designs include
initial and final support. Theinitial support holds the tunnel opening stable until installation of
the final support, or lining. The contractor will install the initial support immediately after
advancing the heading. Figures 37 and 38 show the initial and final support used in this
Assessment.

Tunnel excavation will probably be accomplished using Tunnel Boring Machines
(TBMs). Basalt generally does not preclude this method of excavation and the design does not
anticipate unusual bit (disk cutter) wear. Shorter tunnels with lengths less than 4,000 feet may be
excavated by drill and blast methods. Intermediate length tunnels may be excavated by either
method, depending on the particular contractor's resources.

Most shaft excavation will probably be by full raise bore, raise bore and slash
down, or raise bore and ream down excavation methods. The shaft excavation on the outlet
tunnel will be by raise bore and slash down as the diameter precludes using shaft boring
machines or raise boring to the final diameter. Raise bore excavation is accomplished by boring
asmall hole from the surface, removing the small boring cutter head, and attaching a boring head
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with the same diameter as the final excavated diameter of the shaft to the drill steel at the shaft
bottom, then pulling the boring head upward to the surface. The operation removes the drilling
waste from the small hole at the shaft top and miners remove shaft waste from the raise bore and
shaft bottom. The per unit cost of removing waste at the shaft top is much higher than at the
shaft bottom.

The raise bore and slash down method begins similar to the full raise bore except
theraise bore isa smaller diameter than the shaft's final excavated diameter. Minersthen
remove the boring head and drill stedl at the shaft top and begin slashing down using drill and
blast, or other techniques to excavate to the final shaft diameter. The shaft waste falls through
the raised bored hole and down to the tunnel below, where miners removeit. The raise bore and
ream down method is similar to the raise bore and slash down method except the final shaft
diameter is excavated by reaming the raised bored hole to alarger diameter.

Water is always a major concern in tunneling, however all of the potential tunnels
are above the current water table so groundwater should not be a magjor problem. Surface waters
coming from rains will eventually enter the tunnel. All tunnels can be excavated uphill,
alleviating minor water problems. Theinitial tunnel support will depend on the intercepted
geology, and may be interdependent with the final lining for a particular reach. For this
Assessment, rock quality was assumed in order to determine what initial support would be
required and general lengths of reaches of structural steel tunnel supportsalong with a
percentage of the remaining tunnel that needed patterned rock reinforcement, spot rock
reinforcement, or no reinforcement were determined.

Final tunnel lining design was based on Reclamation design standards. While the
mineralogy of the rock indicates that an unlined tunnel is possible, the design uses alining to
assure reasonable hydraulic frictionand account for areas where the rock may be highly
fractured. While the tunnel design calls for mostly unreinforced lining, the design prescribes
some reinforcement to curtail leakage in highly fractured reaches in the pressure tunnels. Tunnel
design aso incorporates stedl lining at the portals to insure water tightness as the tunnel nears the
surface. This steel liner will be backfilled with concrete and grouted. The tunnels will not
require steel lining when the portal is under Black Rock Reservoir.
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Pipeline Design Considerations

The pipeline for the Tunnel/Pipe option (Figure 34) was designed using steel pipe
and AWWA M11 guidelines [9] for internal pressure. The steel pipe wall thickness was sized
using a design pressure based on the water surface at the end of the tunnel, EI. 1881.0. The
design pressure was not increased for transient pressure because the valves in the dam’s low
level outlet works at the end of the pipeline would be able to close slow enough to prevent
harmful pressure surges. An alowable design stress of 18,000 psi was used which is 50% of the
minimum yield point of ASTM A36 steel. For this study, the pipeline was divided into three
sections and designed for the parameters shown in Table 13. Future studies would further refine
the steel pipe design, hydraulics, and transient pressures.

Table 13. Discharge 2 Pipeline Design Parameters

. Diameter Design Pressure | Pipe Wall Thickness,
Stations . . .
Feet (inches) psi inches
154+50 to 415+60 18 (216) 168 1.0
415+60 to 465+60 17 (204) 165 1.0
465+60 to 545+00 17 (204) 229 1.3

The pipeline vertical alignment was based on a minimum cover of 5 feet. The
average cover depth was 13 feet. During feasibility design, the pipeline vertical profile could be
refined and the average cover depth decreased. The side slopes and bench widths were
determined based on areview of available geologic data. See Typical Pipe Trench Section in
Figure 32.

At Black Rock Reservair, the pipeline was assumed to connect to the low level
outlet works pipe so that both the low level outlet works and pipeline would use the same tunnel

through the dam abutment.

Reservoir Outlet Design Considerations

Given the anticipated high flows (3,500 to 6,000 cfs) and velocities during the
initial filling of the Black Rock Reservoir inactive pool space, provisions for erosion
control/protection of the reservoir rim were included in the estimates. The inflow conveyance
systems enter the reservoir approximately 100 feet above the valley floor at a distance of
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approximately 4,000 feet from the valley bottom. Reclamation decided that some type of
conveyance would be needed to minimize erosion of the hillside until the reservoir reaches the
inlet elevation For this Assessment, ashort open channel was assumed to direct flow from the
outlet structure into a large diameter (20- to 24-foot) stedl pipe. The pipe would carry the flow
downhill towards the valley bottom where it would terminate with a 90-degree upward bend. A
large concrete thrust block would be necessary to handle the thrust loads at the end of the 90-
degree bend. No attempt to optimize alternatives or costs for this erosion control plan was done
at thislevel of study, however this should be completed as part of any future studies.

Inflow Conveyance System - 3,500 cfs Pump-Generating

For this study, the inflow conveyance system for the Pump-Generating option was
assumed to be the same as the All Tunnel conveyance system for the 3,500 cfs pump only
option. (Discharge 1). One difference isthe need for a multi-level intake structure at Black Rock
Reservoir to control the withdrawal elevation for water returning to the Columbia River to meet
as yet to be determined water quality objectives. For this Assessment, the proposed Multi-Level
Inlet/Outlet Structure is a free-standing tower with fixed intakes at elevations 1450.0, 1540.0,
1630.0, and 1720.0 feet. These ports are valve controlled so any combination of withdrawal
levels can be achieved. The intakes discharge into a wet well before entering the 17-foot-
diameter tunnel to Priest Rapids Pump-Generating Plant. See Figures 39 and 40.

Fish screenswould be installed at each intake level. Fish screen sizing criteriawas
assumed to be the same criteria used to size the intake structure at Priest Rapids Reservoir. The
fish screens would be stationary, half-cylinder-shaped screers with flat side panels attached to
the intake tower. The fish screens will only be used when in the gererating mode. However,
cleaning of these screens was assumed to be by passing pumped (back flush) water through the
screens for a short period when in the pumping mode. During normal pumping operations,
pumped water will be discharged through two 17-foot by 17-foot gates located at the bottom of
the wet well.

I nflow Conveyance System - 6,000 cfs Pump Only

Only one conveyance system was analyzed to transport the 6,000 cfs flow from Priest
Rapids Dam to Black Rock Reservoir. A 22-foot-diameter tunnel sloping steadily up towards
the reservoir was used. The tunnel has a 22- foot-diameter surge shaft located 4,050 feet from the
upstream end of the tunnel, extending to El. 2107. See Figure 41.
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General Design Considerations

The tunnel diameter was sized using adesign flow of 6,000 cfs. The transient
design was based on an additional 5% (6,300 cfs) to account for the pump wear factor and
manufacturer’s allowance. The Priest Rapids Reservoir water surface elevation used for the
hydraulics and transient study was EI. 488 (Normal Maximum). A Black Rock Reservoir level
of El. 1500 (Top of Dead Pool) was used to calculate the maximum downsurge; to size the tunnel
diameter; and to size the surge shaft diameter. A Black Rock Reservoir level of El. 1775 (Top of
Active) was used to calculate the maximum upsurge pressure at the pumping plant and to
determine the minimum elevation at the top of the surge shaft.

The following factors were used for the hydraulic and transient analysis for the
6,000 cfs inflow conveyance system:

Pipeline Design Flow: 6,000 cfs

Transient Design Flow: 6,300 cfs

Colebrook White Rugosity: 0.002 (Friction Loss Coefficient)
Downsurge pressures: NoO negative pressures.

Rated head: 1450 feet

Speed: 400 rpm

WR?: 5,000,000 per unit

Efficiency: 0.85

Pumps: 6 equal-sized two-stage pumps

Tunnel design considerations are similar to those discussed for the 3,500 cfs
Pump only Option.

Discharge 1 (All Tunnel) - Hydraulic Design Considerations

The tunnel was designed similar to the 3,500 cfs tunnel design which has a
constant sope from Priest Rapids to Black Rock Reservoir. The tunnel porta is located just
outside of the pumping plant switchyard with a centerline at elevation495. Based on the
transient analyses, the end of the tunnel was located at elevation 1440 to prevent a negative
downsurge in the tunnel near the Black Rock Reservoir. The top of the surge shaft was set at
approximate elevation 2107.0 to prevent overtopping and was located to provide a level spot for
construction activities. The maximum design grade line at the pumping plant was determined to
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be El. 2650 which converts to 2,220 feet of pressure based ona pump/pipeline centerline
elevation of 430 feet. The steady state hydraulic grade line at the pumping plant, not including
friction loss through the pumps and manifold, was elevation 1782.0 feet. See Figure 42 for a
graphical representation of the design and hydraulic grade lines for Discharge 1.

Construction Consider ations

Pipe Fabrication: Steel pipe sections 16-feet in diameter and greater will have to be
transported in pieces by truck or rail and welded together and pressure tested in the field.

Tunnel Excavation. The potential for varying rock quality encountered during tunnel
excavation will necessitate a flexible working relationship with the contractor. Differing ground,
water and gas conditions from assumed conditions will affect the tunnel construction. Based on
current knowledge of the tunnel alignment, bedrock will consist of a series of basaltic lava flows
and associated interflow sediments. The basaltic portion of the tunnel will be in rock which will
likely vary structurally and texturally from massive nonvesicular to highly vesicular and flow-
brecciatypes. Soft, relatively uncemented interflow sediments will also likely be encountered.
A number of shear zones, consisting of fractured rock with soft gouge materials may also be
encountered during tunneling.

V1Il. Black Rock Dam and Reservoir
L arge Embankment Dams

Design Considerations

There are a number of design considerations associated with the construction of a
large embankment dam in the Black Rock Valley. None of these considerations are viewed to be
“fatal flaws’ that would indicate the site is not technically feasible. Rather, it is believed that a
safe dam could be constructed, and that no unusual measures or features beyond what is typically
done for a major embankment dam would be required. Nonetheless, there are a number of issues
that will need special attention during design, and some of the most significant are listed below.
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High Seismicity

Black Rock Dam would be located in an area of high seismicity, or earthquake
potential. The presence of the Black Rock Valley fault is the largest contributor to the seismic
hazard, although there are alarge number of other contributing earthquake sources. Two
additional notable ones are the Y akima Ridge East fault, the second largest contributor to the
hazard after the Black Rock Valley fault, and the deep zone of the Cascadia Subduction Zone,
capable of producing very large magnitude earthquakes. Based on Reclamation’sinitial
probabilistic seismic hazard assessment (Appendix B), the peak horizontal ground acceleration
expected from a 10,000-year earthquake has a mean value of 0.95g. Thisisalarge ground
motion and dictates that a dam needs to be able to resist significant earthquake shaking.

This high level of shaking leads to the potential of causing lower density
embankment or foundation saturated soils to experience liquefaction, which is essentially aloss
of strength that can result in large slope failures. To mitigate this concern, it is critical that al
potentialy liquefiable foundation soils are removed and that all embankment materials are
compacted to high densities, which can be routinely accomplished through the use of large
rollers.

Another potential concern is that earthquake shaking, if severe and long enough,
can induce slope failuresin an embankment. This concern can be addressed by carefully
analyzing the dam for potential deformations from the expected earthquake load, and designing
crest dimensions, zoning, and embankment slopes to ensure stability, as well as selecting strong
materials and keeping the phreatic surface (water level) in the embankment as low as possible.

Potential Fault Displacements

Preliminary investigations indicate that at least one significant thrust fault is
located within the proposed footprint of the dam, at the base of the right (south) abutment. This
fault has not been studied in sufficient detail to define its activity or the magnitude of potential
displacements. At this stage of study and based on available information, it can only be assumed
that fault offsets within the dam footprint are possible, and that such displacements could range
from afew centimeters to several meters. Given the orientation of the east-west folds
comprising the Y akima Fold Belt which includes Black Rock Valley, the orientation of the
displacements would be in the north-south (cross valley) direction, reflecting compression of the
folds. From adam engineering standpoint, this orientation would likely be favorable over an
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upstream-downstream displacement which would create transverse cracks through the dam.
However, severe cracking would still likely result from a significant fault offset.

The potential for and impact of such potential displacement of afault at the right
abutment must be considered and accommodated in the dam design. Because an embankment
dam is generally viewed as less stiff or rigid than a concrete dam, an embankment alternative
may be best able to accommodate potential fault displacements. Key featuresto includein an
embankment would be filters and drains of sufficient dimension to ensure that cracking, offsets,
or differential movements will not exceed the width of the filters. These filters and drains should
be constructed of clean, cohesionless, and permeable sands and gravels so that if the dam is
cracked, these materials will collapse or rearrange so that a crack is not supported within these
zones. While the upstream water barrier (an earth core or concrete face, for example) would be
expected to crack and possibly stay open from afault offset, the filter would serve to ensure that
no fine-grained materials from a core would be able to erode downstream. The gravel drain
located downstream from the filter would provide for safe collection of any seepage that is
passed through the crack in the earth core or concrete face. In addition, filters placed upstream
of the water barrier may serve as crack “pluggers’ that introduce sand into cracks in the water
barrier to help seal the cracks.

Another design feature frequently utilized when fault displacement is possibleis
the use of large rockfill shells. These rockfill shells, constructed of rock up to 3-foot size, form
an extremely stable downstream buttress for the earth core or concrete face. Of equal importance
isthe proven ability of rockfill to alow extensive reservoir leakage or flows to safely “flow
through” the rockfill without causing dam failure. Thisis possible because of the high horizontal
permeability of rockfill and the fact that extremely high seepage velocities are required to erode
or move large size rocks.

Varying Rock Quality

The bedrock forming the abutments and valley section beneath Black Rock Dam
consist of interbedded and folded volcanic and sedimentary rocks of the Columbia River Basalt
Group. In essence, these are a series of basalt flows that were extruded and flowed over the
Columbia Basin between 18 and 6 million years ago. Individua flows were up to 100 feet thick,
and the time periods between sequentia flows was from hundreds to tens of thousands of years,
which allowed for sediment deposition between basalt flows. As aresult, the bedrock
stratigraphy consists of a number of different basalt flows with sedimentary interbeds separating
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some of these flows. In addition due to the nature of the flow deposition, the basalts may
contain sediments that are “rafted” within the basalt or contain “pillow” structures that also
contain pods of fine sediment and fractured basalt. It is not unusua to see “interflow zones’ of
higher permeability at the top or bottom of flows due to shearing and intermixing during
deposition or resulting from differences in cooling of the flows.

Asthe bedrock surface is excavated during construction, it would be expected that
rock quality could vary significantly as different areas of one flow or different flows are
uncovered. Thisisby no means a significant detriment for an embankment foundation, but does
mean some flexibility will be needed during construction to ensure a suitable foundation is
reached. Considerable onsite geologic and geotechnica presence will thus be needed to
determine the adequacy of the bedrock and the degree of foundation treatment measures such as
additional excavation, slush grouting, and filter placement.

In addition, the varying bedrock composition and quality will require additional
investigations during advanced design phases to better understand the bedrock properties and
permeability (fracture density, openness, infilling characteristics, etc.), to develop a foundation
grouting program, to explore foundation conditions, and to potentially reduce bedrock seepage.

Thick Overburden Deposit of Varying Composition

Geologic explorations by both WIS and Reclamation have confirmed the presence
of athick deposit of overburden overlying the basalt bedrock. Drill holes have indicated that the
overburden in the Black Rock Valley is deeper than 200 feet near the base of the right abutment,
and may average more than 100 feet deep across the right center portion of the valley. Although
the overburden includes some surficial loess (wind-blown silt), colluvium, and recent alluvium,
the large majority appears to consist of the Ringold Formation. Based on the limited
explorations, the Ringold appears to be a highly variable deposit, consisting mainly of basalt
gravels and cobbles in a sand with fines matrix, but also including significant layers of fluvial
sand, silt, and clay. These varying materials have been described as poorly to well-consolidated,
and poorly- to semi-indurated.

An obvious design consideration with this type of overburden is determining how
much to remove beneath the dam. On one hand, a reasonable but perhaps conservative approach
would be to remove all of the overburden down to bedrock beneath the entire footprint of the
dam. Given the significant height of the proposed Black Rock Dam, the relatively steep slopes
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of the embankment, and the high seismicity of the site, this option would certainly be defendable.
On the other hand, portions of the Ringold, particularly the deeper layers, are described in the
drill logs as a dense, indurated deposit of gravels and cobbles. This type of material would be
expected to be a firm and non liquefiable foundation capable of supporting alarge dam, although
some type of cutoff to bedrock may be needed to minimize and protect against seepage. During
advanced design phases, additional characterization of the Ringold Formationwill be important
in helping to determine the optimum definition (a blend of technical and economic
considerations) of the amount of Ringold to remove beneath Black Rock Dam.

Construction Materia Availability

A key consideration for the design of any embankment dam is utilization of
available materials. The nature and availability of construction materials isimportant for both
technical and economic reasons. For a dam the size of the proposed Black Rock Dam, it will be
important to secure high quality materials for the key zones in the embankment. 1f such
materials are located reasonably nearby, that is alarge economic advantage since the costs of
hauling large volumes of materials can be huge. In addition, since potentially large volumes of
materials will be generated from excavation of much, if not all, of the foundation overburden, an
ideal embankment design would include the use of those materials in a noncritical zone as
opposed to wasting them.

Large Dam Height

Inherent in some of the above considerations, but worth emphasizing separately,
is that the proposed Black Rock Dam will be a very high embankment, approaching 800 feet in
structural height. Although well within the precedents set in terms of high embankments, this
dam will nonetheless deserve specia attention due to its height and the large hydraulic head
behind it. Large site investigation and materials testing programs will be needed to ensure the
site conditions are well understood. Detailed analyses will be critical to ensure a safe design is
developed. In addition to these measures, such a design would need to be independently
reviewed by an expert board of consultants.

Type of Embankment Dam

Given the design considerations listed above, an initial step in the design process
isto select the appropriate type or types of embankment dam to consider for this damsite. A
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rockfill dam is an obvious choice for the Black Rock site, and better suited than a zoned earthfill
embankment for several reasons. First of all, thereis ardative lack of impervious soils or even
unconsolidated pervious soils at the damsite. The only immediately available impervious soil is
the relatively thin loessial layer that blankets much of the site, particularly the higher areas.
Much of the foundation overburden consists of the Ringold Formation, which is severa million
years old, somewhat variable in material composition (clays, siltstones, and conglomerates to
name a few), and often cemented. Extensive development of the Ringold as a borrow source
would likely lead to awide range of material properties and differing degrees of difficulty of
excavation. Basalt, however, is present throughout the dam and reservoir area, with relatively
little soil cover on the abutment and reservoir rims. The basalt, through quarrying, provides an
unlimited source of rockfill.

Secondly, the proposed damsite isin an area of relatively high seismicity. Based
on the PSHA (Appendix B), the expected 10,000-year ground motion at the site is 0.959.
Furthermore, there is some potentia that displacements could occur on faults that pass beneath
the dam alignment. Such high ground motions and the potential for fault movement require a
dam type that is seismically stable even under very large loadings. Rockfill dams are recognized
to be one of the best dams under these conditions, primarily because their design affords alarge
downstream portion that remains unsaturated and strong, and yet provides permeability to let
seepage pass through in the event that the impervious element of the dam is cracked or similarly
damaged. Later paragraphs will describe two different rockfill embankments that appear best
suited to the Black Rock site — a concrete face rockfill dam and a central core rockfill dam.

AXis Location

Two potential alignments were explored during this assessment sudy. The
original, or farthest east (downstream) alignment, was initially proposed and explored by WIS,
while an alternate alignment located further west (upstream) was investigated by Reclamation.
The original alignment was found to have the shortest crest length, athough explorations
encountered thick (greater than 200 feet) deposits of overburden toward the south abutment.
Subsequent explorations on the alternate alignment revealed that the overburden was at least as
deep at the upstream axis. A determination of above ground embankment quantities showed that
the alternate alignment resulted in about 10 percent fewer cubic yards, even though the crest
length was longer and the dam higher (to get an equivalent reservoir storage). This appearsto be
because the original ground surface rises as one heads upstream. However, when evaluating the
amount of below ground excavation required at both alignments, the longer axis at the alternate
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site resulted in significantly more excavation than the origina site. When looking at total
embankment quantities (all above and below ground fill materials), the alternate axis was
estimated to have about 10 million more cubic yards than the original axis.

Since there were no obvious technical advantages (such as improved rock quality,
better outlet works location, etc.), the large difference in embankment volumes, and resulting
large cost increase, made it arelatively straightforward determination to select the original WIS
site as Reclamation’ s preferred alignment.

Once the optimum axis was selected and the genera type of embankment (rockfill
dam) chosen, the next step was to further develop the two types of rockfill dams deemed most
suitable to the Black Rock site. As mentioned earlier, these two alternatives are a concrete face
rockfill dam and a central core rockfill dam. Both of these will be discussed in more detail in the
following paragraphs. A plan view and typical sections of both alternatives are presented in
Figures 43 and 44.

Concrete Face Rockfill Dam

General Design Concepts

One of the main advantages of a concrete face rockfill dam over any other type of
embankment dam is that it does not contain a soil core vulnerable to erosion under a
concentrated leak. The impervious e ement for this dam type is the upstream reinforced concrete
face, which is not susceptible to erosion. This concrete face istied into the rock foundation with
aconcrete plinth that acts as a thrust block or footing for the concrete face. Immediately
downstream of the reinforced concrete face is a zone of sand and gravel with fines, which serves
not only as afirm foundation for the concrete face slab, but also a key feature of the design. In
the event of any leaks through the concrete face, a properly designed zone 2 forms a semi-
pervious barrier that significantly increases head losses and thus reduces the amount of seepage.
Thus, in the event of damage to the concrete face, whether from a failed waterstop or cracking
induced by some type of differential settlement, seismic shaking or fault displacement, the zone
2 serves as an additional barrier to retard seepage.

A pervious transition, zone 3, is placed immediately downstream of the zone 2
and designed to be filter compatible with both the zone 2 and the downstream rockfill. In this
way, should excessive flows occur through concentrated leaks, the zone 3 ensures that the zone 2
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cannot erode and also provides sufficient drainage capability to handle seepage flows and allow
them to pass into and through the large downstream rockfill section of the dam.

The rockfill zones are typically constructed in 3-foot thick lifts, and compacted
with large vibratory rollers. The practice of spreading 3-foot lifts and then applying compaction
tends to create a layer with larger rock at the bottom and an accumulation of fines at the top.
Because of these stratified rockfill layers, it is widely accepted that the downstream rockfill will
have high horizontal permeability and be able to drain off large |leakage flows safely. This
advantage is sometimes referred to as “ flow-through capability of rockfill.” A more detailed
description of the various embankment zones, including expected material descriptions and
construction procedures, are included in a later paragraph entitled “Embankment Zoning.”

Crest Elevation

For all dam types being considered for the large reservoir size, the top of normal
water surface (top of active conservation) is set at elevation 1775 to store 1.3 million acre-feet.
The maximum reservoir water surface, assuming full storage of the Probable Maximum Flood
above the normal water surface, corresponds to elevation 1778.

Freeboard heights were established using general rules, as well as checking with
quick analyses. Because of the long reservoir and potential for high winds in the Black Rock
Valley, wave runup will be a consideration at this site, as the combination of long fetch and high
winds could create significant waves on the reservoir surface. The large reservoir option hasa
total reservoir length on the order of 10 miles, and it appears that wind gusts approaching 100
miles/hr are possible. A quick calculation of potential wave heights and runup confirmed that
large waves would be possible. According to general guidance given in the Design of Small
Dams [12], wave heights could be over 6 feet, and the suggested normal freeboard is 10 feet
(about 1-1/2 times the wave height) for atypical dam with ariprap upstream slope. However, a
different freeboard is required for a concrete face rockfill dam than for a rockfill dam with a rock
upstream face. That is because the rougher surface of arock face is much more effective than
smooth concrete in dissipating wave runup. Design of Small Dams recommends providing 50
percent more freeboard if a smooth pavement is used on the upstream face. Consequently, the
crest elevation for the concrete face rockfill dam will be 1790, providing a normal freeboard of
15 feet (as opposed to 10 feet for the earth core rockfill).
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A quick check of expected deformations in the event of large ground motions
possible at Black Rock Dam suggests that potential crest deformations would be only a few feet
or less. Based on the seismic stability of awell constructed rockfill dam, extra freeboard in case
of major embankment deformations does not appear to be required.

A genera philosophy underlying the assignment of a 15-foot freeboard value is
the belief that Black Rock Dam would not operate at full normal reservoir level very frequently.
A full reservoir would likely require optimum conditions, not just in a particular water year but
probably for a number of consecutive years. Thus, the average reservoir level in any given year
will probably be below, and possibly well below, the top of active conservation level. Thus, the
chances of avery large earthquake or flood occurring at the same time the reservoir is
completely full is not judged to be very likely. What this means is that normally the freeboard
will be greater than 15 feet.

Embankment Slopes

The crest width of Black Rock Dam will be 40 feet. Although wider than most
dams, this width judged reasonable given the height of the dam and the high level of seismicity
inthe area. At thislevel of design, both the upstream and downstream slopes will be set at 1.5:1
(H:V). These are certainly not steep slopes for a concrete face rockfill dam, as some dams of this
type have been built with 1.3:1 slopes, and a significant number have 1.4:1 slopes. However,
considering the tall height, the high seismicity, and potential questionable areas of rock quality,
these slopes appear justified. As the design progresses into future phases and more analysisis
performed, steeper dopes and thus less material may be possible.

Thickness of Concrete Face

Recent design practice has been to have the corcrete face thickness equal to
around 1 foot (or dightly less) for dams less than 300 feet high, and for higher dams adding an
incremental 0.002(H) thickness, where His the total height of the dam. This means that the face
slab will be 1 foot thick at the top of the dam and then gradually thicken at a constant rate of 0.2-
foot for every 100 feet in dam height. Thus, at the deepest portion of the potential Black Rock
Dam, the concrete face will be over 2 feet thick at the base of the dam.
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Plinth Dimensions

The width (upstream to downstream) of the plinth is typically around 1/20 to 1/25
the height of the dam on hard rock foundations. Where rock quality is more suspect, plinth
widths have been as wide as 1/10 the dam height. Since Black Rock Damwill have varying
areas of rock quality, it is envisioned that the plinth width will vary in various portions of the
foundation. For the purposes of an appraisal-level design and cost estimate, the plinth width will
be designed to be approximately equal to 1/15 of the dam height. In areas of good rock and low
dam height, the minimum width of the plinth will be set at 10 feet.

The thickness of the plinth is generally on the order of 1 to 1.5 feet, but in some
cases reaches the thickness of the concrete face. At Black Rock Dam, it is envisioned that most
areas of the plinth will range from 1 to 2 feet thick. For estimating purposes, the average
thickness will be assumed to 1.5 feet.

Embankment Zoning

Since the concrete face serves as the impermeable membrane or water barrier of
this dam type, the rest of the embankment consists primarily of rockfill. However, there are a
couple of key zones immediately adjacent to the concrete face, as well as several zones
comprised of materials from required excavation These zones are shown on Figure 43 and
discussed below.

Zone1l: Thiszoneis comprised of any loessial materials that are
excavated from the footprint of the dam. These fine-grained soils will be limited in extent, as
they are believed to form arelatively thin (3 feet or less) mantle over much of the valley. These
materials are to be separately stockpiled during excavation, and then placed along the toe of the
concrete face as shown on Figure 43. As such, these materials may serve to fill in any crack in
the concrete face should a significant fault offset occur during the life of the dam. These
materials would be placed in 6-inch lifts and compacted by tamping rollers.

Zone 2: Thisisaprocessed, well graded sand and gravel zone, with fines,
that serves a couple of key purposes. When compacted, this type of material serves as an
excellent sub base for the concrete face. However, due to its well graded nature and fines
content, it is not particularly permeable and serves to a certain extent as a second water barrier.
In the event of cracks in the concrete face and resulting seepage passing through the face, this
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type of material should result in significant head losses. Typically, this material has a maximum
particle size of 3 inches, and contains 45 to 65 percent gravel, 35 to 45 percent sand, and 2 to 12
percent fines. It is compacted by vibratory rollers. A secondary use of zone 2 material may be
as afilter that is placed on areas of the bedrock foundation that are extensively weathered or
perhaps fractured. As afilter, it would prevent piping of atered rock or underlying soil interbeds
within the basalt.

Zone 3: Thisisaprocessed clean gravel and cobble zone, placed
immediately downstream of the zone 2. It serves as a transition zone between the zone 2 and the
rockfill, and also as a drainage element to control any flows that pass through the concrete face
and zone 2. This zone will also be compacted by vibratory rollers. Aswith the zone 2, it may
also be used asafoundation filter/drain in areas of questionable rock quality.

Zone4: Thisisthe basalt rockfill that forms the mass of the dam. Itis
envisioned to be quarried from the reservoir rims. Maximum size of the rock will be 3 feet. This
rockfill will be placed in 3-foot lifts and compacted by large vibratory rollers, with moisture
added as necessary.

Zone 5: Thisisarandom fill zone comprised of the coarse-grained
materials excavated from beneath the dam footprint. It will largely consist of Ringold sands,
gravels, and cobbles. Because the properties and quality of these materials are expected to vary,
this zone is embedded within the downstream portion of the rockfill, where it would have
relatively the least impact on dam performance. These materials will be placed in approximate
2-foot layers and compacted to a dense state by large vibratory rollers. To achieve drainage
through this layer (in the unlikely case drainage is required), periodic layers of zone 4 will be
placed to ensure horizontal permeability.

Zone 6: Thisisasecond random fill material comprised of the fine-
grained materials excavated from beneath the dam. It is expected to consist mostly of lacustrine
siit and clay layers within the Ringold Formation This zone, in conjunctionwith zone 5, will
comprise a portion of the downstream embankment, as well as serve as arelatively impermeable
fill upstream of toe of the dam (refilling the excavation upstream from the concrete face and
plinth. These materias will be placed in about 9-inch lifts and compacted to a dense state by
tamping rollers.
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Foundation Treatment

Because the concrete face and plinth are the key components comprising the
water barrier of the concrete face rockfill dam, that is where the foundation treatment will be
concentrated. Foundation treatment beneath the remainder of arockfill dam is much less
important, except in areas of highly weathered rock or fault zones where seepage/piping or
displacement concerns exist. That type of specia foundation treatment is discussed in a later
section entitled “ Additional Foundation Treatment for Embankment Dams”. The amount of
foundation treatment required in the upstream toe area will depend in large part on the quality of
rock encountered. Asdiscussed earlier, the width (as well as the depth) of the plinth will be
adjusted as needed to accommodate rock quality, with awider and perhaps deeper plinth in areas
of poorer rock quality. Inall areas, however, aminimum amount of treatment will be a
combination of blanket (consolidation) and curtain grouting. Given the presence of fracturing in
the basalts and areas of poor rock quality, extensive grouting is envisioned in certain areas. For
this appraisal estimate, blanket grouting has been assumed for 30-foot depths and 7.5- foot
centers throughout the plinth area. In addition, a multiple row grout curtain is envisioned, with
depths ranging from 60 to 450 feet on 10-foot centers. For cost estimating purposes, a two-row
curtain has been assumed and the average grout take for the entire grouting operation is assumed
to be 2 sacks of cement per lineal foot of drill hole.

Central CoreRockfill Dam

General Design Concepts

One advantage of arockfill dam with an earth core instead of a concrete faceis
that less damage may result in the event of fault offset within the dam footprint. Any type of
fault offset would likely cause an area of extensive cracking in the concrete face. Although the
rockfill dam would not be expected to falil, the reservoir may have to be drained after such an
event and the concrete deck repaired. An earth core, by virtue of being more plastic or
deformable, would be able to withstand fault offsets with alesser degree of cracking.
Furthermore, if the core contains appreciable clay, some healing of the cracks would be expected
to occur. Thereisadistinct possibility that major repairs may not be required after a fault offset,
or if repairs were required, they might include measures such as grouting, which would not entail
draining the reservoir.
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Whereas the concrete face rockfill dam relies on the concrete face as the water
barrier, the barrier with this second alternative consists of an earth core comprised of relatively
impermeable soils. An upstream sloping and relatively thin earth core was chosen for several
reasons. The primary reason is that inclining the core upstream ensures that a large portion of
the dam (the massive downstream zone) will consist of a strong, unsaturated rockfill, affording
much static and dynamic stability. Secondly, the relative lack of impervious material available
in the immediate area makes the core relatively expensive. Keeping this zone relatively thinisa
means of minimizing costs to some extent. Additional cost savings are realized in a need for less
foundation treatment, as the large zone of downstream rockfill needs far less foundation
treatment than what is required beneath an impervious zone. Finally, inclining the core should
help reduce the potential for the core to crack due to differing settlement properties of the rockfill
and impervious material.

Immediately downstream of the earth core is a zone 2 filter zone, consisting of
clean sand and gravel designed to be filter compatible with the zone 1 core thus preventing
erosion of the core materials in the event of a crack. Downstream of the zone 2 filter is a clean
gravel and cobble drainage zone to safely control and convey any seepage resulting from cracks
in the core. The majority of the central core dam would be rockfill, as described above for the
concrete face dam option. A more detailed description of the various embankment zones,
including expected material descriptions and properties and construction procedures, are
included in alater paragraph entitled “ Embankment Zoning.”

Crest Elevation

The selection of required freeboard has been described above under the concrete
face rockfill dam alternative. To briefly repeat, for the large reservoir size, the top of normal
water surface (top of active conservation) is set at elevation 1775 and the maximum reservoir
water surface resulting from storage of the Probable Maximum Flood corresponds to elevation
1778. Because of the large fetch and potential for high winds, general guidance suggests a
normal freeboard of 10 feet for an embankment dam with arock face. Therefore, the crest
elevation for the central core rockfill dam will be 1785 (five feet lower than for the concrete face
dam), providing afreeboard of 10 feet.
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Embankment Slopes

The crest width of acentral core rockfill dam will be 40 feet, same as described
for the concrete face rockfill alternative. Also similar to the concrete face dam, the downstream
dopewill beset at 1.5:1 (H:V). For the same reasons described for the concrete face aternetive,
this dope is judged reasonable, but may be able to be steepened during later designs. The
upstream slope of the central core rockfill dam will be 1.75:1, dightly flatter than the concrete
face dam. The flatter dopeisto ensure stability of the upstream sloping central core.

Embankment Zoning

Although severa of the zones in this rockfill dam are similar to the zones in the
concrete face rockfill dam, there are some differences. The zones for the central core rockfill
dam are shown on Figure 44 and discussed below.

Zone1: Thiszoneis significantly different from the zone 1 in the
concrete face alternative (which was basically arandom zone used at the upstream toe). For this
central core rockfill dam, the zone 1 serves as the core, or water barrier, for the dam. As such, it
isacritica zone and must be comprised of good materials. The ideal core material would be a
clayey gravel, athough alean clay or silty gravel would also serve well. Because of the lack of
such materias at the damsite, it is envisioned that these materials will need to be borrowed
offsite. The zone 1 materials will be placed in 6-inch lifts and compacted to a dense state by
tamping rollers. The moisture content of these soils will be carefully controlled to ensure that
optimum properties for the core are achieved.

Zone 2: Thisisa processed, clean sand and gravel zone that serves as a
critical filter for the zone 1 core. Although fairly similar to the zone 2 for the concrete face
rockfill dam, this zone 2 will have a very low fines content. Because the zone serves as a filter,
it isimportant that the material is as cohesionless as possible. This means that fines will be
minimized, plastic fines not permitted, and any materials that display evena dight tendency
toward cementation will be rejected. Zone 2 materials will be compacted by vibratory rollers. A
secondary use of zone 2 material may be as a filter that is placed on areas of the bedrock
foundation that may be extensively weathered or perhaps fractured. As afilter, it would prevent
piping of altered rock or underlying soil interbeds within the basalt into the coarse rockfill.



Zone 3: Thisisa processed clean gravel and cobble zone, placed
immediately downstream of the zone 2. It will be nearly identical to the zone 3 in the concrete
face rockfill dam aternative. It serves as atransition zone between the zone 2 and the rockfill,
and aso as a drainage element to control any flows that pass through the concrete face and zone
2. This zone will also be compacted by vibratory rollers. Aswith the zone 2, it may also be used
as afoundation filter/drain in areas of questionable rock quality.

Zone4: Thisisthe basalt rockfill that forms the mass of the dam. It isthe
same as described above for the concrete face rockfill alternative.

Zone5: Thisisarandom fill zone comprised of the coarse-grained
materials excavated from beneath the dam. It is the same as described above for the concrete
face rockfill alternative.

Zone6: Thisisa second random fill material comprised of the fine-
grained materials excavated from beneath the dam. It is the same as described above for the

concrete face rockfill alternative.

Foundation Treatment

For the central core rockfill dam, foundation treatment measures will be
concentrated beneath the zone 1 core of the dam (the water barrier). As described for the
concrete face aternative, foundation treatment beneath the remainder of arockfill dam is much
less important, except in areas of highly weathered rock or fault zones where seepage/piping or
displacement concerns exist. The amount of foundation treatment required beneath the core will
depend in large part on the quality of rock encountered. To minimize the potential for stress
concentrations and differential cracking, rock excavation and dental concrete will be used to
shape the bedrock surface so as to minimize abrupt changes, overhangs, etc. In addition, slush
grouting may be needed in areas where the rock is highly fractured or jointed and poses arisk of
the zone 1 piping into such discontinuities. As with the concrete face alternative, a combination
of blanket (consolidation) and curtain grouting will be utilized to improve rock strength and
create alow permeability zone beneath the core. Given the presence of fracturing in the basalts
and areas of poor rock quality, extensive grouting is envisioned in certain areas. For this
Assessment, blanket grouting has been assumed for 30-foot depths and 10-foot centers over the
entire footprint of the zone 1 core. In addition, a multiple row grout curtain is envisioned, with
depths ranging from 60 to 450 feet on 10-foot centers. For cost estimating purposes, a two-row
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curtain has been assumed, and the average grout take for the entire grouting operation is assumed
to be 2 sacks of cement per lineal foot of drill hole.

Additional Foundation Treatment for Embankment Dams
The previous discussions of the two rockfill alternatives have described anticipated
foundation treatment measures beneath the impervious barriers. This section will describe

additional foundation treatment measures applicable to both dams.

Overburden Excavation

As discussed under “Design Considerations,” it is difficult to determine at this
level of design the amount of Ringold Formationto be removed. For this assessment study, two
variations were developed, and the “average” excavation used in the cost estimate. The first
option involved complete excavation to bedrock beneath the entire footprint of both rockfill dam
aternatives. Thiswill positively reduce all uncertainties of foundation liquefaction, and would
also help support the use of steeper rockfill Slopesin later designs. This option is shown on
Figures 43 and 44 as “ Complete Excavation to Bedrock.”

A second option is to excavate al of the overburden to bedrock beneath the
upstream portions of both rockfill dam alternatives. Thiswill ensure that the plinth and zone 1
core are founded on competent bedrock, and that foundationtreatment and grouting can be
effectively accomplished. In addition, for the concrete face aternative, it would serve to
minimize the potential for settlement of overburden that may cause cracking of the concrete face
dab. For most of the downstream portion of both rockfill alternatives, the foundation excavation
would be taken down to competent Ringold materials, envisioned to be the compact and
sometimes indurated gravels and cobbles indicated at depth in the drill logs. By removing the
finer grained lacustrine deposits in the upper portions of the Ringold, this would minimize
foundation settlements and the possibility of liquefaction of silt or sand layers. This option is
shown on Figures 43 and 44 as “ Excavation to Competent Ringold.”  Either of these options
may prove to be the best choice once additional information is learned about the properties of the
Ringold. Since either option appears defendable at this stage, the cost estimates were based on
the average of atotal excavation of overburden and excavation to competent Ringold.
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Localized Overexcavation of Rock

Due to the dipping nature of the basalt flows resulting from the folding in the
Black Rock Valley, severa different basalt flows, as well as sedimentary interbeds, will be
encountered during foundation excavation. The quality of rock at the contacts of these various
flows is expected to be poor, and localized overexcavation to remove poor quality rock is
anticipated. In addition, there will likely be some areas where only a thin veneer of basalt exists
over an interbed. An example of this occurs in WIS drill hole DH-3 in the upper left abutment,
where only about 22 feet of basalt overlies 33 feet of asilty clay interbed zone. In acase like
this, depending on the height of the overlying embankment, it may be prudent to remove both the
thin veneer of basalt and the interbed zone to found the embankment on a thicker and more
competent basalt unit. Thiswould minimize settlement, seepage, and potentially even
liquefaction concerns.

Right Abutment Fault Treatment

There isinsufficient information at this stage to positively confirm the presence
and particularly the nature of the apparent fault beneath the right abutment. Such afault zone
could consist of athick clayey gouge zone or perhaps a wide area of extensive shearing of rock
units. A clayey fault zone might be fairly impermeable but might still be vulnerable to piping
considering the high hydraulic heads due to this large dam. A highly fractured zone would raise
issues of extensive seepage at the base of the right abutment. A combination of clay and
fracturing might raise a concern about the clay piping into the fractured rock. Either clayey or
fractured materials may not provide an ideal foundation for a plinthor even a clay core.

The types of treatment considered for any fault zone uncovered will depend on the nature of the
material exposed. Soft materials will require additional excavation to ensure that the plinth or
core can be founded on arelatively firmfoundation. Fractured rock will likely require an
increased amount of blanket and curtain grouting beneath the plinth or zone 1 core. In addition,
a highly permeable fault zone may require the placement of impermeable soil materials upstream
of the water barrier which would serve as an upstream blanket to reduce seepage and increase
head losses. Downstream of the plinth or zone 1 core, such a pervious zone would likely be
covered by atwo-stage zone 2 and zone 3 filter/drain to minimize the potential for piping of any
deteriorated rock or embankment materials into the rockfill shells. A very deep fault zone may
even require some type of cutoff such as a secant pile wall to depth.
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Miscellaneous Bedrock Treatment

Special foundation treatment downstream (and perhaps upstream) of the plinth or
the zone 1 core will be required in areas of particularly poor rock quality, which may include
highly fractured rock, highly weathered or atered rock, or areas of faulting. In such locations,
filters may need to be placed downstream of the plinth or core for a distance of about one-quarter
of thewater head. (If severe fracturing was encountered, perhaps a lean concrete or shotcrete
blanket would first be placed on the foundation before filter placement.) The filters would
consist of two stages, similar to zone 2 and zone 3 used behind the concrete face and zone 1 core.
This method is envisioned to prevent any potential piping of poor foundation materials
(particular fault gouge or weathered rock) into the coarse rockfill embankment. Potential
upstream treatment in areas of faulting or highly fractured rock might be to locally increase the
width of the plinth or core, perform additional grouting, or even place an impervious blanket for
a distance upstream of the plinth or core.

Small Embankment Dams

Design Considerations

The same design considerations that were discussed for the larger dam
alternatives also apply to the smaller dam alternatives.

Concept Description

The dams impounding the small reservoir are still very large embankments and
the previous discussions of the large reservoir options also apply to the small dams. For all dam
types being considered for the small reservoir size, the top of normal water surface (top of active
conservation) is set at elevation 1707.0 to store 800,000 acre-feet. The maximum reservoir water
surface, assuming full storage of the Probable Maximum Flood above the normal water surface,
corresponds to elevation 1712.0. The only difference between the large and small dams is their
crest elevation A comparison of the large and small embankment damsis shown in Table 14
below.
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Table 14. Comparison of Large and Small Embankment Dams

Alternative Crest Elevation | Crest Length | Dam Height*
(feet) (feet) (feet)
Concrete Face Rockfill — Large Reservoir 1790 6,615 760
Concrete Face Rockfill — Small Reservoir 1722 6,255 692
Central Core Rockfill — Large Reservoir 1785 6,590 755
Central Core Rockfill — Small Reservoir 1717 6,220 687

*Note: Dam height is the maximum structural height (from crest of dam to bottom of foundation
excavation)

A plan view and typical sections of both small dam alternatives are presented in
Figures 45 (concrete face rockfill dam) and 46 (central core rockfill dam).

L arge Roller Compacted Concrete (RCC) Dam

Design Corsiderations

Roller Compacted Concrete (RCC) is ano-slump concrete that is placed by earth
moving equipment and compacted by vibrating rollers in horizonta lifts up to 12 inches thick.
The materials used for RCC are the same as those used for conventional mass concrete and
include water, cementitious materials (cement and pozzolan), admixtures, and fine and coarse
aggregate. RCC was selected for the concrete dam alternative instead of mass concrete because
it is more economical for wide canyons. The upstream and downstream faces of the dam would
be dip-formed conventional concrete that would serve as forms for the RCC placement. Crack
inducers and waterstops would be placed to form contraction joints. The dam would have a
drainage gallery, and formed drains would be drilled from the top of the dam to the gallery
located near the upstream face to intercept leakage through the lift lines.

Concept Description

The dam crest elevation was established to contain the maximum reservoir
resulting from storing the PMF with six feet of freeboard to the top of the parapets. This set the
top of dam at elevation 1781.0 and top of parapets at elevation 1784.0. The crest width would be
20 feet, which is typical for RCC gravity dams, and the downstream slope would be 0.75:1
starting at the downstream edge of the crest. A cursory stability analysis run to validate that the
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downstream slope of 0.75:1 provided sufficient weight for stability identified that internal drains
would be important for stability. Bonding mortar at each lift line was included in the estimate
based on the large surface area and assuming that the preferred “8 hour cure time” between lifts
would likely not be met. A plan view and typical sections of the large RCC dam dternative are
presented in Figures 47 and 48.

Contraction joints were located at 50 foot spacing and waterstops were
incorporated into the upstream face of the dam at al joints. Galleries were located near original
ground to provide drainage by gravity flow. The formed drains into the galleries were assumed
to be spaced at 10-foot centers.

A cement content of 275 |bs/yd® with 40 percent fly ash and 60 percent cement
was selected for the RCC mix. Aggregate was assumed to be hauled from either the Columbia
River or Y akima River area due to the anticipated high cost of on-site processing of the Ringold
Formation An RCC test section was assumed to be constructed which would later be used as a
thrust block for the outlet works.

Foundation Treatment

The RCC dam requires a competent rock foundation under the entire footprint of
the dam. Foundation excavation was assumed to the top of competent rock based on available
geologic datawhich results in 200 feet of excavation towards the right abutment. 1t was assumed
that 10 feet of rock would need to be removed from the overall footprint to reach competent
meaterial.

Foundation drainage and grouting was patterned in accordance with standard
Reclamation criteria. Adits were assumed into the right abutment for grouting and drainage of
the shear zone and foundation grout takes was assumed to be 2 sacks of cement per lineal foot of
drill hole.

Small Roller Compacted Concrete (RCC) Dam

The small RCC dam is still a very large dam and previous discussions of the large
reservoir option also apply to the small reservoir option. The only differenceis the top of dam
will be set at elevation 1715.0 and top of parapets at elevation 1718.0. A comparison of the large
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and small RCC damsis shown in Table 15 below. A plan view and typical sections of the small
RCC dam alternative are presented in Figures 49 and 50.

Table 15. Comparison of Large and Small RCC Dams

Alternative Top of Dam Crest Length Dam Height*
Elevation (feet) (feet)
(feet)
Large Reservoir 1781 6,695 751
Small Reservoir 1715 6,200 685

*Note: Dam height is the maximum structural height (from top of dam to bottom of foundation
excavation)

Spillway

During the technical site review (Appendix A), the project team viewed the WIS
proposed saddle dam/spillway location on the south side of the reservoir. Although the saddle
dam/spillway locationappeared feasible, there was concern that significant channel
improvements including modificationor replacement of an existing bridge on State Highway 241
would be required to safely carry any spillway discharge to Dry Creek. There isaso some
concern about the environmental impacts of channeling discharges from Black Rock Reservoir
into Dry Creek that would eventually find their way to the Y akima River. Because of these
concerns, Reclamation investigated the possibility of storing the Probable Maximum Flood
(PMF) in the reservoir instead of constructing appurtenant structures to handle the flood. The
fact that this is anoffstream storage reservoir with a large surface area, led to the decision to
raise the dams to store the PMF volumes identified in the Hydrologic Hazard section of this
report (Appendix C), thus eliminating the need for a spillway. For the large dam, the increase in
height for storage of the winter PMF in the reservoir was 3 feet. For the small dam, the increase
in height for storage of the winter PMF was 5 feet.

Low Level Outlet Works

The low level outlet works is a dam safety feature that will evacuate the reservoir in the
event of an emergency, spilling flows into the normally dry Dry Creek. The outlet works were
sized to meet Reclamationis reservoir evacuation criteria outlined in ACER Technical
Memorandum No. 3[13]. Trashracks were provided at the river outlet works intakes; however,
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fish screens were not provided since this outlet would be used infrequently for emergency
evacuationonly. No separate detailed designs were prepared for the outlet works for the small
reservoir, but rather, quantities were reviewed and a judgment made that costs for the small
reservoir outlet works options would be about 95 percent of the costs of the outlet works for the
large reservoir optiors.

Outlet Works for Embankment Dams

The outlet works for the embankment dams was located on the left (north)
abutment as opposed to the right (south) abutment because the right abutment has what is
perceived to be a significant shear zone. The right abutment would result in a shorter distance,
however tunneling through this material was considered too risky without additional data.
Concrete thicknesses for the conduits were based on other Reclamation projects with features of
similar sizes. The upstream conduit was steel- lined due to extreme pressures and potentially
weak geology (fractured rock). Steel pipe thicknesses were sized to handle full reservoir
pressures. The downstream steel pipe was assumed to be buried for support in lieu of using
concrete or steel structural support. An emergency fixed-wheel gate housed in a gate chamber at
the bottom of a vertical shaft was selected to reduce the length of the pressure pipe through the
dam. See Figures 51 and 52 for plans and sections of the proposed low level outlet works for the
large and small embankment dams respectively.

The outlet works discharge is controlled by two 108-inch diameter jet flow gates.
These gates were chosen and sized based on velocities which could be safely tolerated without
special fabrication requirements. In consideration of the anticipated limited use of the outlet
works, a plunge pool stilling basin, lined with impervious material and riprap, was selected in
lieu of aconventiona concrete stilling basin to reduce costs. The basin size was estimated using
equations currently being developed via a research project with Reclamation’s Water Resources
Research Laboratories. Large concrete thrust blocks are required and were sized with a factor of
safety of 2.0 to handle anticipated thrust loads at the pipe bends.

Outlet Works for RCC Dam

The intake for the outlet works for the RCC dam alternative was located on the
upstream face of the dam near its right abutment. Because the outlet works would be constructed
within the dam structure itself, it was located near the right abutmert to reduce its length The
outlet works intake structure would have trashracks and an emergency fixed-whedl gate. The

52



downstream steel pipe was assumed to be buried for support in lieu of using concrete or steel
structural support. The outlet works discharge is controlled by two, 108-inch-diameter jet flow
gates. In consideration of the anticipated limited use of the outlet works, a plunge pool stilling
basin, lined with impervious material and riprap, was selected in lieu of a conventional concrete
stilling basin to reduce costs. Large concrete thrust blocks are required and were sized using a
safety factor of 2.0 to handle anticipated thrust loads at the pipe bends. See Figures 48 and 50
for plans and sections of the proposed low leve outlet works for the large and small RCC dams
respectively.

Highway and Utility Relocations

The proposed Black Rock Reservoir will inundate up to 13.5 square miles of Black Rock
Valley including State Highway 24 (SH24), a buried fiber optic line along SH24, and two
overhead 115-kV lines on H-frame type wood- pole supports. For this Assessment, SH24 was
assumed to be relocated from the valley floor and the transmission lines removed and routed
along the new SH24 alignment. The existing buried fiber optic line would be abandoned in place
and a new line would be run along the new SH24 alignment.

Design Considerations

The WIS Final Report [2] relocated SH24 to the south of the reservoir in the
Rattlesnake Hills and indicated that residents of Black Rock Valley would prefer a northern
relocation For this study, Reclamationalso relocated SH24 to the south of the reservoir because
topography on the north side of the reservoir is not conducive for this road relocation A north
side valley alignment would require several bridges to span over existing draws or the road
would need to be constructed on land currently within the Y akima Firing Center Military
Reservation The bridges would add significant cost to the road relocation and construction on
the firing center raises security concerns and the possibility of encountering unexploded
ordinance during construction.

Concept Description

The selected aignment for the relocated SH24 is similar to the alignment in the
study by WIS [2], however, since the aeria topography provided for this study is more detailed
than the USGS topographic maps that were used by WIS, a more refined horizontal alignment
and vertical profile were defined. The alignment was adjusted in order to avoid some of the
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difficult terrain encountered and to improve the crossing over Rattlesnake Hills. In addition, the
alignment was straightened and larger horizontal curves were included in order to accommodate
a50-70 mph speed limit. Also, the vertical profile was adjusted in order to follow the existing
terrain and to better balance cut and fill volumes. Even with these modifications, large cut and
fill areas were encountered along the proposed alignment whichsignificantly affected the
estimated cost of this road relocation

The selected alignment consists of approximately 11.8 miles of relocated
highway. See Figures 53 and 54. The road cross-section is typicaly 40-feet wide with two 12-
foot lanes and 8-foot wide shoulders on each side, and consists of a 9-inch base course and 6
inches of asphalt concrete surfacing. Guardrail is provided on either side of the road when the
height of embankment exceeds 10-feet. The width of the road isincreased by at least 4 feet
when guardrail is provided. Therefore, when guardrail is provided on both sides the road width
isincreased to 48 feet minimum. The horizontal alignment has a minimum road centerline
radius of 4,000 feet, and the vertical alignment uses a maximum grade of 7 percent. The fill and
cut dopes vary from 6:1 to 2:1 depending on the height of the cut or fill. The design speed is 70
mph for level terrain, and 50 mph for mountainous terrain.

Construction Consider ations

Foundation treatment: The potential for varying rock quality and faults within the
foundation for Black Rock Dam will necessitate a flexible working relationship with the
contractor. Additional excavation will be required in some areas while additional treatment
measures such as dental concrete, slush grouting, and filter blankets, will be required in other
areas. These locations can not be identified on design drawings and will need to be determined
during construction.

Depth of Ringold excavation: If the final design founds part of the dam on competent
Ringold Formation, the field staff and designers will need to carefully evaluate the surface of the
exposed Ringold and possibly conduct explorations during construction in order to determine a
suitable depth of excavation. It isenvisioned that only the lower portion of Ringold will provide
a satisfactory foundation for much of the embankment.

Embankment compaction: Due to the high seismicity, it will be critical to ensure that all
embankment zones are compacted to maximum practicable densities in order to preclude




liquefaction. Close inspection and testing will be necessary to ensure proper moisture contents
and densities are being achieved.

Random fill zones: As shown on the drawings, a large random fill zone will be located
within the downstream portion of the rockfill embankment to utilize materials from required
excavation. It is anticipated that these materials will vary widely in composition. These
materials will be excavated and stockpiled separately into two general categories — fine-grained
and coarse-grained materials. The finer grained materials will be placed in thinner lifts and
compacted by tamping rollers while the coarser materials will be placed in thicker lifts and
compacted by vibratory rollers. As both excavation/stockpiling and fill placement operations
proceed, careful attention will need to be paid to ensure that these random fill materials are
properly classified, moisture control is optimized, and the proper method of compaction is used
to ensure a thoroughly compacted zone.

Staged construction: To gain additional knowledge of the site prior to issuing a full
contract, as well to optimize scheduling of the construction work, a staged construction could be
considered. A first stage could include foundation excavation and stockpiling, and possibly
foundation grouting. A second stage would include the bulk of the earthwork placement.

Highway Relocation: Detours should not be necessary as long as the existing SH24 can
be left in place during the construction of the relocated highway alignment. Disruptions to traffic
on SH24 and SH241 will occur when the relocated alignment is connected to the existing
highways. The excavation was assumed to be mostly in bedrock and therefore drilling and
blasting will be required.

VIIl.Outflow Conveyance System
Design Considerations

During their reconnaissance study, WIS investigated several options to deliver water
from Black Rock Reservoir to the Roza Canal and all delivery options included a multi- level
intake to selectively withdraw water from the reservoir. For this assessment study, outflow
conveyance options that deliver water to the Roza Cana at MP 22.6 (near the intersection of
SH24 and Roza Canal) were considered. A design flow capacity of 2,500 cfs was selected for
the outflow conveyance based on the assumption of providing the Roza and Sunnyside
Divisons’ entire water supply from the Columbia River in lieu of Yakima River. This amounts
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to an instantaneous flow of about 2,362 cfs plus an alowance for other entities whose main
conveyance facilities are in the vicinity of the Roza Canal.

Hydraulic Design

Theinitid outflow conveyance system from Black Rock Reservoir to the Roza
Canal investigated during this Assessment consisted of an 18-foot-diameter tunnel and a 15.5-
foot-diameter pipeline through Moxee Valley along SH24. For this alignment, the best surge
tank site was located where the conveyance was till in basalt bedrock, about 10 miles from
Black Rock Reservoir, and about 8 miles from Roza Canal. However, transient analyses of this
arrangement indicated that the surge tank was located too far from the proposed Black Rock
Powerplant at Roza Canal to prevent negative downsurge pressures from occurring in the
pipeline and tunnel when the wicket gates on the Francis turbine closed in 60 seconds or less.
Attempts to mitigate the negative pressures by slowing down wicket gate closure times led to
unreasonable gate closure times near 10 minutes.

To maintain the valley alignment and prevent negative downsurge pressures, use
of a synchronous bypass with the Francis turbine, or use of a Pelton turbine in lieu of the Francis
turbine were considered. The use of a synchronous bypass where a valve opens at the same time
as the wicket gates close upon load rejection could minimize and/or eliminate the negative
downsurge pressure. However, the design would rely on a mechanical and/or electrical means to
open the valve. While this may be technically feasible, Reclamationis current practice is to not
rely on mechanical devicesto prevent detrimental transient pressures because we consider the
risks associated with a synchronous bypass failure (valve failure and/or valve reaction lag time)
to be unacceptable.

Another method to mitigate the downsurge pressuresis through the use of a
Pelton turbine in lieu of the Francisturbine. Pelton turbines are easier to put into a system with
transient problems because upon load rejection, deflectors aim the water away from the turbine
wheel, maintaining flow without prolonged overspeed conditions which are harmful to the
generator. The flow through the Pelton turbine can thus be reduced very slowly, preventing or at
least lessening high transient pressures. However, a Pelton turbine is not suitable for the low
head acting on the outflow conveyance system. At low reservoir water surface elevationof 1500
feet, the static head, without including friction loss through the tunnel and pipe is 330 feet. The
heads typically required for Pelton turbines to be economical are approximately 500 feet and
higher.
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A canal through the Black Rock and Moxee Valleys was also investigated but
topographic features in these valleys preclude the economic use of a canal to deliver water to the
Roza Canal. On the west side of Black Rock Reservair, the ground is at approximate elevation
1800.0 feet and then slopes gradually down to Roza Canal. In order to make deliveries at low
reservoir, elevation 1500 feet, a long tunnel would be needed to convey water to a point in the
Moxee Valley where the ground is at or below elevation 1500 feet. This location is close to the
Roza Canal so the canal length would be small compared to the tunnel length and any cost
savings from canal construction would be offset by the tunnel construction. In order to reduce
the length of the tunnel and increase length of canal, a pumping plant would be required to lift
water from Black Rock Reservoir over the high point between the Black Rock and Moxee
Valleys

In the end, Reclamation decided to reduce the distance between the powerplant
and surge tank to mitigate the downsurge pressures. This required moving the outflow alignment
out of the valley floor. A route following the southern edge of the Y akima Ridge Mountains was
analyzed and found to work for the pressures and flows of the outflow system. The tunnel and
pipeline diameters were sized using the maximum flow of 2,500 cfs and turbine flow of 1,500 cfs
as explained in the Black Rock Outlet Facility section of thisreport. A Black Rock Reservoir
elevationof 1500.0 feet (Top of Inactive) was used to calculate the maximum downsurge, to size
the tunnel and pipeline diameters, and to size the surge shaft. A Black Rock Reservoir elevation
of 1775.0 feet (Top of Active) was used to calculate the maximum pressure at the powerplant
and to determine the elevation required at the top of the surge shaft. The required minimum
water surface, or hydraulic grade line at the Black Rock Powerplant was established at elevation
1364.0 feet. This hydraulic grade line enables the water to be delivered to the Sunnyside
Powerplant without the need for an intermediate pumping plant.

To accommodate surge shaft requirements, the outflow conveyance system was
aligned as shown in Figures 55 and 56. The plan and profiles are based on USGS topographic
maps because this alignment is outside the contour data developed from the aerial
photogrammetry. The 17-foot-diameter tunnel begins southeast of Taylor Ranch on the north
side of Black Rock Reservoir and parallels the southern edge of Y akima Ridge for approximately
14 miles to reach the 40- foot-diameter surge shaft location. After the surge shaft, the tunnel
angles out of the mountains and ends on the north side of SH24 where it transitions to a 17-foot-
diameter buried steel pipe that crosses under SH24 and runsto Black Rock Powerplant. The
distance from the surge shaft to the powerplant for this alignment is approximately 19,000 feet
(about 3.5 miles).
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The following factors and assumptions were used for the hydraulic and transient
analysis of the 2,500 cfs outflow conveyance system:

Tunnel Design Flow: 2,500 cfs

Turbine Design Flow: 1,500 cfs

Colebrook White Rugosity Value: 0.002

Downsurge pressures. No negative pressures.
Required HGL for Sunnyside Diversion: El. 1364.0

Wicket gates closing time: 60 seconds

The tunnel was sized using the Colebrook and White Rugosity value of 0.002 as
listed in Reclamation's Design Standards No. 3 [11] for concrete lined tunnels and checked using
the Hazen Williams equation and a coefficient of 120. The hydraulic grade line at Roza Canal
for a 17-foot-diameter tunnel and steel pipe at the design flow of 2,500 cfs is approximately
elevation 1368 at minimum reservoir water surface elevation of 1500 feet.

A transient analysis was performed using Reclamation’s Transient Analysis for
Pipe Systems (TAPS). The transient analysis showed that at the full design flow of 2,500 cfs,
large negative downsurge pressures would occur if a surge relief device was not within 2,000
feet of the powerplant. However, using the turbine design flow of 1,500 cfs, the surge relief
point could be farther upstream from the powerplant and the distance of 19,000 feet between
surge shaft and powerplant was determined to be acceptable. The surge shaft diameter was set at
40 feet to prevent dewatering and the top of the surge shaft was set at elevation 1900 feet to
prevent overtopping during a unit load rejection Both the high and low Black Rock Reservoir
elevations were analyzed to get the worst-case upsurge and downsurge conditions, respectively.
The maximum hydraulic grade line at the powerplant was determined to be elevation 1950 feet
which converts to 810 feet of pressure based on a pump/pipeline centerline elevation of 1140
feet. See Figure 57 for a graphical representation of the hydraulic grade lines for the Outflow
Conveyance System. Transient analyses using a turbine flow of 900 cfs were not completed
during this study.

Concept Description
In Black Rock Reservoir, asingle-level intake at elevation 1500 feet was sized for the
outflow conveyance system. A multi-level intake was not considered for this study because no

specific water quality objectives have been identified for the irrigation water and there are no

58



downstream fish water quality considerations. Fish screens were included on the outlet structure
to prevent fish that may be stocked in the reservoir from migrating into the Yakima Basin. Fish
screen sizing criteria was assumed to be the same criteria used to size the intake structure at
Priest Rapids Reservoir. The fish-screened intake assumed for this study is a haf-cylinder
shaped screen supported on areinforced concrete slab. An air burst backwash system is included
for cleaning of the screens and bulkhead gates and guides are included for dewatering the
outflow conveyance system during emergencies.

The outflow tunnel design considerations are similar to the inflow tunnel design
considerations noted in the Inflow Conveyance section of thisreport. The steel pipe earthwork
guantities between the downstream tunnel portal and Black Rock Powerplant were calculated
based on the Outflow Pipe Trench Section shown on Figure 56. At the deep excavation for the
downstream tunnel portal, the earthwork quantities assumed 10 foot benches every 20 feet in
depth.

Construction Consider ations

Pipe Fabrication: Steel pipe sections 16-feet in diameter and greater will have to be
transported in pieces by truck or rail and welded together and pressure tested in the field.

Tunnel Excavation. The potential for varying rock quality encountered during tunnel
excavation will necessitate a flexible working relationship with the contractor. Differing ground,
water and gas conditions from those anticipated will affect the tunnel construction. Based on
current knowledge of the tunnel alignment, bedrock will consist of a series of basaltic lava flows
and associated interflow sediments. The basaltic portion of the tunnel will be in rock which will
likely vary structurally and texturally from massive nonvesicular to highly vesicular and flow-
brecciatypes. Soft, relatively uncemented interflow sediments will also likely be encountered.
A number of shear zones, consisting of fractured rock with soft gouge materials may also be
encountered during tunneling.

I X. Black Rock Outlet Facility

The proposed Black Rock Outlet Facility is located adjacent to the Roza Cana (MP 22.6) on the
southeast corner of the Roza Canal and SH 24 intersection. The facility includes a powerplant,
bypass structure to permit water deliveries when the unit is not on line or to pass flows in excess
of powerplant design flows flowmeter, and manifold piping and valving for pressure pipe
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diversions to the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districts. Reclamation selected this location
based on its position within the Roza and Sunnyside delivery systems, proximity to Black Rock
Reservoir, and ease of access from SH24. See Figures 1 and 60.

Design Considerations

Two powerplant design flow options were devel oped to account for at least two of the
possible delivery scenarios to the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districts. Option 1 would pass
all water from Black Rock Reservoir through the powerplant and/or bypass structure into a
modified RozaCanal before being delivered to Roza and Sunnyside water users. Option 2
would require a smaller capacity powerplant because bifurcations upstream from the plant would
provide pressurized pipeline water deliveries to Roza water users north of the delivery point, and
all Sunnyside water users. Although the peak design flow of the outflow system is 2,500 cfs, the
powerplant for Option 1 was designed for a flow of 1,500 cfs, and the powerplant for Option 2
was designed for aflow of 900 cfs. Thiswas done so that the plants could be operated at full
capacity for most of the irrigation season (April through October) and to reduce equipment costs.
Reclamation selected a1,500 cfs turbine design flow for Option 1 based on providing the Roza
and Sunnyside District's entire water supply from the Columbia River in lieu of Yakima River
and it is representative of their combined April Y akima River water rights. The 900 cfs turbine
design flow was selected for Option 2 assuming water for Sunnyside and Roza water users north
of MP 22.6 would be diverted upstream from the powerplant and is representative of anticipated
deliveries to Roza water users south of MP 22.6 (885 cfs). The bypass structure for both options
was sized to pass the total outflow design flow of 2,500 cfs. The two distribution scenarios are
shown schematically in Figures 58 and 59. Other combinations of one district's water being
delivered to the canal while the other district's water is bifurcated upstream from the powerplant
are possible but were not evaluated during this study. Future power operations studies should be
conducted during the feasibility design to better define the rated capacity of the plants.

Black Rock Reservoir operating water surface elevations range from alow of 1500 feet to
ahigh of 1775 feet. The water surface elevation in the Roza Canal at MP 22.6 was assumed to
be approximately 1170 feet. The steady state head at the Black Rock Outlet Facility (measured
from canal water surface) ranges from alow of 198 feet to a high of 477 feet. The powerplant
design head for turbine sizing was assumed to be the average of the steady state head. Details
and quantities for the 1,500 cfs powerplant and 2,500 cfs bypass structure were devel oped during
this study but no detailed layout or transient study of the 900 cfs powerplant was prepared. For
the 900 cfs powerplant option, the bypass was conservatively sized for the full outflow capacity
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to provide a means of bypassing the powerplant and pressurized water deliveries. This sizing
should be reviewed and revised as necessary during the feasibility design. Quantities used to
estimate the cost of the 900 cfs powerplant and 2,500 cfs bypass structure were obtained by
reducing the excavationand concrete quantities for the reduced unit submergence and adjusting
major mechanical items. A comparisonof the 1,500 cfs and 900 cfs plants is shown in Table 16.

Table 16. Black Rock Powerplant Unit Data

Unit Data 1,500 cfs Power plant 900 cfs Power plant
Number/Type of Units: 1 Francis 1 Francis
Design Discharge: 1,500 cfs 900 cfs
Design Head: 338 feet 338 feet
Speed.: 327 rpm 400 rpm
Assumed Unit Efficiency: 90 percent 90 percent
Power Output at Design Head: 38 MW 23 MW
Min. Turbine Submergence 30.5 feet 25 feet
Max. Scroll Case Dimension 23.5 feet 19.0 feet
Bottom of Draft Tube El. 1118.8 El. 1128.3
Turbine Guard Valve: 108-inch spherica 84-inch spherical

Concept Description

The Black Rock Powerplant is an indoor type plant with a structural steel superstructure
enclosed with concrete masonry walls. The intermediate and substructure are reinforced
concrete. The powerplant consists of a service bay and a single unit bay. The powerplant and
bypass structure share the same superstructure but are separated structurally by an expansion
joint. The Bypass Structure houses four 84-inch deeve valves to dissipate head. Each deeve
valve discharges into a 33- foot-diameter by 20-foot high stainless stegl- lined stilling chamber.
One 90-ton overhead traveling crane is provided to handle the powerplant and bypass electrical
and mechanical items. See Figures 61 though 65 for general arrangements of the powerplant and

bypass structure.

The guard valves selected for the turbines and sleeve valves are spherical valves.
Spherical valves are fully ported valves designed for high velocities and high pressures. Because
they are designed for high velocities, smaller vave diameters can be used in larger diameter
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pipe. Because of the large valves needed for these facilities, they would most likely be shipped
in parts with the final assembly and testing being done in the field.

Steel Piping for the tunnels, manifolds, and penstocks was designed in accordance with
AWWA M11 [9] and ASCE Manuals and Reports on Engineering Practice No. 79 [10]. The
large diameter tunnel liners and high pressure manifolds were designed with ASTM A572 Grade
50 steel plate. All other manifolds, penstocks, and outlet works piping were fabricated from
ASTM A36 sted plate.

A concrete- lined, openchannel outlet transition structure was sized to convey the outlet
flows into the Roza Canal. The service yard was sized to permit mobile crane access around the
structures and a 7-foot chain link fence was provided around the yard for security. See Figure
60.

The Black Rock Powerplant utilizes standard 5 kV non segregated bus and vacuum type
unit circuit breakers. Incoming power was assumed to be from atap on the Reclamation power
line about 1,000 feet from the Black Rock Outlet Facility. For this Assessment, Reclamation
assumed that this is a 34.5-kilovolt line that originates at the existing Roza Powerplant
switchyard. The line tap will be a wood-pole tap structure. A 75-foot by 100-foot switchyard is
located within the outlet facility service yard. The switchyard will include a transformer, circuit
breakers, and disconnect switches. The use of SCADA equipment was not included in the study.

Construction Consider ations

Canal Bypass. The need for atemporary canal bypass was assumed in Reclamation’s
estimates. Upstream and downstream earthen cofferdams with geomembrane linings would be
constructed in order to connect the transition structures to the canals. Three 9-foot-diameter
corrugated metal pipes between the cofferdams would permit canal operation during
construction.

X. Delivery Systems
Roza Division Delivery System

Optionsto deliver Black Rock water from MP 22.6 of the Roza Canal to water users
within the Roza Irrigation District were evaluated by Reclamation’s Pacific Northwest
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Construction Office The results of their evaluation are documented in the report entitled
Preliminary Assessment of Black Rock Delivery System for Roza, Terrace Heights, Selah
Moxee, and Union Gap Irrigation Districts [3]. At the Black Rock Outlet Facility location, 215
cfsof water delivery isrequired to Roza water users located upstream (north) from MP 22.6, and
885 cfs of water delivery isrequired to Roza water users located downstream (south) from MP
22.6. Upstream deliveries are proposed to be made by one of two methods: 1) Bifurcation of a
stedl pipe off the outflow conveyance pipe upstream of the new Black Rock Powerplant, or 2)
Pass all Roza water through the Black Rock Powerplant and bypass structure and construct a
canal-side pumping plant to lift water to a new high pressure distribution pipeline to supply the
Roza-North water users.

Sunnyside Division Delivery System

Optionsto deliver Black Rock water from MP 22.6 of the Roza Canal to water users
within the Sunnyside Irrigation District were evaluated by Reclamation’s Pacific Northwest
Regional Office. The results of this evaluation are documented in the report entitled Preliminary
Assessment of Black Rock Delivery System for Sunnyside Division[4]. Two methods of
delivery were evaluated:

» Option 1: Bifurcation of asteel pipe off the outflow conveyance pipe upstream
of the new Black Rock Powerplant.

» Option 2: Passall Sunnyside water through the Black Rock Powerplant and
bypass structure and modify the Roza Cana for the higher flows.

Sunnyside Division Delivery Option 1 — Hydraulic Design Considerations

For this option, a pipe would bifurcate off the outflow conveyance pipe directly
upstream of the new Black Rock Powerplant. This pipeline is a continuation of the outflow
conduit from Black Rock Reservoir and will be subject to the pressures associated with the
reservoir fluctuation. The alignment begins by generally following the Roza Canal across
orchards to the top of Konnowock Pass and then following Konnowock Pass Road down to
Sunnyside Canal. At the Sunnyside Canal, a powerplant and bypass structure would be
constructed to dissipate the excess 435 feet of head. The pipeline diameter was sized using a
flow of 1,262 cfs, while the design of the turbine was based on aflow of 900 cfs. Thiswas done
so that the plant could be operated at full capacity for most of the irrigation season (April
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through October) and to reduce equipment costs. The 900 cfs turbine design flow was selected
based on providing the Sunnyside District's entire water supply from the Columbia River in lieu
of Yakima River and is representative of their April Yakima River water rights.

The Black Rock Reservoir elevation of 1500.0 feet (Top of Inactive) was used to
calculate maximum downsurge pressures, and the Black Rock Reservoir elevation of 1775 feet
(Top of Active) was used to calculate the maximum pressure at the powerplant. The following
factors were used for the hydraulic and transient aralysis for the Sunnyside Pipeline:

Pipeline Design Flow: 1,262 cfs

Turbine Design Flow: 900 cfs

Hazen Williams Coefficient: 135 (Friction Loss)
Pipeline Diameter: 12 feet

Downsurge pressures: No negative pressures.

Thetransient analysis of the Sunnyside Powerplant and pipeline from Black Rock
Powerplant showed that closing the turbine wicket gates at Sunnyside Powerplant in 60 seconds
would result in negative downsurge pressures at approximate Station 206+00. In order to keep
the downsurge pressures from being negative, the wicket gate closure time was increased to 68
seconds. Other options that were evaluated to address the negative pressures are shown in Table
17.

Table 17. Sunnyside Pipe Options

Option Diameter | Turbine design flow | Wicket gate closure time
feet cfs seconds
1 12 900 68
2 12 700 60
3 14 900 60

The maximum elevation of the hydraulic grade line at the pumping plant was
determined to be El. 2144 feet which convertsto 1,272 feet of pressure based ona pump/pipeline
centerline elevation of 872 feet. The effects of the Sunnyside transient pressures at Black Rock
Powerplant and the rest of the system are less than the transient pressures generated by Black
Rock Powerplant. Future Studies should analyze the effects of both powerplants shutting down
at the same time.



The use of in-line generators to reduce head in the Roza and Sunnyside pressure
delivery systems was considered. Thiswould recover power and allow a reduced head class pipe
downstream of this facility, saving substantial money on the pipe. In-line units have been used
for about 15 years by the Y akima Tieton Irrigation District and have provided reliable service.
Cursory investigation revealed that in-line generators with flow and head ranges required for the
Sunnyside and Roza deliveries are not in common production. Also, there would be transient
problems which would be difficult to estimate, as they would be compounded by other transients
from other units on the same pipe system. Therefore in-line generators were not considered at
this study level.

Pressure reducing systems using valves or orifices are available from
manufacturers in the flow and head ranges required; however, they were not included herein
because of reliability concerns with regard to preventing the system pressure getting beyond the
valves. If pressure reducing systems were to be used, it would be necessary to insure bypass
around them could not be installed. Also, protection from misoperation would be needed to
insure the downstream pipe would never see full reservoir head. While not included inthis
study, in-line generators and pressure reducing systems can be addressed in future studies.

XI. Sunnyside Power plant and Switchyard

The proposed Sunnyside Powerplant, Bypass and Switchyard are located adjacent to the
Sunnyside Canal near its intersection with Konnowock Pass Road. The Sunnyside Powerplant is
similar in arrangement to the proposed Black Rock Powerplant arrangement. Details and
guantities for the 900 cfs powerplant at the end of the pipeline delivery option (Sunnyside
Delivery Option 1) and 1,250 cfs bypass structure were developed but no detailed layout of the
900 cfs powerplant at the end of the canal delivery option (Sunnyside Delivery Option 2) was
completed for this study. A comparisonof the two turbine unitsis shown in Table 18.

Concept Description

The Sunnyside Powerplant is an indoor type plant with a structural steel superstructure
enclosed with concrete masonry walls. The intermediate and substructure are reinforced
concrete. The powerplant consists of a service bay and asingle unit bay. A 125-ton overhead
traveling crane is provided to handle the powerplant electrical and mechanical items. See
Figures 67 through 69.
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The Sunnyside Bypass Structure is a separate indoor structure with areinforced concrete
substructure and a structural steel superstructure enclosed with concrete masonry walls. The
Bypass Structure houses two 84-inch deeve valves to dissipate head. Each deeve valve
discharges into a 33-foot-diameter by 20-foot high stainless steel-lined stilling chamber. See
Figures 70 and 71. The bypass structure discharges into a 12- foot-diameter steel pipe that
discharges into the riprap-lined outlet transition channel that carries powerplant and bypass flows

to the Sunnyside Canal.
Table 18. Sunnyside Powerplant Unit Data
Unit Data Pipeline Delivery Canal Délivery
Option 1 Option 2
Number/Type of Units: 1 Francis 1 Francis
Design Discharge: 900 cfs 900 cfs
Design Head: 435 feet 221 feet
Speed.: 400 rpm 300 rpm
Assumed Unit Efficiency: 90 percent 90 percent
Power Output at Design Head: 29.5 MW 15 MW
Min. Distributor Submergence + 10.6 feet - 1.1 feet
(Negative if distributor is above tailwater)
Max. Scroll Case Dimension 19.4 feet 20.5 feet
Bottom of Draft Tube El. 859.2 El. 854.5
Turbine Guard Valve: 78-inch spherical 84-inch spherical

The service yard was sized to permit mobile crane access around the structures and a 7-

foot chain link fence was provided around the yard for security. Incoming power was assumed
to be from atap on an existing Bonneville Power Authority line about 1 mile southwest of the
switchyard. The line tap will include circuit breakers and disconnect switches and a new 69-
kilovolt wood-pole line would be constructed fromthe tap to the switchyard. A 75-foot by 100-
foot switchyard islocated within the service yard. The switchyard will include transformers,
circuit breakers, and disconnect switches. See Figure 66.

Construction Consider ations
Canal Bypass. Reclamation assumed there would be a need for a temporary cana
bypass during construction Upstream and downstream earthen cofferdams with geomembrane

linings would be constructed in order to connect the transition structures to the canals. Three 9-
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foot-diameter corrugated metal pipes between the cofferdams would permit canal operation
during construction.

XIl. Field Cost Estimates

Field cost estimates were prepared for the major features identified for each option. Field cost
estimates include construction contract costs and contingencies. Construction contract costs
include itemized pay items and mobilization, plus an allowance for unlisted items. Field cost
estimates do not include non-contract distributive-type costs (environmental studies, site
investigations, design, construction management, ...) and non-contract corollary-type costs.

Field cost estimates do not include land acquisition, relocation, or right-of-way costs that may be
required for construction of the project features. Operation, maintenance, and replacement costs
are aso not included in field cost estimates.

Cost estimates were prepared using available existing design data from past work accomplished
by WIS and Reclamation. Aerial topography developed by Reclamation and limited geologic
explorations conducted near the proposed damsites were also used to better define features. The
amount of data collection is not considered to be at the level required for feasibility-level
assessment of project features. Design data collected for future studies can cause future cost
estimates to significantly deviate from the cost estimates presented in this report.

Field costs prepared for this study were generated using industry-wide accepted cost estimating
methodology, standards, and practices. Major features were broken down into pay items and
approximate quantities were calculated for these items based on preliminary general designs and
drawings. Unit prices, adjusted for location and current construction cost trends, were
determined for the identified pay items.

The appraisal-level field cost estimates developed for this assessment study are for the purpose
of evaluating which options should be investigated in greater detail as the Storage Study
progresses. The cost estimatesin thisreport are not intended to be at the feasibility-level
required to request project authorization for construction and construction appropriations
by Congress. All field costs are in June 2004 price level dollars and include mobilization,
unlisted items, and contingencies as explained below:

» Mobilization- Mobilization costs include mobilizing contractor personnel and
equipment to the project site during initial project start-up. The assumed 5 (+/-) percent of the
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subtotal cost used in the cost estimates contained in this report is based on past experience of
similar projects. The mobilization line item is a rounded value per Reclamation rounding criteria
which may cause the dollar value to deviate from the actual percentage shown.

» Unligted Items - Unlisted items are a means to recognize the confidence level in the
estimate and the level of detail and knowledge that was used to devel op the estimated cost. This
line item may be considered as a contingency for minor design changes and also as an alowance
to cover minor pay items that have not been itemized, but will have some influence on the total
cost. As per Reclamation Cost Estimating Handbook guidelines, the allowance for unlisted
itemsin appraisal estimates should be at least 10 (+/-) percent of the listed items. Typicaly a
value of 15 (+/-) percent is used. Based on the level of detail provided for this study's cost
estimates, the unlisted items line item was set at 10 (+/-) percent of the subtotal cost plus
mobilization for all features. The unlisted items line item is a rounded value per Reclamation
rounding criteria which may cause the dollar value to deviate from the actual percentage shown.

* Contingencies - Contingencies are considered funds to be used after construction starts
and not for design changes during project planning. The purpose of contingencies is to identify
funds to pay contractors for overruns on quantities, changed site conditions, change orders, etc.
As per Reclamation Cost Estimating Handbook guidelines, appraisal-level estimates should have
25 (+/-) percent added for cortingencies. Based on the current level of design data, geologic
information, and general knowledge of the conditions at the various sites, the contingency line
item was set at 25 (+/-) percent of the contract cost for al features. The contingency lineitemis
arounded value per Reclamation rounding criteria which may cause the dollar value to deviate
from the actual percentage shown.

Table 19 is a summary table of the appraisal-level field cost estimates that were prepared for this
Assessment. Estimate worksheets showing a detailed breakdown of these field cost estimates are
shown in Appendix D. Table 20 shows a comparison of itemized costs (pay items only) for the
major features between the Columbia River and MP22.6 of the Roza Canal. Costs shown in
Table 20 do not include mobilization, unlisted items, and contingencies. From Table 20,
preferred options based on cost can be assembled for the Large Reservoir — Pump Only Option
(Option 1), Large Reservoir — Pump-Generating Option (Option 2), and Small Reservoir — Pump
Only Option (Option 3). Table 21 compares the combined field cost estimates for each preferred
Storage-Pump Option Tables 20 and 21 do not include costs for the Sunnyside Powerplant and
Bypass Structure located at the end of the Sunnyside Delivery System.

68



Table 19. Summary of Appraisal-Level Field Cost Estimates

Feature

Large Reservoir
Active Storage= 1.3 MAF
Pump Only
Q (Pump)= 3,500 cfs

(Option 1)

Large Reservoir
Active Storage= 1.3 MAF
Pump-Generating
Q (Pump)= 3,500 cfs
Q (Generate)= 3,500 cfs
(Option 2)

Small Reservoir
Active Storage= 0.8 MAF
Pump Only
Q (Pump)= 6,000 cfs

(Option 3)

Priest Rap

ids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard,

and Inflow Conveyance System:

Discharg
Discharg

e 1 (Tunnel/Tunnel)
e 2 (Tunnel/Pipeline)

$620,000,000
$860,000,000

$810,000,000
Not Priced

$870,000,000
Not Priced

Black Rock Dam and Reservoir:
Dam Type 1: Concrete-faced Rockfill
Dam Type 2: Central Core Rockfill
Dam Type 3: Roller Compacted Concrete

$1,300,000,000
$1,250,000,000
$1,900,000,000

$1,300,000,000
$1,250,000,000
$1,900,000,000

$1,100,000,000
$1,000,000,000
$1,550,000,000

Black Rock Outflow Conveyance System and
Black Rock Outlet Facility:

Option 1:
Option 2:

1,500 cfs Power Plant
900 cfs Power Plant

$590,000,000
$590,000,000

$590,000,000
$590,000,000

$590,000,000
$590,000,000

Sunnyside Powerplant and Bypass Structure

$47,000,000

$47,000,000

$47,000,000

Table 20. Cost Comparison of Major Features Between Columbia River and Roza Canal*

Feature Large Reservoir Large Reservoir Small Reservoir
Pump Only Pump-Generating Pump Only
Q=3,500 cfs Q=3,500 cfs Q=16,000 cfs
(Option 1) (Option 2) (Option 3)
Priest Rapids Fish Screen and Intake $58,035,920 $64,551,120 $78,815,990)
Priest Rapids Pumping Plant $182,919,070 $275,309,975
Priest Rapids Pump-Generating Plant $226,254,880
Black Rock Inlet/Outlet Tower $85,565,400
(Priest Rapids to Black Rock Reservoir)
Inflow Conveyance
(Priest Rapids to Black Rock Reservoir)
Discharge 1 (Tunnel/Tunnel) $186,471,700 $186,471,700 $248,397,600
Discharge 2 (Tunnel/Pipeling) $357,838,420
Black Rock Dam:
Dam Type 1. Concrete-faced Rockfil $774,496,000 $774,496,000 $621,530,800
Dam Type 2. Central Core Rockfill $733,280,000 $733,280,000 $573,117,150
Dam Type 3: Roller Compacted Concrete $1,239,036,300) $1,239,036,300) $980,587,000
Low Level Outlet Works
For Dam Types 1 and 2 $83,494,115 $83,494,115 $79,000,000]
For Dam Type 3 $23,384,515 $23,384,515 $22,000,000]
Highway and Utility Relocations $57,320,000 $57,320,000 $57,320,000
Black Rock Reservoir Outlet Structure $3,269,850) $3,269,850 $3,269,850
(Black Rock Reservoir to Roza Canal)
Outflow Conveyance (2,500 cfs) $306,402,600 $306,402,600 $306,402,600
(Black Rock Reservoir to Roza Canal)
Black Rock Outlet Facility
Option 1: 1,500 cfs Powerplant $104,010,535 $104,010,535 $104,010,535
Option 2. 900 cfs Powerplant $102,165,985 $102,165,985 $102,165,985

* Mobilization, unlisted items, and contingencies are not included in Table 20.
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Table 21. Field Cost Comparison of Preferred Options (Columbia River to MP22.6 of

Roza Canal)

Feature Large Reservoir Large Reservoir Small Reservoir
Pump Only Pump-Generating Pump Only
Q = 3,500 cfs Q = 3,500 cfs Q = 6,000 cfs
(Option 1) (Option 2) (Option 3)
Priest Rapids Fish Screen and Intake $58,035,920 $64,551,120 $78,815,990

Priest Rapids Pumping Plant

$182,919,070

$275,309,975

Priest Rapids Pump-Generating Plant

$226,254,880

Inflow Conveyance: Discharge 1 (All Tunnel)

$186,471,700

$186,471,700

$248,397,650

Black Rock Inlet/Outlet Tower $85,565,400

Black Rock Dam: Type 2 (Central Core Rockfill) $733,280,000 $733,280,000 $573,117,150
Low Level Outlet Works $83,494,115 $83,494,115 $79,000,000
Highway and Utility Relocations $57,320,000 $57,320,000 $57,320,000
Black Rock Reservoir Outlet Structure $3,269,850 $3,269,850 $3,269,850

Outflow Conveyance

$303,132,750

$303,132,750

$303,132,750

Black Rock Outlet Facility: Option 1 (1,500 cfs)

$104,010,535

$104,010,535

$104,010,535

Subtotal of Pay Items

$1,711,933,940

$1,847,350,350

$1,722,373,900

Total Mobilization Costs: $86,000,000 $93,000,000 $86,000,000
PR Intake, PP/PG, Swtchyd & Inflow Conveyance $21,000,000 $28,000,000 $30,000,000
Black Rock Dam and Reservoir $44,000,000 $44,000,000 $35,000,000
Black Rock Outflow Conveyance & Outlet Facility $21,000,000 $21,000,000 $21,000,000

Total Unlisted ltems: $162,066,060 $179,649,650 $181,626,100
PR Intake, PP/PG, Swtchyd & Inflow Conveyance $41,573,310 $59,156,900 $67,476,385
Black Rock Dam and Reservoir $81,905,885 $81,905,885 $75,562,850
Black Rock Outflow Conveyance & Outlet Facility $38,586,865 $38,586,865 $38,586,865

Construction Contract Cost

$1,960,000,000

$2,120,000,000

$1,990,000,000

Total Contingencies:
PR Intake, PP/PG, Swtchyd & Inflow Conveyance
Black Rock Dam and Reservoir
Black Rock Outflow Conveyance & Outlet Facility

$500,000,000
$130,000,000
$250,000,000
$120,000,000

$530,000,000
$160,000,000
$250,000,000
$120,000,000

$470,000,000
$170,000,000
$180,000,000
$120,000,000

Field Cost

$2,460,000,000

$2,650,000,000

$2,460,000,000

Field costs are in June 2004 dollars.

Field costs do not include Sunnyside Powerplant and delivery systems downstream of MP22.6. See Summary Report.

XI11l. Conclusions

Construction of facilities to pump, store, and deliver Columbia River water to willing exchange
participantsin the Yakima Basin is technically viable. The following conclusions are based on
the technical and cost analyses completed for this A ssessment study:

Priest Rapids Intake Facilities

The 3,500 cfs Pumping Plant is the least cost intake and plant facility at Priest Rapids
Reservoir. The overal cost of the 3,500 cfs Pump-Generating Option (Option 2) is not
significantly greater than the 3,500 cfs Pump Only Option(Option 1); however, operational
studies have not been completed for the Pump-Generating Option. These studies may indicate a
need to increase plart capacity to ensure annual delivery of exchange water. The decision to
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provide for pump-generating capability at the Columbia River should be made after these
operationa studies are complete and costs of the Pump-Generating Option are adjusted to meet
the requirements of the operational studies.

Inflow Conveyance System

The cost of the All Tunnel (Discharge 1) inflow conveyance system is significantly less
than the cost for the Tunnel/Pipe (Discharge 2) aternative. The Tunnel/Pipe aternative should
be removed from further evaluation.

Black Rock Dams

Given the limited available information and explorations of the foundation conditions and
construction materials, it is difficult to determine which of the two rockfill dam aternatives
would be the optimum choice for the Black Rock site. The relative strengths of both aternatives
are that each is an excellent dam to construct in a highly seismic area. The strong and dry
downstream rockfill shells provide excellent resistance to extreme seismic shaking. In the
unlikely event of a fault offset beneath the dam, neither dam would be expected to fail due to the
presence of zone 2 and 3 filters and drains and the “flow-through” capability of the rockfill. In
addition, both alternatives feature relatively narrow impermeable barriers, which minimizes
expensive and time-consuming foundation treatment work. In short, both alternatives are
excellent technical choices, with no clear advantages.

From an economic standpoint, the appraisal-level cost estimates indicate that the central
core rockfill alternative has a dight economic advantage. The estimated field costs for the large
reservoir are $1.3 billion for the concrete face rockfill and $1.25 billionfor the central core
rockfill. 1t should be stressed that appraisal level designs are based on very limited data and
explorations, so cost estimates at this stage contain a great deal of uncertainty. More data
collection and studies are necessary before fine-tuning the costs to levels that would support cost
authorizations and similar efforts.

Due to relative similarity in costs and the equality of technical advantages, it does not
appear prudent to rule out either alternative at this point. At the feasibility (or higher) level,
additional investigations, explorations, and studies may better define any technical or economic
advantages for these two dam types.
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The costs of embankment dams are significantly lower than the costs of the roller
compacted concrete (RCC) dams. The RCC dams should be removed from further evaluation.

Outflow Conveyance System

Transient analysis of the outflow conveyance system indicates that a surge tark needs to
be located close to Black Rock Powerplant to address negative downsurge pressures. To
accommodate this requirement, Reclamation moved the alignment of the outflow conveyance
from the valley floor to the Y akima Ridge Mountains so that a surge shaft could be excavated
near the powerplant. Future studies should investigate alternate alignments assuming power
production facilities at the end of the outflow conveyance system are removed.

Black Rock Outlet Facility

The cost difference between the 1,500 cfs and 900 cfs powerplantsis small. The bulk of
the costs reside with the bypass structure that was conservatively assumed to be the same
capacity for both alternatives. The selection of which option to pursue should be made based on
economies associated with the Roza and Sunnyside Delivery Systems.

XI1V. Recommendations

Should the decision be made to carry the Black Rock aternative into the feasibility design stage,
it is recommended that additional data be collected and the preferred options refined for the
collected data. Value Engineering methods of analysis should be applied to the identified
concepts to identify needs, major cost components, and to reduce overall costs. Vaue
Engineering is a problem-solving methodology that examines component features of a project to
determine pertinent functions, governing criteria, and associated costs. Alternative proposals are
then developed that meet necessary requirements at lower cost or with an increase in long-term
value.

Future Investigations and Studies

Genera Geologic Investigations

Further geologic study of the reservoir area, damsite, plant sites, and water
conveyance alignments will be required during the feasibility stage. Additional geologic
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investigations will also be required for final design and construction of these facilities. The goa
of the exploratory or investigations programs will be to prioritize and produce the amount of data
required for that level of study or design. The objective of the engineering geology programs
will be adequate identification of all the relevant geologic considerations. Collection and
presentation of the geologic data will provide important information regarding geologic and
geotechnical considerations for design and construction. Geologic data will be collected to
address potentia issues relating to stability and strength of the foundation materials, slope
stability, deformability of materials, ground-water occurrence and behavior, seepage paths,
unwatering and dewatering requirements, groutability, reservoir water-holding capability,
seismicity and faulting, reservoir-induced seismicity, landslides, and sedimentation.

Priest Rapids Intake Facilities

Pump-Generating Operational Study: An operational study should be
completed to determine how Black Rock Reservoir would be operated if stored water were
released back to the Columbia River for power generation purposes.

Pump-Turbine Units: Future studies should investigate the relative costs
of a pump-turbine unit installation versus the proposed separate pumps and turbines installation

Land Development at Priest Rapids Reservoir: According to
representatives from the Grant County Public Utility District, the Wanapum Band of the Y akama
Nation have jurisdiction over the land proposed for the intake, fish screen, and pumping plant
facilities, and they should be consulted regarding construction of these features. See Appendix A.

Inflow Conveyance Systems

Sloping Multi- Level Inlet/Outlet Structure: Future studies should adapt
the proposed multi-level inlet/outlet structure to the topography and geology available in the
vicinity of the structure. A sloping intake structure should be considered in lieu of the proposed
free-standing tower.

Erosion Control During First Filling: Future studies should consider
alternative to the proposed erosion protection features required for the initial filling of Black
Rock Reservoir.
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Black Rock Dams

Use of Asphaltic Concrete Core: Should a central core rockfill prove to
have significant technical advantagesand impervious soil is not readily available, consideration
should be given to a central asphalt core dam. Asphalt smply replaces earthfill as the core
material. Such embankments have been used in a number of areas, and have proven to be
effective and economical when good quality impervious fill is not an economical option.

Using Crushed Basdlt for Filters/Drains: In generdl, filter and drain
materials that consist of subrounded materials (or similar) are preferred to particles with much
more angular shapes. However, if such materials are located at a significant distance from the
damsite and are thus quite expensive, crushed basalt (available locally) should be investigated as
an option.

Grout Curtain Details: A better understanding of the basalt bedrock will
likely influence the final design of the grout curtain. Details that would be impacted would
include the number of rows (expected to range from one to three), the depth of the holes, and the
anticipated grout take.

Potential Adit: Should considerable uncertainty still exist regarding the
bedrock permeability even after additional investigations, it may be necessary to construct an
adit beneath the water barrier to alow for the possibility of future grouting efforts. For a
concrete face rockfill dam, such an adit would be constructed as part of an oversized plinth at the
upstream toe. For a central core rockfill, athick layer of roller compacted concrete (RCC) might
be placed beneath the earthfill core on top of the bedrock, and an adit constructed within the
RCC. These adits would be sized to allow grouting of additional curtain holes in the event that
significant seepage and reservoir losses occur upon first filling of the reservoir.

Highway Relocation: Geologic mapping along the proposed rel ocated
SH24 alignment is not complete at this time and a more detailed geologic analysisis needed in
order to determine potential landslide areas and location and depth of bedrock and colluvium
layers along the proposed alignment. Given the estimated cost of the road relocation, future
studies should consider aternate alignments. Residents of the Black Rock Valley and others
have indicated a preference for relocating SH24 north of the proposed Black Rock Reservoir.
For purposes of this document it was relocated on the south side of the reservoir because of more
desirable topography and the desire to stay outside the Y akima Firing Center Military
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Reservation. However, as the Storage Study proceeds further consideration for the rel ocation of
SH 24 should be given and discussions conducted with appropriate State and County entities,
Y akima Firing Center Military Reservation, and local residents.

Outflow Conveyance Systems

Future hydraulic and transient studies should refine the flows and pressures
associated with the Black Rock and Sunnyside Powerplants. The transient studies should
explore the effects of both powerplants shutting down at the same time and one of the plants
shutting down while the other one is operating. Future studies should also investigate cost
savings associated with removing power production facilities at one or both of these locations.
Various highway crossing alternatives near the Black Rock Powerplant should also be evaluated
to determine the most cost effective aternative.

Black Rock Outlet Facility

Pressure Reducing Features: The use of pressure reducing features in the
Roza and Sunnyside delivery system pipes should be re-evaluated during future studiesto seeif
afail-safe system can be identified to reduce design pressures in the delivery pipelines.

Future Power Operations Studies : Future power operatiors studies
should be conducted during the feasibility design to better define the rated capacity of the
powerplant .

Bypass and Outlet Transition Structure: The design flow for the bypass
structure should be re-evaluated during the feasibility study to better match canal delivery
regquirements and reduce the size of this facility. Alternatives to the outlet channel shared by the
bypass and powerplant should also be investigated.
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
Technical Service Center

TRAVEL REPORT
PRJ-8.10
D-8120
Codes : D-8120/D-8130/D-8140/D-8312/D-8320 Date: December 9, 2003
To : Thomas C. Fisher

Manager, Structural and Architectural Group

From : Dick LaFond, D-8120, Structural Engineer and TSC Engineering Team Leader
Doug Stanton, Civil Engineer, D-8130
Dave Edwards, Civil Engineer, D-8140
Bill Engemoen, Geotechnical Engineer, D-8312
Pete Rohrer, Geologist, D-8320

Subject:  Technical Site Review of Proposed Black Rock Project Sites, Yakima River Basin
Water Storage Options, Feasibility Study, Washington

1. Travel period: October 27-30, 2003.

2. Places or offices visited: Priest Rapids Dam, Proposed Black Rock Reservoir Site, Roza
Canal, and Pacific Northwest Construction Office, Yakima, WA,

3. Purpose of trip: To view proposed sites for features associated with the Black Rock Storage
Project and to discuss ongoing and future work with representatives from the Pacific Northwest
Region, Upper Columbia Area, and Pacific Northwest Consiruction Offices.

4. Synopsis of trip:

A. Site Review Kickoff Meeting- On the moming of October 28, 2003, we met with
representatives from the Pacific Northwest Region Office, Upper Columbia Area Office, Pacific
Northwest Construction Office, Yakama Nation Water Resources, and Washington Department
of the Ecology to discuss work to date, ongoing work, and plans for the site review. A list of
attendees and major discussion items is included as attachment 1.

B. Site Visit to Proposed Black Rock Project Features - On October 28 and 29, 2003, we
visited the proposed sites for the Columbia River Pumping Plant, Black Rock Reservoir and
Roza Canal Qutlet Structure. A list of major observations and discussions is included as
attachment 2.
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Travelers: Dick LaFond, Doug Stanton, Dave Edwards, Bill Engemoen, Pete Rohrer 2

C. Site Review Closeout Meeting - On the morning of October 30, 2003, we met with
representatives from the Pacific Northwest Region Office, Upper Columbia Area Office, Pacific
Northwest Construction Office, Yakama Nation Water Resources, and Washington Department
of the Ecology to discuss general observations from the site review and future work. A list of
attendees and major discussion items is included as attachment 3.

5. Conclusions: The trip provided an opportunity to obtain a clearer understanding the of scope
of TSC work. See attachments for other con¢lusions.

6. Action correspondence initiated: None. See attachments for action items.

7. Client feedback: The Technical Service Center site investigation team would like to thank
Dick Link of the Pacific Northwest Region Office for coordinating the site review.

Attachments

ce: Regional Director, Boise, ID
Attention: PN-3400 (Jennings), PN-3440 (Montague), PN-3600 (Link)
Manager, Upper Columbia Area Office, Yakima, WA
Attention: UCAQO-1000 (Glover), UCAQ-1100 (Ries)
Project Construction Engineer, Yakima, WA
Attention: NCO-3100 (Meskimen), NCO-3110 (Manfredi), NCO-3173 (Christensen)
Manager, Grand Coulee Power Office, Grand Coulee, WA
Attention: GCP-5500 (Didricksen)
(w/all attachments to each)

be: D-8120 (LaFond), D-8130 (Stanton), D-8140 (Edwards), D-8160 (Donat),
D-8170 (Donaldson), D-8312 (Engemoen), D-8320 (Rohrer), D-8410 (Christensen),
D-8420 (Zelenka), D-8430 (Rossi), D-8440 (Gamuciello), D-8580 (Quinn},
D-8580 (Holz)
(w/all attachments to each)
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Travelers: Dick LaFond, Doug Stanton, Dave Edwards, Bill Engemoen, Pete Rohrer

SIGNATURES AND SURNAMES FOR:

Travel to:  Priest Rapids Dam, Proposed Black Rock Reservoir Site, Roza Canal, and Pacific
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Attachment 1
Black Rock Storage Project

Site Review Kickoff Meeting

October 28, 2003
PARTICIPANTS:
NAME COMPANY
Dick Link Pacific Northwest Region Office
Kayti Didricksen Pacific Northwest Region Office
Don Stelma Pacific Northwest Region Office
John Kirk State of Washington - Department of Ecology
David Cummings State of Washington - Department of Ecology
Tom Ring Yakama Nation - Water Resources
Norbert Ries Upper Columbia Area Office
Mark Del.eon Upper Columbia Area Office

Bernie Meskimen
Wendy Christensen
Charles Ferguson

Erin Quinn
Doug Stanton
Dave Edwards
Bill Engemoen
Pete Rohrer
Dick LaFond

Pacifi¢c Northwest Construction Office
Pacific Northwest Construction Office
Pacific Northwest Construction Office

Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center

MAJOR DISCUSSION TOPICS: The following items were discussed:

1. Norbert Ries stated that the Black Rock Storage Project is one option to be considered
during the Yakima River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study. Legislation authorizing this
study requests Reclamation to conduct a feasibility study of options for additional water storage
in the Yakima River Basin with emphasis on the feasibility of storing Columbia River water in
the proposed offstream Black Rock Reservoir.

a. The objective of the Black Rock Storage Project is to deliver Columbia River
water to Yakima Project entities susceptible to receiving such water and willing to exchange it
for all or part of their current Yakima River diversions. No new irrigation will result from this
exchange and no Columbia River water will be discharged directly into the Yakima River.
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b. The present focus is to conduct an appraisal level assessment of likely
configurations and sizes of Black Rock Project facilities to pump, store, and deliver water to
willing exchange participants. Currently, these consist of the Roza and Sunnyside Divisions who
have expressed a willingness to consider water exchanges. It may also be possible to exchange
water with other entities such as the Union Gap Irrigation District and the Selah-Moxee
Irrigation District. The Washington Infrastructure Services (WIS) Final Report dated May 2002,
was a reconnaissance level analysis to identify and compare multiple options to transfer water
from the Columbia River to the Yakima Basin. Costs developed for the WIS study were used to
compare the identified options against each other and develop an order-of-magnitude estimate of
project costs but detailed design/cost analyses of any one option were not completed.
Reclamation's Assessment Study should use information in the WIS Report and data obtained
since the report was completed to develop one or two options in greater detail to permit a better
definition of required features, understanding of obstacles, and development of more accurate
construction costs. The Assessment Study Findings will be documented in a report prepared by
Reclamation that is tentatively due by June 30, 2004.

2. Don Stelma reported on the findings of the geologic investigations that were
completed by WIS after their May 2002 Final Report. Field investigations were located along
the preferred dam alignment identified by WIS. These geologic investigations are documented
in the Black Rock Reservoir Study -Initial Geotechnical Investigation - Final Report dated
January 2003.

a. Along the present dam alignment, the depth of overburden deposits range from
a few feet to 200 feet near the right abutment. WIS cost estimates assumed bedrock would be
within 20 feet of the surface.

b. It may be acceptable to not excavate the Ringold Formation and use it as part
of an embankment dam foundation, provided that the Ringold proves to be a satisfactory
foundation material.

c. There is a thrust fault in the right (south) abutment. The abutment is highly
fractured and may be the site of an old rockslide.

d. No recent active faults have been identified to date.

e. The basalt foundation rock has permeable zones. Although the Ringold
Formation and interbeds which might be aquitards are present, the arcal extent and thickness of
these units are not well defined. Creation of an adequate grout curtain might be problematic
because there appears to be no water barrier below the dam to tie in a grout curtain that would
positively cut off seepage.

f. The Selah Interbed material is composed chiefly of fine-grained silts and clays;
reservoir landslides are possible where folding along the Rattlesnake Hills anticline has
oversteepened the bedrock sequence. The Selah Interbed represents a potential plane of
weakness where sliding could occur under saturated conditions resulting from a Black Rock
reservoir.
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3. Bedrock is exposed at a draw near Horsethief Point located about 2,500 feet upstream
of the preferred WIS alignment. Don said they think there is a cross-valley fault between this
location and the preferred WIS alignment and overburden along the new alignment may not be
as deep. The PN Region drill crew plans to drill a 400-foot-deep hole along the new alignment
to locate top of rock and perform water tests to check permeability.

4. Geologic mapping of the new alignment by Dr. Robert Bentley is ongoing. Dr.
Bentley is a consulting geologist and professor emeritus at Central Washington University in
Ellensburg, WA. Field work is nearly completed and a draft geologic report is expected on or
about December 1, 2003.

5. Dick Link stated that Matt Jones (TSC) is working on the photogrammetry. Several
files received from the contractor are corrupt and Matt has requested corrected data. To date,
reservoir storage calculations have been developed from USGS Quad Sheets. Topography
developed from the aerial surveys should be available mid-December.

6. Kayti Didricksen discussed existing groundwater information at the proposed
reservoir site. She said her studies will address impacts of the reservoir on regional groundwater
surfaces.

a. The jointing of the basalt flows permits vertical communication between
aquifers. Interflow zones between the basalt flows permit horizontal flow from the site. The
horizontal permeability of the basalt is much greater than the vertical permeability.

b. Currently there is very little aquifer recharge at the proposed Black Rock
reservoir site but this will change when water storage is initiated.

¢. Permeability tests performed by WIS encountered problems (leaky packers)
and data developed from this testing tend to overestimate potential reservoir seepage.

d. Kayti is trying to get groundwater data from the Hanford Nuclear Repository
Site to help define groundwater flow characteristics in the reservoir area. The gradient at the
proposed Black Rock site moves towards Hanford.

7. In summary, Dick Link stated that from a geologic perspective the possible presence
of subsurface faults, reservoir seismicity, foundation rock quality, and availability of
construction materials are items that could significantly affect the feasibility and cost of

constructing a dam and reservoir in the Black Rock Valley.
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Attachment 2
Black Rock Storage Project

Technical Site Review
October 28-29, 2003

MAJOR OBSERVATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS:

Priest Rapids Dam and Columbia River Intake Sites

1. The Site Review Team met Leon Hoepner and Dave Moore of the Grant County
Public Utility District (PUD) at Priest Rapids Dam and proceeded across the dam to the right
abutment to view possible locations for an intake, fish screen, and pumping plant.

2. Leon Hoepner stated that locating a river-side pumping plant more than 4 miles
downstream of the dam would place the plant within the Hanford Reach which may not be
politically and/or environmentally acceptable.

3. Daily river fluctuations downstream of the dam can be as high as 14 feet but they try
to operate to limit fluctuations to 5-6 feet. There is a gauging station located downstream of the
dam. Daily reservoir fluctuation is 3-4 feet.

4. Leon stated that a fish biologist for Washington Infrastructure Services (WIS) had
visited the dam and recommended moving the intake and fish screen facility to the left side of
the dam in a follow-up report.

5. Leon stated that lamprey impingement on passive fish screens could control screen
design over salmonid concerns.

6. There appears to be sufficient room between the right reservoir dike and foothills of
the Umtanum Ridge to locate a channel intake with diagonal fish screens to supply a pumping
plant located at the base of the ridge. The intake would be located directly downstream of the
existing Grant County PUD dock facility and hazard boom anchor. A bypass pipe could be run
along the groin of the dam to pass screened fish downstream of the dam. The pumping plant
could be located slightly downstream of the dam and a tunnel excavated to cross under the ridge
instead of piping up and over it. Topography, reservoir bathymetry, and geology for Priest
Rapids Dam are available from Grant County PUD. (See Photos 1 through 6.)

7. Current access to the right side of the dam is across Priest Rapids Dam only. The
clear width and 90 degree turns across the spillway deck could restrict use of large construction
equipment and an easement may be required to allow O&M personnel to access the new intake
and pumping plant facilities.

8. The road over Priest Rapids Dam is the main access for the residents of the Wanapum
Indian Village located downstream of the dam on the right side of the river. Leon stated that the
Wanapum have jurisdiction over the land proposed for the intake, screening, and pumping
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facilities and they should be consulted regarding construction of these features. Above ground
features downstream of the dam may cause concern to the Wanapum Band of the Yakama
Nation and those enrolled members of the Yakama Nation.

9. The dam was constructed between 1956 and 1961. Tapping the reservoir for water
would translate into lost power revenue for Grant County PUD and they would be looking for
compensation for this lost power revenue.

10. If the intake location was moved to the left side of the dam, the intake could use the
existing overflow weir gravity intake structure to access the reservoir. The pumping plant could
be located on the left side of the river upstream from the existing power plant switchyard,
however, the discharge line would need to cross the river to get back on the correct alignment.

11. Ice flows and expanding ice sheets have not been a problem at the dam.

12. There are transmission lines on the left side of the river that can be tapped for power
to the new facilities.

13. The dam historically does not spill often. Leon indicated that in order to meet
Hanford Reach target flow requirements, we should plan on pumping iow volumes over long
periods of time.

14. The river below the dam at the proposed intake sites for WIS Schemes 3 and 4 is
wide and shallow and these locations appear to be less favorable compared to an inlet within the

reservoir. (See Photo 7.)

Black Rock Reservoir Site

1. The proposed reservoir will inundate Black Rock Valley, a grassy valley with a few
residences that will need to be relocated. State Highway 24 is a 2-lane asphalt road with heavy
truck traffic that runs through the middle of the valley. There are also phone and power poles on
both sides of the valley that will need to be relocated. Mark Del.eon stated that there is also a
pioneer cemetery in the valley that may require relocation. (See Photos 8 through 13.)

2. The saddle dam/spillway on the south side of reservoir will require placement of about
20 feet of fill on top of an existing high topography feature to bring it up to elevation 1815 feet.
(See Photo 14.) Rock appears to be near the surface of this feature.

3. The WIS proposed spillway discharge channel to Dry Creek will need to be improved
and may require modification of a timber bridge on State Highway 241 in order to pass any
significant flow. This bridge, 241-17, currently has 6 feet of clearance between beams and
channel bottom. (See Photos 15 and 16.)

4. If maximum reservoir water surface is at or above elevation 1800 feet, a saddle dike
will be necessary on the west end of the reservoir. (See Photo 17.) The land is relatively flat on
the west side of the reservoir and small fluctuations in reservoir elevation will result in large
movement of the shoreline.
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5. The outlet structure to the Roza Canal should be closer to the dam to reduce the
amount of dead reservoir storage volume.

6. Reservoir seepage is a concern. The Ringold Formation and an overlying mantel of
loess blankets much of the reservoir basin and are both believed to have relatively low
permeability. Within the reservoir basin, these formations should not be disturbed if practicable
during construction except as required for founding the dam. Additional investigation of the
permeability of the reservoir foundation materials is needed.

Roza Canal

L. The powerplant/outlet structure facility at the Roza Canal should be located on the
southwest corner of the Roza Canal and State Highway 24 intersection. (See Photos 18, 19,
and 20.)

2. If a powerplant is constructed at Roza Canal, a bypass structure should be included to
permit water deliveries when the units are not on line. (See Photo 21.)

ACTION ITEMS:

L. Norbert Ries will obtain a copy of the WIS fish biologist report that recommends
moving the intake to the left side of Priest Rapids Dam.

2. Norbert Ries will investigate Tribal land ownership near Priest Rapids Dam.
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Attachment 3
Black Rock Storage Project

Site Review Closeout Meeting

October 30, 2003
PARTICIPANTS:
NAME COMPANY
Dick Link Pacific Northwest Region Office
Don Stelma Pacific Northwest Region Office

Steve Montague

John Kirk
David Cummings
Tom Ring

Norbert Ries

Bernie Meskimen
Wendy Christensen
Charles Ferguson
John Manfredi

Doug Stanton
Dave Edwards
Bill Engemoen
Pete Rohrer
Dick LaFond

Pacific Northwest Region Office

State of Washington - Department of Ecology
State of Washington - Department of Ecology
Yakama Nation - Water Resources

Upper Columbia Area Office

Pacific Northwest Construction Office
Pacific Northwest Construction Office
Pacific Northwest Construction Office
Pacific Northwest Construction Office

Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center
Technical Service Center

MAJOR DISCUSSION TOPICS: The following items were discussed:

General:

Land acquisition and right-of-way costs are not included in the WIS Report (p. 9-2) but should
be included in future studies to better estimate project costs.

Intake at Priest Rapids Dam:

1. The intake on the right side of the dam looks best. Placing the intake on the left side
would be difficult and expensive to pipe water across the river.

3-1



2. Initial preference is to locate intake near the docking facility on the right side of the
reservoir, which would entail a penetration of the embankment. The water would then be
conveyed about 1,000 feet in a canal paralleling the hills. The canal would create sweeping
velocities and thus allow for placement of diagonal fish screens within the canal. One or more
bypasses would be provided to pass the screened fish downstream (perhaps along the
downstream embankment toe) to the Columbia River below the dam.

3. A cofferdam will be required in the reservoir to permit construction of the intake.
Also, construction access across the dam will be difficult. Consideration should be given to
developing an access road through the Yakima Firing Center Military Reservation property on
the right side.

4. Priest Rapids operating personnel expressed that obtaining Tribal permission to
construct any surface features on the right side of the dam could be controversial.

5. The TSC should consider a low profile pumping plant similar to the existing Columbia
River Piant located downstream from Priest Rapids Dam. It may be possible, although
expensive, to construct an underground plant in an exposed rock face if above ground features
are restricted.

Inflow Options to Black Rock Reservoir:

1. Washington’s Scheme 1A featuring a tunnel through the Umtanum and Yakima
Ridges to Black Rock Reservoir appears feasible, however, the pumped-storage scheme (1B)
does not appear to be economically feasible at this time. Although expensive, Scheme 1A would
result in significant savings in annual pumping costs.

2. To reduce costs of the inflow system, D-8140 will develop a tunnel/pipeline option
based on the preferred intake location downstream of the Grant PUD docking facility.

3. It may be worth looking at an all pipeline alternative (similar to Scheme 3) as well in
the fast track study although a river intake may be problematic.

4. Construction of a powerplant on the end of the intake system at Black Rock Reservoir
will depend on available head at the outlet and anticipated operation of the intake system.

5. Monthly maximum and minimum projected flows are required to properly size
facilities.

Black Rock Damsite:

1. At this point, it appears premature to rule out any one of the three considered dam
types: concrete faced rockfill, central core rockfill, and roller compacted concrete (RCC). Cost
estimates may need to be developed for all three dam types.
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2. Both the original WIS alignment and the newer upstream alignment appear feasible.
No other preferred alignment was apparent from the site visit.

3. There appear to be advantages to each alignment. The WIS axis has the shortest dam
length, apparently by several hundred feet. With such a high dam, this probably results in a
savings of several million cubic yards of embankment or RCC materials. The upstream axis,
however, may have less overburden, which would result in significant excavation (and
replacement) and dewatering cost savings. In addition, the rock quality may be better, which
could lead to lower foundation treatment costs.

4. It is likely that the preliminary seismic hazard assessment will not be able to rule out
the potential for fault displacements within the dam footprints. This issue will need to be
considered in more detail in higher level designs, when more definitive predictions of movement
will hopefully be available. This may have a significant impact on selection of dam type.

5. Efforts are currently underway in the Pacific Northwest Region Office to better
evaluate the water supply availability and thus the resulting optimum reservoir size. A reservoir
size will be needed before significant work on the designs and costs can be started.

6. Both the damsite and reservoir geology are quite complex, given the presence of the
folding and faulting, highly variable rock quality, multiple aquifers, and questions on the depth
and character of overburden deposits. The additional work to be undertaken in the next couple
of months to better characterize the geology should help the design effort.

7. The above additional geologic work will concentrate on better defining the bedrock
stratigraphy and properties, and the overburden (particularly the Ringold) properties as well.

8. Because the depth to bedrock will be quite important to design costs and possibly dam
type, Dick Link will look into the possibility of fasi-tracking a contract for a geophysical survey
of the damsite in order to determine the depth to bedrock.

9. In addition to investigating foundation conditions, evaluating the availability of
construction matenals is equally important. Identifying potential sources and resulting haul
distances for rockfill, impervious fill, granular filter/drain materials, and RCC aggregate would
allow for better estimates of the costs of building the dam.

10. There was much discussion about the reservoir-holding capability. The Region will
be conducting an evaluation of the hydrogeology of the foundation, which should help address
this issue and perhaps shed light on the foundation grouting requirements. There was little
indication that any interflow zones outcropped in the reservoir area. It was also noted, that the
horizontal permeability of the interflow zones within the basalt flows is orders of magnitude
higher than the vertical permeability. In addition, there are indications that the Ringold (and
probably other overburden units like the loess) have lower permeability than the basalts. All of
these factors are viewed as very positive aspects to reducing the potential for reservoir seepage.

3-3



Spillway/Saddle Dam Area:

1. Although it will depend on the size of the reservoir, it appears likely that some type of
embankment will be needed in the low saddle area in the south reservoir rim. It also appears that
rock will be close to the surface, which should allow for a relatively economical embankment.

2. The TSC will address the need for an emergency spillway. Given the large area of the
reservoir and the fact that it is offstream storage, it may be possible to store the design flood.
The TSC will look into the hydrology and evaluate if the PMF can be stored in the reservoir.

Low Level Outlet Works:

1. This is essentially a dam safety feature, that will evacuate the reservoir in the event of
an emergency, spilling flows into the normaily dry Dry Creek.

2. The sizing of the outlet works by WIS is somewhat unclear. During the Assessment
Study, the TSC will size the low level outlet works to meet Reclamation evacuation criteria.

3. Anoption to consider in lieu of a low level outlet to Dry Creek might be to pump
water back to the Columbia River. Given that an outlet works would release water into either the
Columbia or Yakima Rivers, the impacts to existing fisheries would need to be addressed
considering the likelihood of this ever occurring.

Qutlet Tower and Qutflow Schemes:

1. WIS designed a multi-level intake to discharge water into the outflow conduit to the
Roza Canal. The team questions why a multi-level intake would be necessary if the water will
be used for irrigation purposes only and there are no downstream fish considerations.

2. Fish screens will be required on the outlet structure to prevent fish that may be stocked
in the reservoir from migrating to the Yakima Basin.

3. WIS OQutflow Scheme |, which requires a pumping plant to lift water from Black
Rock Reservoir to the Roza Canal is not being developed at this time. The team would prefer to
locate the outlet system to permit gravity flow to Roza Canal.

4. WIS Outflow Scheme 3 is eliminated because it delivers water too far below where it
is needed.

5. For the Black Rock Project Assessment, water deliveries to the Roza and Sunnyside
Divisions will be used to size features. The design maximum flow to the Roza Division will be
1,100 ft¥/s, and the design maximum flow to the Sunnyside Division will be 1,262 ft/s, for a
total capacity of 2,362 ft’/s. Water deliveries to Union Gap and or Selah-Moxee could be added
in the future if they express an interest which would increase required capacity by 100 to 150
ft’/s. Monthly maximum and minimum projected flows are required to properly size facilities.
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Highway Realienment

L. The WIS Final Report relocated State Highway 24 to the south of the reservoir in the
Rattlesnake Hills but indicated that residents of Black Rock Valley would prefer a northern
relocation. Topography on the north side of the reservoir is not conducive for this road
relocation because many bridges would be required to span over draws and the road would need
to be constructed on land currently within the Yakima Firing Center Military Rescrvation.

2. Ongoing geologic mapping in the vicinity of the alternate alignment suggests a
potential for significant [andslides along the south rim of the reservoir due to oversteepening of
bedrock foundation units. Development of highway relocation concepts should account for a
high potential for landsliding along the south reservoir rim.

Roza and Sunnystde Distribution Systems

From the perspective of service arcas and major conveyance facilities, the Roza and Sunnyside
Divisions appear to be located so that a Columbia River water exchange may be feasible.
Following discussions with these two irrigation divisions concerning their willingness to
consider watcr exchanges, work was initiated early September 2003 by engineering staff of the
PN Construction Office and the Regional Office to develop conceptual plans and cost estimates
for the delivery of Columbia River water,

1. The powerplant/outlel structure facility at the Roza Canal should be located on the
southeast corner of the Roza Canal and State Highway 24 intersection. The available head at the
Roza canal will be reservoir dependent. Provisions for bypassing units should be provided to
permit water deliveries when the units are not on line.

2. At the beginning of each irrigation scason, the Roza and Sunnyside Irrigation Districts
flush their canals and dump water into the Yakima River. This operating procedurc may need to
be modified to prevent discharging Columbia River water directly into the Yakima River,

3. Steve Montague has developed two options for supplying the Sunnyside Irrigation
District.

a. Option A - Pipeline - A pipeline with 1,262 ft*/s capacity would bifurcate off
the out{low pipe directly upstream of the new Roza Canal Powerplant. The new pipeline would
generally parallel the Roza Canal alignment across orchards to the top of Konnowock Pass, then
generally parallel Konnowock Pass Road across open land and orchards until it tics into
Sunnyside Canal at approximate mile 3.85. At the Sunnyside Canal, a powerplant would be
constructed to burn the cxcess of approximately 400 feet of head. An 18-inch diameter pipe
would bifurcate upstream of this powerplant to supply approximatcly 15 ft'/s to upstream water
uscrs. The initial head required for this pipe will be approximately 185 feet (80 psi).

b. Option B - Canal - For this option, Sunnyside and Roza (south) flows would be

combined in an enlarged Roza Canal. The enlarged canal would have a total capacity of 2,562
ft*/s which is equal to the existing canal capacity of 1,300 ft'/s plus an additional 1,262 ft¥/s for
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Sunnyside water users. This option will require an enlargement of an existing tunnel or
construction of a new tunnel adjacent to the existing. At Wasteway No. 3, Sunnyside water
would be discharged into an enlarged wasteway. The capacity of the modified wasteway will be
2,514 ft’/s (1,252 ft’/s for the existing wasteway capacity plus 1,262 ft'/s for Sunnyside water
users). A series of check/drop structures will be required in the wasteway to decrease the
hydraulic slope and velocities. At approximately wasteway station 95+00, the Sunnyside flow
will be diverted to a pipe for delivery to a powerplant constructed to use the approximately 180
feet of head at Sunnyside Canal mile 3.85. An 18-inch diameter pipe would bifurcate upstream
of this powerplant to supply approximately 15 ft’/s to upstream water users.

4. Wendy Christensen is sizing delivery facilities to the Roza Irrigation District. At the
proposed canal tie-in at State Highway 24, 215 ft’/s is required to be delivered upstream (north),
and 885 ft*/s is required to be delivered downstream (south). The elevation of the Roza Canal
near State Highway 24, is about 1,170 feet. Wendy estimates that she needs about 330 feet of
head to make the upstream deliveries. This could be accomplished by one of two ways:

Option LA - Bifurcate a pipeline with 215 ft*/s capacity off the outflow pipe
directly upstream of the new Roza Canal Powerplant. An energy dissipator would be required at
the end of this pipe and pressure reducing valves would be required for deliveries.

Option 1B — Run all Roza water (1,100 ft*/s) through a powerplant at the canal
and supply pumps, manifold, and discharge pipe to lift 215 ft*/s to north-side Roza water users.
John Manfredi stated that if this option is selected, the Yakima Construction Office would prefer
to use variable frequency drive pumping units to accommodate variations in water demand.

ACTION ITEMS:

Wendy Christensen (Roza) and Steve Montague (Sunnyside) will continue to work on irrigation
delivery systems from where State Highway 24 crosses the Roza Canal to the termination of the
irrigation. The TSC will assist them with tunnel design input, transient studies, powerplant,
pumping plant, and air chamber sizing and quantities.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

An initial probabilistic scismic hazard assessment (PSHA) has been conducted for use in
appraisal-level studies of the proposed Black Rock Dam. The proposcd dam would be located in
the vicinity of Horse Thief Point in Black Rock Valley (Plate 1). Specific alignment locations and
designs are not yet determined, but current cvaluations arc considering dams with structural

heights as large as 500 to 600 ft that could provide a reservoir capacity near 1.5 million acre-ft.

The primary product of this assessment is a preliminary hazard curve for peak horizontal
acceleration (PHA) for usc in the initial appraisal-level engineering studics. Also included is a de-
aggregation by source, which shows the relative contributions of the various scismic sources to
the total PHA hazard. At this stage of the evaluation, existing data indicate that some faulis in the
immediate site vicinily may nced to be considered as potential earthquake sources. Thus, issues
such as surface faulting and secondary coseismic folding and l"au.lting may also be of potential
engincering significance to the proposed dam. A brief discussion of these issues is included

below.

1.1 Basis for this Fvaluation

The current evaluation is based on limited, readily available data from existing studics and
limited, prcliminary evaluation thercof. These studies include probabilistic seismic hazard
assessments for facilitics at DOE Hanford (Geomatrix, 1996), several Burcau of Reclamation
dams northwest of Yakima (Wong and others, 2002), and USGS and Canadian Geological Survey
national seismic hazard mapping programs (Ilaller and others, 2002; Adams and Halchuk, 2002).
Al this stage of the evaluation, it is clear that while there is broad consistency between these
previous studics, there are also numcrous differences and gaps that are clearly significant to
assessments at the Black Rock site that are not resolved in this assessment. Limited explorations
and site characterization of the potential Black Rock damsite have been done to date (Washington
Infrastructure Services, Inc., 2003; Columbia Geotechnical Asssociates, 2004; BOR, 2004).
These data indicate that a major thrust fault is involved with folding of the basalt units on the right
abutment of th¢ damsite, and that this fault extends up valley along the southern edge of the

proposed reservoir. Basalt on the left abutment mostly dips gently to the south towards Black
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Rock Valley, where locally derived Quaternary alluvium and older sedimentary units appear to

thicken to the south beneath the valley.

The current evaiuation is based on the relatively limited characterization of the geologic structure
of the Black Rock Valley and damsitc arca and the scismogenic potential ot the faults in the
immediate area contained in the existing reports. The structural sctting of thc damsite arca is
complex and further evaluations will undoubtedly result in significant changes to the assessments

contained in this evaluation.
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2.0 SEISMIC SOURCE CHARACTERIZATION

2.1 Significant Potential Fault Sources near the Proposed Black Rock Damsite

There arc several issucs that contribute uncertainty to the seismic source characterization that are
not fully accounted for in this preliminary analysis. More comprehensive seismic hazard analysis

will be required to resolve and characterize these uncertainties.

Regional Seismotectonic Setting and Tectonic Modeis. Regionally, Black Rock damsite
lies within the Yakima fold belt, a group of mostly east-west striking folds which formed during
and subsequent to eruption of the Columbia River Basalts, about 10-15 million years ago (Reidel
and others, 2003). The geometry of the folds is consistent with activity shown by regional
scismicity and stress data which is dominated by north-south compression. However, there are
significantly differing interpretations published in the technical literature regarding the origin and
age of thesc folds that have profound implications for seismic hazard assessment. At one extreme
are models that indicate that faults associated with the folds are planar features that extend 20+
km to the base of the brittle seismogenic crust. In that model, large-magnitude earthquakes are
plausible on these faults. Such faults would be considered fully "coupled” to strcsses within the
upper crust. An alternative model holds that most or all of the folding and faulting is limited to a
relatively thin upper crustal layer composed mostly of basalts which is ctfectively "decoupled”
from underlying, less competent rocks and deeper crustal stresses. In that model, faults that
involve the basalts at the surface have limited depth extent and area, and hence limited potential to
produce large magnitude carthquakes. In the decoupled model, surface deformation rates are the
same, but this deformation is accommodated through significantly higher rates of modecrate-
magnitude earthquakes at shallow depths. In the Geomatrix (1996) assessments for Hanford, most
of the faults closest to the Black Rock damsite were assigned a probability of coupling of only
0.15, while other faults in the region were assigned probability of coupling as high as 0.95.
Assessments by Wong and others (2002) and Ialler and others (2002) did not consider probability
of coupling as a separate factor (hence, the probability of coupling = 1.0). For this preliminary
assessment, we follow the Icad of more recent assessments and assume that all faults are fully
coupled. If indeed the fold/fault sources within the Yakima feld belt are a complex mixture of

coupled and decoupled structures as portrayed by Geomatrix (1996) for the Hanford asscssments,

Bluck Rock Dam 3
Probabilistic Seismic Huzard for Appraisal



July 21, 2004

then at certain sites, inclusion of highly decoupled sources could result in higher rates of
occurrence for some ground motion parameters, including PHA, than are obtained for coupled
models. This is because sites very close to the decoupled sources would be subject to much higher
ratcs of moderate-magnitude seismicity than in alternative models where larger magnitude

earthquakes occurred, but less frequently.

Structural Setting of the Site. Previous seismic hazard assessments have cither lumped
together or neglected the details of potential seismic sources in the immediate vicinity, 0-10 km,
of Black Rock damsite (e.g., Geomatrix, 1996; Wong and others, 2002). Existing regional
mapping including the area of Black Rock Valley does not appear to resolve many structural
details, and these detail were not highly important to prior assessments at other sites. Mapping in
progress for the damsite area has indicated that a thrust fault along the south margin of the valley
which extends through the area of the proposed dam foundation, may be part of a fault of regional
extent (Columbia Geotechnical Associates, 2004). As the PHA hazard curves developed in the
following section of this report demonstrate, because of the close proximity of the site to this
fault, judgements on the potential activity and geometry of the nearby faults controls the seismic
hazard and ground motion estimates for the site. For the present evaluation, cach major fold near
the site has been trcated as an independent structure, essentially a single planar fault dipping
beneath the fold. Alternative, potentially more complex characterization of the structure of nearby
fold such as Yakima Ridge, could include backthrusts or "blind” structures that could have
significant influences on estimates of seismic hazard for the site. These more complex fault
geometries would significantly affect seismic hazard estimates because changes in fault dip and
location would affect site-to-source distances and fault areas (size) considered in magnitude
estimates. In addition, other potentially seismogenic faults could be present in the site area which

have not been accounted for in the present analyses.

Slip Rates and Fault Activity. Fault assessments used for this evaluation arc derived
from data compiled from three previous regional hazard studies (Geomatrix, 1996; Haller and
others, 2002; Wong and others, 2002) which are summarized in Tables 2-1 and 2-2 and portrayed
on Plate 1. For most of the faults used in this seismic hazard analyses, slip rates are primarily

based on estimated offscts of basall units that range in age between 10-17 Ma. Littic data are
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currently available to constrain offsets for shorter time periods. In general, arguments for or
against more recent fault activily on most of the faults and folds considered as seismic sources in

this assessment are based on indirect or sparse evidence.,

In the previous scismic hazard studies, faults along the northern side of the Rattiesnake Hills near
the Black Rock Valley have not been defined in great detail becausc they were not close to the
sitcs of interest or not considered highly significant for those studics. Prcliminary cnginecring
studies at the damsitc have provided some further details on the Black Rock Valley faults
(Washington Infrastructure Services, Inc., 2003; Columbia Geotechnical Asssociates, 2004; BOR,
2004). However, existing cstimates of potential activity and slip rates on the Black Rock Valley
fault remain extremely preliminary and potentially speculative due to the limited data. Based on
the present site investigations, the youngest rocks at the site which can be conclusively shown to
be folded and faulted by the Black Rock Valley fault are basalts which are as young as about 10
Ma (Columbia Geotechnical Associates, 2004). Faulting and folding that is significantly younger
than this age may be suggested by geomorphic featurcs above Horse Thief Point and by possible
faults scarps west of the damsite. However, no investigations of these features to determine their
age or relationship to the Black Rock Valley fault have yet been undertaken. Evidence for
deformation of post-basalt units including deposits that are probably Ringold Fm. at and near the
damsite is mostly indirect. There has been no direct observation of faulted Ringold Fm. deposits
in the site vicinity or inferred in dircct association with the Black Rock Valley fault. However, the
inferred Ringold Fm. deposits at the site consist of fluvial sands with Columbia River provenance.
Correlation to apparently similar deposits described from cores at the Ianford site (Lindsey,
1996) would appear to indicate several hundred meters of relative structural uplitt and subsidence
of these deposits since 6-10 Ma. Ringold deposits at the damsitc lic on the apparent footwall block
of the surfacc trace of the Black Rock Valley fault, thus other faults would need to be active to
produce this uplift. Prior to about 6.5 Ma, the ancestral Columbia River likely flowed through the
Sunnyside Gap arca south of the damsite (Lindsey, 1996). Since that time, at least a few hundred
meters of relative uplift of the Sunnyside (Gap area are required to explain the present clevations
of the gap and correlative Ringold Deposits. Folding and uplift associated with the Black Rock

Valley tault could potentially be consistent with this evidence.
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Table 2-1: Black Rock Dam - Preliminary PSHA fault source slip rate and prebability of activity assessment

Haller and
] Geomatrix (1996) Wong and others (2002) others. This StudyI
Closest
: {2002}
Distance to
Fault Black Rock 2 2 ) 2
damsite (km) | o\pRate” | Probability | o b ility Slip Rate” Probability | —hP Rate” Slip Rate Probability
range of Activity of Counlin mean, range of Activity3 (mm/yr) mean, range £ Activit
(mmyr) (Revised)® Ouphing (mm/yr) 1y (mm/yr) ol Activily
Black Rock Valley 0 Not characterized separately Not characterezed separately Not 0.1,0.05-0.8 1.0
characterized
Rattlesnake Hiils 4 0.1G3 0.25 0.15 Included with Ahtanum Creek Not Included with Black Rock
(0.50-0.75) characterized Vailey fanit
Ahtanum Creek 40 Included as Rattlesnake Hills 0.05,0.01-0.2 6.7 Naot 0.15,0.01-0.65 1.0
characterized
Yakima Ridge 5 0.024-0.067 0.25 0.15 Not characterized Not 0.05,0.01-0.1 1.0
(East and West) (0.50} characterized
Limtanum Ridge and Gable 10 0.024-0.117 0.25 0.15 0.04, 0.01-0.1 0.7 Not 0.04,0.01-0.1 1.0
Mitn. {0.50-0.75) characterized
Rattlesnake- Wallula Trend 5 0.02-0.086 0.25 0.30 0.05, 0.04-0.1 1.0 0.073 0.08, 0.04-0.1 1.0
{RAW) REVERSE (0.50)
Rattlesnake-Wallula Trend 5 0.08-0.2 0.25 0.05 0.14, 0.08-0.2 1.0 Not Not evaluated separately
{RAW) STRIKE-SLIP (0.50) characterized
36 0.024-0.067 1.0 0.95 0.2,0.01-1 1.0 0.063 0.2,0.01-1 1.6

Toppenish Ridge®*

Notes;

I Probability of Coupling not estimated separately.

2 8lip rate is estimated for 45° -dipping fault.

3 Revised values for Probability of Activity are from DOE (2002).
* Source parameters from Wong and others (2002) are attributed to Satus Peak (Toppenish Ridge), Smyrna Bench and Saddle Gap (Saddle Mountains), or West Canal

{Frenchman Hills) segments but are applied to weighted rupture length scenarios that include other sections of these structures.
% Closest distance of the section of Columbia Hills fault characterized by Wong and others (20023 is approximately 100 km from Black Rock Dam.

Black Rock Dam - Probabilistic Seismic Hazard for Appraisal

6




Table 2-1: Black Rock Dam - Preliminary PSHA fault source slip rate and probability of activity assessment

I Probability of Coupling not estimated separately.

2 Slip rate is estimated for 45° -dipping fault.

3 Revised values for Probability of Activity are from DOE (2002).

* Source parameters from Wong and others (2002) are attributed to Satus Peak (Toppenish Ridge), Smyma Bench and Saddle Gap (Saddle Mountains), or West Canal
(Frenchman Hills) segments but are applied to weighted rupture length scenarios that include other sections of these structures.

% Closest distance of the section of Columbia Hills fault characterized by Wong and others (2002) is approximately 100 km from Black Rock Dam,

Haller and
Geomatrix (1996) Wong and others (2002)! others. This Study’
Closest
. {2002)
. Distance to
Fault Black Rock )
P . . 2 . 2 . 2
damsite (km) | P Ra@ Probability |, 0\ - pility Slip Rate Probability | 1P Rae Slip Rate Probability
range of Activity of Counlin mearn, range of Activity? (mm/yr) mean, range of Activity
(mm/yr} {Revised]3 oupiing (mm/yr) v (mm/yr) Ity
Saddle Mountains® 31 0.037-0.152 0.50 0.60 0.15, 0.01-0.65 1.0 0.088 0.13,0.01-0.65 1.0
{0,50-0.75)
Frenchman Hilis* 50 0.009-0.056 0.25 0.15 0.05, 0.01-0.1 0.7 Not (.05, 0.01-0.] 1.0
{0.50) characterized
Manastash Ridge 24 0.014-0.085 0.25 0.15 Not characterized Not 0.05, 0.01-0.1 1.0
(0.50) characterized
Horse Heaven Hills NE 39 0.044-0.050 0.25 0.70 Not characterized Not 0.05,0.01-0.1 1
(0.30) characterized
Horse Heaven Hills NW 41 0.044 0.25 0.15 0.05,0.01-0.1 0.7 0.053 0.05,0.01-0.1 ]
(0.50)
Arlington -Shutler Buttes 78 Not characterized 0,05, 0.01-0.1 0.4 Not 0.05, 0.01-0.1 1.0
fault zone characterized
(Oak Flat - Luna Buttes 90 Not characterized 0.05,0.61-0.1 0.4 Not 0.05, 0.01-0.1 1.0
fault zone characterized
Notes:
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Table 2-1: Black Rock Dam - Preliminary PSHA fault source slip rate and probability of activity assessment

Haller and
T H o] 1 H 1
Closest Geomatrix (1996) Wong and others (2002} ?:l{l)gr:;s.) This Study
Distance to o
Fault Black Rock 3 3 3 )
damsite (km) | SPPRate” | Probability | b ity Slip Rate” Probability | SlPRawe” | SlipRawe” 1 o ey
range of Activity of Counlin mean, range of Activity? (mm/yr) mean, range of Activi
(mm/yr) (Revised)® pling (mm/yr) } (mm/yr) ctivity
Columbia Hills 675 0.017-0.144 Not characterized 0.05, 3.01-0.1 03 Not Not characterized
' characterized
Hog Ranch ~30 7 0.10 0.50 Not characterized Not Not characterized
(0. 10-0.50) characterized
Notes:

! Probability of Coupling not estimated separately.

2 Slip rate is estimated for 45° -dipping fault.

3 Revised values for Probability of Activity are from DOE (2002).

4 Source parameters from Wong and others {2002} are attributed to Satus Peak (Toppenish Ridge), Smyma Bench and Saddle Gap (Saddle Mountains), or West Canal
(Frenchman Hills) segments but are applied to weighted rupture length scenarios that include other sections of these structures.

3 Closest distance of the section of Columbia Hills fault characterized by Wong and others (2002) is approximately 100 km from Black Rock Dam.
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Table 2-2: Black Rock Dam - Preliminary PSHA fault source rupture length and maximum magnitude assessment

- : I ! ; .
Closest Geomatrix (1996) Wong and others (2002) This Study
Fault Distance to Segmented Rupture Maximum Maximum Maximum Maximum
Black Rock - 2 . Rupture length . .
damsite (km) (Probability length Magnitude (k) Magnitude | Rupture length | Magnitude
of Activity) (km) (M) _ (M) {km) (M,,)
Black Rock Valley 0 Not characterized separately; partly Not characterized separately; 38 6.7
included with Rattlesnake Hills partly included with Ahtanum Cr.
Rartlesnake Hills 4 no 36! 7.1,7.3 Included with Ahtanum Creek Included with Black Rock
Valley fault
Ahtanum Creek 40 [ncluded as Rattlesnake Hills 28-36 6.8-6.9 33 6.6
Yakima Ridge 5 no 39-46 7.1-74 Not characterized 48 (East) 6.9 {East)
{East and West) 30 (West) 6.6 (West)
Umtanum Ridge and Gable 10 yes (0.6) 11-43 6.5-7.1 35,1 10} 6.9,7.41 117 7.5
Min. no {0.4) 71 7.3
Rattlesnake-Wallula Trend 5 yves{0.7) 20.43.50 6.8,7.2 20,50 6.6,7.1 125 7.5
{RAW) REVERSE no (0.3) 58 7.2,7.3
Rattlesnake-Wallula Trend 5 no 58 7.1 45,115 7.0,7.5 Not evaluated separately
(RAW) STRIKE-SLIP
Toppenish Ridge’ 36 no 25 6.9 30,50} 6.8,7.0' 56 7.0

Notes:

! Multiple values in these columns include alternate characterizations given weights =0.1 in the probabilistic characterizations of Geomatrix (1996) and
Wong and others (2002}, Scenarios weighted 0.1 each are not included.

2 All fault lengths and Maximum Magnitudes are based on 45° dip scenarios except for Rattlesnake-Wallula Trend {RAW) STRIKESLIP, Arlington -
Shutler Buttes and Oak Flat -Luna Buttes fault zones which assume a dip of 90%, and Hog Ranch which includes dips of 60°,75% and 90°. Maximum
magnitude is also constrained by fault width which is determined by fault dip and an assumed seismogenic crustal thickness of 21 km.

¥ Source parameters from Wong and others (2002) are attributed to Satus Peak (Toppenish Ridge), Smyrna Bench and Saddle Gap (Saddle Mountains), or
West Canal { Frenchman Hills} segments but are applied to weighted rupture length scenarios that include other sections of these structures.

* Closest distance of the section of Columbia Hills fault characterized by Wong and others (2002) is approximately 100 km from Black Rock Dam.
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Table 2-2: Black Rock Dam - Preliminary PSHA fault scuree rupture length and maximum magnitude assessment

. 1 ; : 7! : .
Closest Geomatrix {1996) Wong and others {2002) This Study
Fault Distance to Segmented Rupture Maximum Maximum Maximum Maximum
Black Rock e 2 . Rupture length . .
damsite (km) {Probability length Magnitude (xm) Magnitude | Rupture length | Magnitude
of Activity) (km) (M) (M} {km) (M)
Saddle Mountains® 31 yes (0.6) 19-26 6.8-6.9 16.44,116 6.5,7.0,7.5 89 7.3
no (0.4} 58! 7.3
Frenchman Hills? 50 no 3% 7.1.7.3 30,90 6.8,7.3 69 7.1
Manastash Ridge 24 40! 71! no Not characterized 67 7.1
Horse Heaven Hills NE 39 yes (0.8) 100,70 7.3,7.5 Not characterized 78 7.2
no {0.2) gs! 7.3,7.4!
Horse Heaven Hills NW 41 no 351 70! 14,28,48 64,6870 36 7.3
Arlington -Shutler Buttes 78 Not characterized 25,4570 6.7,7.0,7.2 63 7.1
fault zone
(Oak Flat - Luna Buttes 90 Not characterized 17,40 6.5,6.9 30 6.6
fault zone
Columbia Hills 674 Not characterized 9.17.72! 6.2,6.5,7.2! Not characterized
Hog Ranch ~30 no 75 7.0-7.6 Not characterized Not characterized
Notes:

! Multiple values in these columns include alternate characterizations given weights >0.1 in the probabilistic characterizations of Geomatrix {1996) and
Wong and others {2002). Scenarios weighted 0.1 each are not included.

2 All fault lengths and Maximum Magnitudes are based on 45° dip scenarios except for Rattlesnake-Wallula Trend (RAW) STRIKESLIF, Arlington -
Shutler Buttes and Qak Flat -Luna Buttes fault zones which assume a dip of 90°, and Hog Ranch which includes dips of 60°,75° and 90°. Maximum
magnitude is also constrained by fault width which is determined by fault dip and an assumed seismogenic crustal thickness of 21 km.

3 Source parameters from Wong and others (2002) are attributed to Satus Peak { Toppenish Ridge), Smyrna Bench and Saddle Gap (Saddle Mountains), or
West Canal (Frenchman Hills) segments but are applied to weighted rupture length scenarios that include other sections of these structures.

4 Closest distance of the section of Columbia Hills fault characterized by Wong and others (2002) is approximately 100 km from Black Rock Dam.
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Potential Surface Faulting at the Site. Preliminary geologic investigations at the sitc
indicate that at least one significant thrust faull is present in the lower right abutment. [f this fault
is considered a part of a larger, more extensive fault that might be potentially active along the
margin of Black Rock Valley or part of the Rattlesnake Hills structure, there is a potential for
surface faulting within the dam foundation as a result of a large carthquake on these structures.
Potential displacements could range from a few cm 1o several meters depending on the earthquake
magnitude and details of the structural setting. Existing data are not sufficient to further define
this potential at this time. The probability of surfacc faulting at the site is not separately analyzed
at this time because there is insufficient information presently available on the age, slip rate,

geometry, and extent of faults in the dam foundation.
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3.0 PRELIMINARY HAZARD CURVES FOR PHA

A probabilistic seismic hazard analysis was performed, using an areal source zone presented in
Wong and others (2002), the fault sources shown in the attached map (Plate 1), and Cascadia

subduction zone sources as depicted on Figure 3-1.

3.1 Areal Source Zone

The areal zone, termed the Fold and Thrust Belt, covers an area of about 75,000 km?. Earthquakes
occurring through 2000 were compiled, declustered, and a recurrence curve fit to the data by the
maximum likelihood method. Earthquakes with magnitudes between 5.0 and 6.5 were modeled in
the probabilistic analysis by distributing them uniformly throughout the region. Depths were
modeled as a triangular distribution with a maximum depth of 20 km, a peak at 5 km, and a near-

surface magnitude-dependent depth restriction.

3.2 Fault Sources

Fault sources modeled arc those shown in the attached map (Plate 1). Slip rates were modeled as
asymmetric triangular distributions, according to the "range"” and "mean"” values shown in the
"this study, slip rate" column of Table 2-1. Faults were assumed to have dips of 45°, and extend to
20 km in depth. Two recurrence models were used: the characteristic model of Youngs and
Coppersmith  (1985), and the maximum moment model (e.g., Wesnousky, 1986). The
characteristic model assumes that carthquakes have a bimodal distribution, with smaller
earthquakes occurring as an exponential distribution, bul a range of largest, "characteristic”
magnitudes occurring at a rate more frequent than the exponential portion of the recurrence
relation would predict. The maximum moment model assumes that all slip on a fault is released in
a narrow range of largest possible earthquakes, with the magnitude estimated from fault length-
magnitude regressions (Wells and Coppersmith, 1994). The magnitudes used as "maximum" or
"characteristic” in these models are shown in Table 2-2 under "this study”. For the final hazard

curves the results from the two models were weighted equally.
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3.3 Cascadia Subduction Zone

The Cascadia subduction zone, site of the collision between the northeast moving Juan de Fuca
plate relative to the North American plate, lies off the Washington coast, about 200 km east of the
Black Rock Site. The Juan de Fuca plate descends into the upper mantle about as far as the

Cascade rangc (in map view).

For this preliminary study we model an upper plate interface zone, the location of contact between
the two plates and potential sitc of large thrust earthquakes, and a deep zonc, site of carthquakes
associated with deformation in the downgoing slab as it descends into the upper mantle. The plate
interface zone was the site of a My, 9 event in January, 1700 (Satake and others, 1996), and the
deeper slab has produced damaging events in the 6-7 range (c.g., Seattle, 1965; Nisqually, 1991),
The model, shown in Figure 3-1, 1s an approximation based on Fliick and others (1997). The area
outlined in red represents the plate interface zone, which dips 139 to the east between depths of 10

and 30 km. The blue zone represents the deep zone, dipping 19° between depths of 30 and 60 km.

Two equally weighted recurrence models were used for the plate interface zone, the characteristic
model (Youngs and Coppersmith, 1985) and thc maximum moment modcl {Wesnousky, 1986).
The characteristic model assumed earthquakes between 6.5 and three equally weighted upper
bound magnitudes, 8.0, 8.5, and 9.0. The maximum moment model assumed a trapczoidal
distribution of earthquakes between 6.5 and 9.5. Both models used an asymmetrical triangular ship
rale distribution with a lower bound of 7 mm/yr, and upper bound of 25 mm/yr, and a peak at 13

mm/yr. This recurrence scheme is described in LaForge (2000).

An exponential distribution between magnitudes 6.0 and 7.5 was assumed for the deep zone, with
recurrence parameters taken from the Adams and Halchuk (2002) PUG zone, scaled for the

different fault arca used here.

3.4 Attenuation

Two attenuation functions were used; Sadigh and others (1997), and Abrahamson and Silva
(1997). These are currcnt relations based on largely California carthquakes. The Abrahamson and

Silva (1997) relation contains correction factors for increased amplitudes near thrust faulls, which
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were applied to the Black Rock Valley fault. Soft rock or stiff soil site conditions were assumed
for both. The twe relations were weighted equally in the analysis. For the Cascadia sources, the

relations of Youngs and others (1997) were used.

3.5 Results

Figure 3-2 shows mean PHA hazard curves for all sources, and the total. It is clear that due to its
proximity {o the site the Black Rock Valley fault is the dominant contributor to the PHA hazard at
all but very short return periods. The Cascadia deep zone is significant at PHA of 0.2 g and less.
This is illustrated in Figure 3-3, which shows the relative contributions to the total hazard as a
function of ground motion amplitude. It is likely that the Cascadia source would be more
important at longer period response periods, due to the large magnitude events generated there. At
ground motions of about 0.3 g and above (which corresponds to return periods greater than about
1000 years, the Black Rock Valley fault comprises about 70% of the hazard. The next most
significant source is the Yakima Ridge East fault. At a return period of 10,000 years, the total
PHA amplitude level 1s about 0.95 g. The mean PHA curve, along with 16th and 84th percentile
curves, 1s shown in Figure 3-4. These fractiles represent epistemmic unccrtainties, due to the
variability in slip rate and choice of attenuation [unction, in the mean hazard from the local fault
sources. The Cascadia sources and random scismicity source are not included in this plot, but they

are not significant at PTTA’s of about 0.3 g and greater.
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS AND ISSUES FOR FURTHER STUDY

Preliminary characterization of potential earthquake sources near the proposed Black Rock
damsite shows that potential ground motions at the sitc are greatly influenced by the
characterization of nearby potential seismic sources. Specifically, at return periods of about
10,000 years, total PHA is about 0.95 g. For motions greater than about 0.3 g, about 70% of the
total hazard is derived from the current characterization of the Black Rock Valley faull. Further
cvaluation of these sources, or identification of additional sources, may signiticantly alter the

preliminary results developed in this study.

Regional mapping indicates that contemporary deformation is compressional. Structures that are
potentially consistent with the contemporary stress field are apparently present on both
abutments. Initial mapping near the damsite area indicates that a significant thrust faull is present
in the right abutment. For the present characterization, this fault is included as part of the Black
Rock Valley tault and considered as a potential earthquake source. If large carthquakes occur on
this fault they could potentially be accompanied by up to scveral meters of surface faulting, The
age and characteristics of this lault need further study for issues rclated to seismic source

characterization at the site.

A hypothesis developed from currently in-progress mapping at the damsite indicates that the large
fold on Horse Thief Mountain, the right abutment of the proposed dam, is related to the thrust
fault that daylights in the lower portion of the right abutment and dips to the south beneath Horse
Thief Mountain, Scveral secondary faults, scarps, and lineaments that appear to be related to
secondary cxtension along the fold atop Horsc Thief Mountain may be related to Quaternary
deformation of this fault/fold. These features are also potential sites of coseismic secondary

taulting, fissuring, and landslides.

Cascadia seismic sources do not appear to be significant for the PHA hazard at the sitc for PHA of
0.3 or greater. However, these sources may be important at longer periods; periods which may be

significant in more detailed analyses of engineered structures at the Black Rock sile.

Although the present study has focused primarily on probabilistic PIIA, more dctailed

engineering analyses will requirc more complete descriptions of ground motion parameters
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including time histories. Characterization of these motions will be greatly influenced by details of
the structural details of local faults including dircctivity or hanging wall amplification effects. In

addition, studies of site response will be needed for more detailed ground motion evaluations.

Although not addressed in this memorandum, baseline studies for potential reservoir-induced
seismicity will be needed. The setting of site in a region of tectonic compression, very large and
deep reservoir, and operations that may involve large fluctuations in depth and volume, all

indicate that the probability of induced seismicity may be significant.
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Black Rock Dam, Washington
Feasibility Level Probable Maximum Flood Study

Authorization: Funds for studies related to the feasibility of construction of Black Rock Dum
were included m the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2004
signed into law on December 1, 2004. The Bureau of Reclamaltion had begun preliminary
Invesligations into the proposed dam location for Black Rock Dam, Washington in FY2003. As
part of the preliminary investigations for this dam a feasibility level Probable Maximum Flood
study was requested. Spectfic authorization for the Flood Hydrology Group to proceed with this
study was contained in a LAN message from the team Reclamation leader in November 2003.

Summary of Results:
Table 1
Black Rock Dam, Washington
Feasibility Level PMF Study

Flood Description Peak Volume Duration
(ft*/s) (acre-feet)

Winter General PMP Storm

(with 100-yr antecedent 20,200 29,100 10.5 days

rain flood — Nov. — Mar.)

Summer General PMP Storm 28,900 28,900 3.5 days

(with no antecedent flood

June — Oct.)

Summer Local PMP Storm 74,900 17,000 1-day

(with no antecedent flood

June - Oct)

These hydrographs are displayed in figures 1, 2 and 3 and on tables 1, 2, and 3.
Previous Studies: Therc are no known previous PMF studies of this basin.

Project location and basin description: Black Rock Dam is to be located in south central
Washington State near the eastern boarder of Yakima County where it crosses the existing
highway 24 on what is referred to locally as Dry Creek. The dam is a potentially large structure
with a hydraulic height of 400 feet or more. Most of the water for storage will be pumped from
the Columbia River at Priest Rapids Dam during times of the year when ¢xcess water may be
available at that location. The dam has a small natural drainage area with a large lake surface
covering about 20 percent of the natural basin. It is envisioned that the dam will have enough
freeboard to completely contain a full PMF



(including any antecedent flood) with out using an cmergency spillway. Water from the dam
will be pumped into a pipeline and delivered to meet irrigation needs in the Yakima River basin
to the west at beneficial times of the year.

The basin 1s described as being mostly steep slopes with grass and weed-cover. The basin arca
was measured using the WMS (Brigham University, 1999) computer program and available
1:250000 scale, with 30-meter resolution for elevation data points, USGS (United States
Geological Survey) DEM (Digital Elevation Models). The total drainage area from this
measurement was 61.2 square miles. Additional capabilities of the WMS model were used to
determine the lake surface area at a proposed elevation of 1,800 feet, This elevation produccs a
lake surface area of 12.0 square miles based on the 1:250000 scale maps.

Some difficulties were encountered in the drainage area measurement processes using WMS.
The basin straddles two UTM (Universal Transverse Mercator) zones. Since the dividing ling
between UTM zone 11 and zone 12 is the 120 degree longitude line, it was not possible to find a
set of 7 ¥ minute DEMs or DRGs (digital raster graphics) maps that could be readily
incorporated into the WMS model. The difference in the UTM zones requires additional GIS
processing to bring everything into one zone., This was not done for this feasibility level study
becausc it was felt that the 1:250000 DEM maps would provide adequate information. The use
of the 1:250000 maps at a 30-meter interval spacing between elevation points 1s somewhat less
accurate than would be the 7 %2 minute DEM maps at a 10-meter elevation spacing. It appears
there are some areas in the southwestern corner of the basin as drawn by WMS that may not flow
into Black Rock Reservoir if more detailed maps are used. The drainage area and lake surface
areas and other basin parameters based on the 1:250000 maps should be checked with the more
accurate maps before final designs for this proposed structure.

Figure 4 provides a general location and basin boundary map with the proposed lake surface
elevation of 1,800 feet identified.

Probabie Maximum Precipitation Study: The Black Rock Dam basin is located in a region
covered by Hydrometeorological Report Number 57 (NOAA, 1994) for the purposes of defining
PMP (Probable Maximum Precipitation).

In determining PMP using the HMR 57 the month of occurrence of the storm is needed. [t wus
anticipated that the winter conditions (November — March) would produce the maximum
precipitation amounts for this type of study. However, on examination of the data in HMR 57 1t
was discovered that the PMP event for the summer months, June — October, would be
approximately 20 percent larger.

It was also noted that larger antecedent floods would be more likely to occur in the winter
months. Since the dam is being considered to have enough freeboard storage to completely
contain a full PMF, including any antecedent flooding, both the winter and summer general
storm conditions were considered in this feasibility study. For future reference a summer local
storm (thunderstorm) PMP was calculated. This type of storm is generally much more intense
and produces much higher peak flows, but with significantly lower flood volumes.



In caiculating the PMP amounts an approximate total basin area of 60 square miles was used for
arca reductions to the point PMP. The mean basin elevation of 2,220 feet was calculated from

the WMS program and was also used in the PMP calculations.

L]

The tables 4 and 5 summarize the accumulated values of aerially reduced PMP calculated for the

Black Rock basin. Figures 4 and 5 of this report display a depth versus duraticn plots of these

PMP data.

Summary of General Storm Probable Maximum Precipitation Estimates

Table 4

Black Rock Dam, Washington

Time from General storms
Start of Storm Winter Summer
(hours) (inches) (inches)
0 0.00 0.00
1 1.00 1.18
6 3.37 3.97
24 6.56 7.73
48 0.20 10.84
72 10.25 12.07
Table 5

Summary of Local Storm Probable Maximum Precipitation Estimates

Black Rock Dam, Washington

Time from Local Storm
Start of Storm Summer
(hours) (inches)
0.00 0.00
0.25 1.88
0.50 3.13
0.75 3.95
1.0 4.55
2.0 5.09
3.0 5.23
4.0 5.37
5.0 5.44
6.0 5.50




The data from the depth-duration plots were input to the Bureau of Reclamation’s FHAR
(Reclamation, 1986} rainfall-runoff program. This program reads the smooth incremental depths
of PMP. Placing the maximum incremental rainfall value at the 2/3 point of the storm duration
and alternating the remaining incremental values in decreasing order about this point creates the
design storm sequence. This rainfall distribution is the standard PMP design storm arrangement
as specified in the Bureau of Reclamation’s Flood Hydrology Manual (Cudworth, 1989).

Basin Lag Times and Unit Hydrograph Computations: The standard Bureau of Reclamation
Lag time equation was used to develop unit hydrographs for the different storm conditions on
this basin. The lag time is computed b the following equation:

Lag = C*[(L * Lc:;1,‘;¢’(S)0'5)]0'.33 {(hours)

Where:

C = a runoff efficiency coefficient for a basin and storm type
L = Length of the longest water course (miles)

(Measured to the upstream edge of the reservoir at

the top of active conservation elevation)
Lca = Length to the centroid of the basin (miles)

{(Measured along the longest water course)

S = Slope along the longest water course (feet/mile)

The HEC-WMS program computed the required lengths and channel slopes with topography
data input from available USGS 30-meter DEMSs. In this case, the total basin consists of several
small parallel side channels flowing from north to the south, or south to north, and into the
proposed lake at elevation 1,800 feet. Normal basin calculations start at a point at the upstream
end of the reservoir at a normal water surface and follow the longest water course upstream to a
saddle point on the basin boundary. The distance to a poiat along this main channel to a point
opposite the basin centroid, and the distance to the basin centroid from the main channel are also
measured. In this instance with many side channels, the total basin centroid would be located
inside the proposed lake surface and the calculated Lea distance by normal methods would be in
erTor.

To resolve the problems associated with the many small inflow channcls, a single subbasin was
created at the extreme northwest end of the total basin. This small subbasin had its downstream
concentration point located at the proposed lake surface and the upstream end extended to the
original total basin boundary. This small subbasin was judged to be the largest such subbasin that
could be drawn within the total basin. The WMS program was used to calculate the necessary
measurements for L and Lca and the slope values for this subbasin. The lag time calculated from
this subbasin was then allowed to represent all of the other similar subbasins that could be
defined. Figure 7 displays a map from the WMS program to illustrate the use of the selected
subbasin to calculate the lag parameters,

Table 6 displays the various measurements and estimates of the “C” value used to establish the
lag times for the total basin and the different storm conditions for the Black Rock basin.



Table 6
Black Rock Dam, Washington
Lag time computations

Season Parameter Value Units
Winter C 2.6
L S.11miles
Lca 4.00miles
S 214.90Feet/mile
M 0.33none
Lag 2.80hours
D 0.5hours
Summer C 1.6
L 5.11miles
Lca 4.00miles
S 214 90feet/mile
M 0.33none
Lag 1.79hours
D 0.3hours

The choice of the “C” parameter was made without the benefit of a site visit. The values chosen
are simtilar to those for other Reclamation PMF studies that have been prepared in the region. In
this instance the actual “C” value and the resulting lag times are not critical since the dam will be
designed to contatn the entire volume of the PMF. The lag time computations only affect the
peak and not the volume of the computed PMF hydrographs.

Complete hydrographs are generated to assure that the proper volume of flooding is obtained for
each critical duration.

The dimensionless graph selected for use with this study was originally prepared for Bully Creck
Dam. This dam is in the western portions of the Yakima River basin and 1§ the most
cepresentative of all of the available dimensionless graphs in the Reclamation collection. The
same dimensionless graph was used for both the winter and a summer condition with only a
change in the “C” value to help account for the potentially more intense summer rainfall. A
different dimensionless graph could have been selected for the local storm PMF to help account
for the even more intense rainfall. However the Bully Creek Dam dimensionless graph already
has a peak flow of 30 ft’/s, which is higher than the Rocky Mountain thunderstorm
dimensionless graph peak. It is also true that the local storm PMF volume is not likely to control
any design process and the actual dimensionicss graph used 1s not significant in this process. The
process to convert the dimensionless graph to a unit hydrograph is described in the USBR Flood
Hydrology Manual (USBR, 1989).

Loss Rates: Figure 8 depicts the general soil hydrologic classifications taken from the NRCS
STATSGO database (NRCS, undated) for this basin. It is important to realize that the proposed
water surface at elevation 1,800 feet occupies about 20 percent of this total basin arca. For the
different hydrologic soil groups indicated the USBR Flood hydrology manual provides minimum



loss rates to be used. The minimum loss rates for the various soils groups in this basin arc
indicated on figure 9. The various soil groups were measured using ARCVIEW and the
resulting areas were used to help compute an area weighted constant loss rate for use on all of the
land areas of this basin. Table 7 displays the measurements and computaticns used to derive the
final constant loss rate for the entire land surface areu of this basin.

The constant loss rate of 0.00 inches per hour 1s used with both the summer and winter
conditions. There 1s no snow cover assumed on this basin during the winter season and loss rates
associated with snow cover do not need to be considered.

Table 7

Black Rock Dam, Washington
PMF Study Infiltration Analysis

Soil Group  Sq.Mi. MinLeoss Area*Loss

B 5.0 0.15 0.75

C 40.0 0.05 2.00

D 4.0 0.00 0.00
Total 49 2.75
Weighted Average 0.06 in/hr

Lake Surface is treated separately with 0.0 in/hr
on 12.0 square miles

By definition the PMF hydrographs calculated by Reclamation assume a very saturated basin
prior to the onsct of the PMP storm, This assumption allows for the elimination of any initial
losses or any decaying loss rate function during the early time periods of the PMP storm. This
soils information has not been verified by a field inspection. Prior to any final designs a field
investigation of the site should be made by a qualified flood hydrologist to verify the soils and
loss rate information used in this study as well as other hydrologic parameters that have been
estimated.

Snow Cover Consideration: A check of several snow stations in the state of Washington was
made to determine if any potential snow cover should be assumed during the winter or spring
months. Figure 9 displays a map showing all of the snow gage stations reported by the NRCS
(NRCS, 2003). There are no snow gage stations in the immediate vicinity of the Black Rock
Dam drainage basin. There is no reason to believe that significant snowfall collects on this
basin. The basin is to far southeast and at to low of an elevation to have prolong periods of snow
accumulation. For this study it 1s assumed that there will be no snow pack on the basin during
the winter months. Any antecedent flooding in the winter will be the result of preceding days of
rainfall and associated runoff.



Antecedent Flood hydrographs: A further search available stream gage stations also indicated
few stations in the area that are geographically near to or similar to the Black Rock Dam basin.
The closet hydrologic similar stream gage record is for Providence Coulee near Cunningham,
Washington (USGS gage site No. 12512550). This gage has a drainage area of 52.1 square miles
and is at an elevation of 1,115 feet. Thesc values are nearly the same as at the Black Rock Dam
sitc. The gage has 19 years of record with from 1978 to 1998, with one missing year {1992).
Data for peak flows was obtained from the USGS NWIS WEB site. In the 19 years of rccord
only two maximum annual flood peak events occurred in the summer months, and both ol those
were very small, (43 ft'/s and 41 ft'/s in 1991 and 1994 respectively). All other maximum
annual peak tlows occurred in the winter months of January through March and has gonc over
1,000 ft*/s on one occasion. A further check of the daily flow records indicated that most
summer month days have zero flow. On those summer days when flows are recorded the
amount is very small, usually much iess than 10 ft'/s. The flows seldom last more than one or
two days. In the winter months much larger daily flows can occur and the stream tends to have
tflow 1n it for several days or weeks at a time.

The conclusion of this investigation 1s that large antecedent floods are most likely to occur in the
winter months but are not likely at all in the summer months. If they did occur in the summer
they would have insignificant volumes compared to any PMF hydrograph volume. The PMF
computations were based on this set of data with no antecedent flood for the summer conditions
either for the general storm or for the local storm. It is a common Reclamation practice to
produce local storm PMF hydrographs for summer months, in portions of the western United
States, with no antecedent flood.

The winter months were further analyzed to produce estimates of the 100-year, 1-, 3-, and 7-day
maximum daily flood {lows. Tables 8, 9 and 10 display the frequency computations of the
maximum daily flows. These estimates were then adjusted by the square root of the drainage
area ration ((61.2/51.1)"° = 1.09) to make them more representative of the total drainage area
above Black Rock Dam. These 100-year flow estimates were then used to form a 7-day
balanced hydrograph by placing the maximum 1-day flow value in the center, the flow value
equal to ¥ of the volume of the maximum 3 days maximum 1-day valuc on the two surrounding
days, and the flow value equal to ¥ of the volume of the maximum 7-days minus the maximum
3-days for the outside four days. The resulting 100-year balanced hydrograph for the winter
months above Black Rock Dam was then considered to be an antecedent flood that could occur
with a peak 3 days prior to the start of the PMP. The 3-day separation of the antecedent rain
flood is recommended in the Reclamation Flood Hydrology Manual for this region of the
country. Table 11 below lists the relevant data derived from this process for the 100-year 7-day
winter antecedent flood.



Table 11
Black Rock Dam, Washington
100-year 7-day winter antecedent flood

Day Average Flow
(ft'/s)

159
159
316
1728
316
159
159

~1 ot e L D —

This hydrograph can be seen in the winter general storn PMF hydrograph sequence displaved on
figure 1. The primary purpose of this hydrograph is to provide the additional volume of flooding
that could be associated with the winter general storm PMF conditions. It is not intended that
this hydrograph represent any historic flood event.

Rain on Reservoir Computations: Because the reservoir surface area at elevation 1,800 feel
covers a large portion of this basin, approxmately 20 percent, the reservoir surface area was
treated separately in the calculations. The design rainfall at each computation interval was
placed over the reservoir surface with no losses considered. This gave a depth of rainfall over
the 12.0 square mile water surface. This is a volume of water in a specified time interval. This
value was then converted to an average reservoir inflow (in ft'/s) for the specified time period for
each storm type. The conversion factor is that 1 inch of water on one square mile of lake surface
in 1 minute is the equivalent volume of 38,720 ft'/s stream flooding entering the reservoir for |
minute. To make use of the conversion factor it is multiplied by the total depth of rainfall
(inches) in each computation interval, then multiplied by the total lake surface size (square
miles) and then divided by the computation time increment (minutes) for each time mterval in
the storm sequence. The resulting hydrograph was then placed into a FHAR input hydrograph
file and added with the appropriate PMF rainfall-runoff h hydrograph computation from the land
portions of the basin for the storm type being considered. This computation often produces a
leading peak on the combined hydrograph that is the result of the rain on the reservoir surface.

Pumping Inflows: A constderable volume of water will be added to the reservoir at certain
times of the year by pumping from the Columbia River above Priest Rapids Dam when
conditions permit. The exact details of this pumping scheme have not been worked out at the
time of this study. It should be certain that under any conditions the pumping would cease when
the reservoir reaches the maximum elevation of 1,800 feet. If the reservoir is assumed o be atl a
lower elevation at the start of the PMP storm then some additional pumping flows might aiso be
considered. In all cases the worst possible condition for storing potential flood water would be
when the PMF flood hits the reservoir after the maximum reservoir water surface of 1,800 feet is



reached. For this reason no additional inflows due to pumping are considered in this feasibility
level PMF hydrograph study.

PMF Rainfafl-Runoff Computation: All of the data derived for the basin; the design storm
arrangement, the loss rates, the unit hydrographs, the antecedent 100-year snowmelt flood, and
the rain on the reservoir hydrographs for each storm sequence were placed 1n the Bureau of
Reclamation’s FHAR rainfall-runoff program to gencrate the final PMF hydrographs for Black
Rock Dam.

For the winter general storm PMF, the combined land and reservoir surface hydrographs were
lagged by 156 hours {312 time steps) and then added to the antecedent 100-year 7-day flood that
was assumed to be based on antecedent rainfall. This was done to place the start of the PMP
storm 72 hours after the peak of the antecedent 7-day flood.

Based on examination of available stream gage records that are applicable to the basin there was
no antecedent flood assumed with the summer general storm or local storm PMF conditions.

The resulting PMF hydrographs are displayed graphically in figures 1, 2, and 3 and numertcally
in tables 1, 2, and 3. Because no flood routing of the actual PMF hydrographs is anticipated the
values in the tables for the general storm PMF hydrographs are at 2-hour time steps. The actual
computations were carried out at %3 hour time steps. The hydrographs at the smaller time interval
are available with the backup data for this report in the Fiood Hydrology Group files in the
Denver Office of the Technical Service Center. Input and summary output pages from the
FHAR program are included with Appendix A of this report.

Flood Routing Recommendation: For feasibility level design studics it 1s not anticipated that
any formal flood routings of the PMF hydrographs will take place. The dam is to be designed to
contain the entire volume of the PMF hydrograph and any antecedent flooding with out the use
of an emergency spillway. Only the total volume of the incoming flood ts required. This
volume will then be added to the lake surface at elevation [,800 feet to determine the required
flood storage space in the reservoir.

If future design requirements suggest a formal flood routing is requiired, then the reservoir should
be assumed to be {ull to elevation 1,800 feet and inflow equal to outflow through any availablc
outlet works. No additional pumping should be assumed during the duration of the PMF if the
starting elevation of the reservoir is at 1,800 feet.

Diversion During Construction Flood Peaks: Flood peaks for 10-, 25-, and 50-year diversion
flood are provided in table 12. These peaks come from an application of the USGS National
Flood Frequency Program (USGS, 2002), to the Black Rock Dam basin using the tull 61.2
square mile drainage area. No large lake surface is assumed during construction. For
application of this program the dam is located in what is termed Region 5 in the state of
Washington. The dam is near Region 7, and a check of the values for that region was also made,
The Region 5 values are higher for the 10-year to 50-ycar return periods.
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Table 12
Black Rock Dam, Washington

Diversion Flood Peaks
{from USGS NFF Program, Version 3.2, 2002)

Return Diversion
Period Flood Peak
{years) (Ft*/S)

10 897

25 1190

5C 1430

These flood peaks are considered to be all season, or the maximum peaks that could occur on an
annual basis for the return periods indicated. The NFF program does not provide information
about scasonal peak flows.

Envelope Curve Comparisons: Envelope curve comparisons are not provided with this report.
The critical values from this PMF study are the volumes of flooding over several days. The PMF
peak flows are not important to the design process for this dam. Envelope curves for volumes of
flooding from hydrologically similar basins do not exist. The problem is further complicated by
the fact that both the computed PMF pecak and PMF volume of flooding result from a substantial
portion of the basin being a lake surface. There are no data from near by basins that arc similar
to this situation. Envelope curve comparisons would be meaningless lor this level of study and
are not provided.

Should future design work require actual flood routing of some of the PMF hydrographs and also
require more confidence in the actual PMF peak flow then some envelope curve comparisons
could be provided at that time.

Acknowledgement: This report was prepared by Mr. Kenneth L. Bullard, Hydraulic Engineer,
with the assistance of Mr. Walter Johnson, Meteorologist. Mr. Lex Kamstra, Hydraulic
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References:

Watershed Management System (WMS), Copyright 1999 by Brigham Young University,
Compiled March 4, 2002.

Hvdrometeorological Report 57 (HMR 57) Probable Maximum Precipitation- Pacific Northwest
States, United States Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA), United States Department of Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, United
States Department of Army, Corps of Engineers, October 1994,

Flood Hydrograph and Routing Program (FHAR), United States Burcau of Reclamation, 1986.

Cudworth, A. G., Flood Hydrology Manual, United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Reclamation, 1989.

State Soil Geoosraphic (STATSGO)Y Data Base for the Conterminous United States,
United States Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS),
Data access, (www. ftw.nres.usda.gov/stat_data.html).

Snow Course and Monthly SNOTEL Historical Data, United States Department of Agriculture,
Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Data access,
(http://www.wee.nres.usda.gov/snow/snowhist.htmi). Updated annually

NFF, Version 3.2, National Flood Frequency Program, United States Geological Survey,
(http://water.usus.gov/software/ntf.htmt), 2002,
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Summer General Storm PMF with no antecedent rain flood

30000 -

25000 -

20000 -

Peak = 28,900 F£3/3
Volume = 28,700 acre-feet in 85 hours

15000

10000

5000 -

50 60 70
Hours

80

Figure 2

a0



Reservoir Inflow (FtafS)
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Appendix D
Field Cost Estimates



Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard
and Inflow Conveyance System
Q= 3,500 cfs

Field Cost Estimate



BUAEAU QOF AECLAMATION ESTIMATE WOH KSH EET SMEET_ 1 OF 25
FEATURE: PRO.JECT:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs
REGION PN  [PRICE LEVEL: Appraisal
FILE: Calocuments and Seltingsibvanotie\DeskloptBliwk RockiB kack Rock
Summary Sheet 1 of 2 Revisions\Priest Rapids PP_3500 Rev 1 xls{Summury
22 | 3
E é E LESCRIFTION D QUANTITY LNIT UNIT FRICE AMOUNT
- =%
Estimate Worksheets Identify One Type of Intake and Pumping Plant N
B and Two Types of Discharge Line Options
N ~ Discharge 1: Tunnel/Tunnel Inflow Line to BRR
| Discharge 2: Tunnel/Pipeline Inflow Line to BRR .
OPTION 1: PUMPING PLANT PLUS DISCIIARGE 1: TUNNEL/TUNNEL )
B Intake - Civil/Structural Subtotal _ $48,109,1j_9._00 s
] Intake - Mechanical/Electrical Subtotal ] $9.926,770.00 /
Plant - Civil/Siruetural Subtotal $63,293,370.0 /
________ I_’_l_zgnl—_.;Iét.:.hanicg_tl__Subml;ll - N $9?;§é§,850.0 v/
B _[_‘.‘lanl - Elg_(_:__l_._ricul Subtotal - I T T R S B - 533,413, 850,004 s
L Switchyard & Transmission Line Subtotal _ $20,280,000.0 /
_ |Discharge 1 - Subtotal . ] | 318647170000/
) Subtotal o - | L $427.426,690.008 J’
[Mobilization - wlse | | L $21000,000.00)/
. _b_u_bL_ol_a_i\fI m_ohilizallior_l_ o ‘5448 ,426?0_9_0_06 ‘/
| [Unlisted ems ~ 0% | MLIT331000/
OPTION 1: CONIRACT COST $490,000,000.00(
Contingencies +-125% $130,000,000.004/
OPTION 1: FIELD COST _ _ $620,000,000.00f /
QUANTITIES PRICES
BY CIECKED BY Craig A. Grush CHECKED
5/ ok
%/ Elizabeth Tran o 3o
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW ATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW
/(/Qg { 8/7led—
08/17/104 i




BUREAL OF RECLAMATICN

ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

SHEET__2__ OF _25_

FEATURE: PROJECT:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and Yakima River Basin Water Storage Oplions
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs
REGION PN  |PRICE LEVEL: Appraisal
FILE: -
Caldocuments and Settings\bvanotte\Deskiop'Blick RockiBlack Rock
Summary Sheet 2 of 2 Revisions\|Priest Rapids PP_3500 Rev 1 xls[Summusy
52 | E
j— 8 ; DESCRIPTION CODE QUANTITY UNIT UNIT FRICE: AMOUNT
moo o
- @
- OPTION 2: PUMPING PLANT PLUS DISCHARGE 2: TUNNEL/PIPELINE o
B Intake - _(;i_yiUS..t.ruclu_r__al Subtotal ) 348, IOOISOOQ /
Intake - Mcchanical/Electrical Sublotal ~ ~ $9,926,770.00}/
L Plant - CiviUStmEfq.lrall Subtotal ) 563,295,3';’65[; s
B -_ Plant - Mqlh.:mical Subtotal ~ _ $93,920 850,000
- Plant - Elcctrical Subtotal - B $5,413,850.00]
i |Switchyard & Transmission Line Subtotal ] $20,280,000.00]
| |Discharge 2 - Subiotal o B $357,838,420.00{
B Subtotal ] 1 $598.793 41009 ¢
) Mobilization B |5 ] ] $30,000,000.00
B Subtotal w;’_;i;).bilizmi(m _ ) .\".I.§628,?93,4“1.{.}__&) /
L Unfisted ltems . 0% B 561.206,590.00]/
B __|OPTION 2: CONTRACT COST B ] $690,000,000.00
Contingencies L _ L +/-|25% . $170,000,000.00 /
i OPTION 2: FIELD COST ) - $860,000,000.001
QUANTITIES PRICES
BY CHECKED IBY Craig A, Grush CITECKED
a/ Elizabeth Tran pov 3/02/o4
DATE PREFAREL PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW |
ol loa..
08/17/04 /éw“fL 3/!7!6’}




BUREAL OF RECLAMATION ESTI MATE WO R KSH EET SHEET 3 _OF _25

[FEATURE: PROJECT:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs
REGION PN  [PRICE LEVEL: Appraisal
i FILL: CaDocwnents and SettingsthvanotteiDeskiopiBlack RuckiBlick Rock
Intake- Civil Revisionsy| Priest Rapids PF_3500 Rey 1 xls|Summary
]
! 8 - DESCRIFTION CODE GUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
=g | 2
| Jeww . o
E;)ﬁstmcURemove Cellular Qg_t'férdam around Reservoir Intake
. Assume construct [rom shore without barge.
Assume circular cellular cofferdam.
Length= 380 fcct, 32-1t dia, cells, 28 ft high )
Top of cofferdam - El. 488, Bottom of collerdam - El. 460
| _Assume top of rock al reservoir bottom..
B ![Furnish and install sheet pile walls D820 555 | TONS $2.200.00 $1,221,000.00,
.  Arbed AS 500-12,30psf | S
2[Backfill cclls with free-draining granular material D820 11,7001 CY $30.00 $351,000.00]
B o[ vos | sssoon| 000000
Assume sumps and surface pumps _
_ Remove Cofferdam B o BN N
4{Remove and stockpile graular material D812 11,700 | CY - $25.00 $292,500.00
| | _5|Exiract and salvage sheet pilc cutoff wall D8120 355 [ TONS | $300.00 $166,500.00
Sheet Subtotal o $2,361,000.00] /
QUANTITIES PRICES
Isy CIECKED BY %/ CHECKED /
Dick LaFond &( I< ﬂ(%'—-— Cruig A. Grush Bev {/H/ﬂ :
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW
411904 08717404 /();l Ckg\




BUREAU CGF RECLAMATION

ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

SHEET 4,

OF 25_

FEATURE:

PROJECT:

Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs

Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options

REGION PN |PRICELEVEL: Appraisal
FILE: ChADocuments and Settingsibvanotte\DesktopiBlack Reck\Bluck Rock
Intake- Structural Revisionsy| Pricst Rapids FP_3500 Rev 1.xIs|Summuary
TR
é g E DLSCRIFTION COnR GUANTITY UNIT TINIT PRICE AMOLUNT
= o
| _iStructural Excavation and Backfill ) o B
_ Assume dam excavation is all common, o
~Asspme top 5 feet of e_x_c_av_q_l_ion is common and the rer_n_gi_inder is rock

| | Assume stockpile and use [or backfill or cmhankm_f;m_. -

N __7|Excavation of cur_nmon__n_rl_aterials for structurcs D8]4(_]__ - 388,300 CY _$6.UU ~$2,331,000.00
8 Excavalion of rock [or structurcs (dfi_ll_ & shoot) D8140 671,700 Yy $15.00 $10,075,500.00
9)Furnish & place backfill for structures (assume local borrow) DE140 35,800 CY $400 o $143,200.00

| 10|Place backl(ill around structures i | D840 35,800 | CY__[Included above

| Compact buckfill around structures ~ | D3140 35800 CY $5.00 $179,000.00
[ Reads and Fencing 1
. _12|Gravel surfacing _2.270 | 'TONS $20.00 $45,400.00
L 201t wide road right side of channc_l____ B _ |
| 12 fuwide road left side of chan_nel T
_13{Safety fencing . 4,750 LF $20.00 $65,000.00
8' chainlink fence
| STRUCTURAL i
Construct Gated Intake and Fishscreen Structure ) N
|} 14{Furnish. form, and place reinforced concrete (Fe=4ksi) D8l40 | 40,150 CY $350.00 [ $14,052,500.00
I5|Furnish and place concrete reinforcement. ~D8140 | 6,424,000 LBS [ 3075 $4,818,000.00
B 16| Fyrnish and handle cement D&140 11,325 [ TONS $110.00 $1,245,750.00
| Construct Lined Intake Cunal o ) )
17[Furnish, form, and place unreinforced concrete _D8140 2350 CY _$350.00 $822,500.00
| ) lining in excavated channel (fe= 3 ksi) e
1_8 I-_"urnish and handle cement B DE140 665 | TONS $140.00 $93,100.00
_ {Cunstruct Bypass Pipe o _
_____ 19]3 - 54" Dia. stec] pipe for fish bypass. 15840 | LT $33000|  $5,227,200.00
Mortar line pipe o
20|Bypass pipe common excavation L 270,000 | CY $5.00 $1,350,000.00
| 21|Bypass pipe rock cxcavation 130000 | CY $15.00 $1,950,000.00
| 22{Bypass pipe backfill o ) _380000) CY $7.00 $2,660,000.00,
_ | 23|Bypass pipe scil cement bedding (100 psi) C12000] €Y $55.00 $660,000.00
Miscellaneous Metalwork _ - )
_ Listed under Intake - Mechanical Items B L
T Intake - CivilStructural Subtotal | i $48,109,150.00}
QUANTITIES PRICES
BY CHECKED BY ' . CHECKED /
) ;1 St
I Chou Cha David Gesundhelt/Anne Pavol W %:19. A, Grush tov ‘6/: /
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW
1904 08/17/04 ﬁﬂf//q




BUREAU OF RECLAMATION ESTIMATE WORKSHEET SHEET_S5__ OF _2%__

FEATURE: PROJECT:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options
inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs
REGION PN |PRICE LEVEL: Appraisa
FILE: C:Documents and SettingsibvinuticiDesktopB lack Rock'\Black Rock
Intake- Mechanical Revisionsy| Pricst Rapids PP_3500 Rev 1.x15|Sunimary
T
I8 I~ DESCRIFIION CODR QUARNTITY unIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
=5 |
| _ |Mechamiet ||
~ 1|Furnish and install steel stoplog guides and scats D8410 13500 LBS | s600|  $81,00000
- _|(upstream of radial _g_ales) N
2|Furnish and install stccl trashracks D8410 102,000 [ LBS $4.00 $408,000.00
B  3{Furnish and install onc trash rake, rails, supports D8410 | 21.000| LBS $10.00 $210,000.00
{assume Atlas Polar DT8300 rake) B
| _ 4[Furnish and install one conveyor, steel | DB410 13,000 | LBS $10.00 $130,600.00
B 5|Furnish and install stecl fish screen guides, supports, D840 360,000 | LBS %400 $1,440.000.00
) embedded seats, and bypass walls
[ 61Furnish and install fish screens. 107 W x14'H panel D&410
- {70 panels + 6 spares . S o
_ {siruetaral stecl 106400 | LBS | ~ $400|  $425600.00
Stainless stecl - 106400 | LBS | — $15.00 $1,596,000.00)
o 7|Furnish and install barricr panels above tish screens DE410
oo |10 W x LI H pancls, 70 panels + 6 spares - A P
_[Structural sieel 209,000 | LBS $4.00 $836.000.00)
L 8[Tyrnish and install adjustable batfle panels D_B‘Iﬁ Y
_____ | |10Wx 25 H panels, 70 pancls + 6 spares S
| Structural steel o B 570,000 [ LBS $4.00(  52,280.000.00
_ 3 Furnish zlnd__in:ﬂtall fish screen cleaners with travel rail, ___984 0 -
~ 5 systetns with 2 brush ¢leaner arms per system o
a. Structural steel — 40,000 | LBS | $4.00 $160,000.00
_|b- Stainless steel L 2,500 | LBS $20.00 550,000.00
. |e- 2 Hp motorstgear reducers, with adj. speed 5[ UNITS $5,000.00 $25,000.00
_Jeontrollers, and limit switches
_ 10|TFurnish and install water level measuring systems Dg410 12 | UNITS | $11,000.00 $132,000.00;
Sheet Subtotal $7,773,600.00}
QUANTITIES PRICES
BY CITECKED RY _ CHECKED ;s ’
R Christensen'B Sund JMK_ % A, Grush fov (’S/id)/o i
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW
H2172004 0817/04 ‘[9-5 [}L




BLIREAL) OF RECLAMATI

ion ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

SHEET_6__OF _235__

FEATURE:

Inflow Conve

Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and

yance System - Q= 3,500 cfs

PROJECT:

Yakima River Basin Water Storage (ptions

REGICN PN

[PRICE LEVEL:

Appraisal

. FILE: CADocuments and SerlingsibvanotteDeskrop'Black RockiBluck Rock
Intake- Mechanical Revisions'| Priest Rapids FP_3300 Rev 1 x]s|Summary
= b
£ &
3 g = DESCRIPTION CODE QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
B e
| Mechanical {cont)
L1|Furnish and install steel stoplog guides and seats D310 13,500 | LBS $6.00 $81,000.00
- (downstream of fish screens) _ . L
 12|Purnish and install one set of steel stoplogs for the two D340 | 101,000 | LBS 3400}  $404.000.00
_|different size bays with lifting beam
l;’ag' wide walkway,_slc_cl, Saff;_l_y__grating along fish SCTEEnS D8410 I_G,SOQ_ LBS $7.00 _ __$_136.500.(JU
L4{Handrail along each side of fish screen walkway D810 1,520 LF ~$50.00 $76,000.00
Radial Gates in Intake Strueture
_|Furnish and install two 36.5-ft x 8.5-1t top seal D2420
radial gates and hoist equipment: _
______ 15{Gate (Weight/gate= 34,650 Ibs) 69,120 [LBS $8.00 $552,960.00
16]|Embedded metalwork (Weightbay=5,0001hs) 10,000 [LBS $5.00 $50,000.00
| 7| Hoist operator (Weight/gate operator= 11,300 lbs) 22,600 [LBS $20.00 [ $452,000.00
. 18Moor - 5 hp { Onc per gate) . 2[FA  [Includedinoperator$
__|Furnish and install one 15.0-1t x__gi;é:ft top seal D8420 5
radial gate and hoist equipment: _ )
[ I19|Gate (Weighvgate= 20,790 1bs) 20,790 [LBS | $8001 - $166,320.00
__20[Embedded metalwork  (Weight/bay= 3,000 Ibs) 3.000 |LBS $5.00 $15.000.00
21 [Hoist operator (Weight/gate operator= 6,150 lbs) 6,150 |LBS $20.00 $123,000.00
22 Motor -3 hp . 1 |EA Included in operator $
e Sheet Subtotal B $2,056,780.00)
QUANTITIES PRICES
BY R ChristensetvB Sund (DS410) CHECKED BY ) CHECKED ;
g
B. Holfman (DR420) Auva Taig A. Grush god &/R/74
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW &
/2172004 0817104 /{9(;




ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

SHEET_7__ OF _25_

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
FEATURE: PROJECT:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs
IREGION PN  |PRICE LEVEL: Appraisal
FILE: CiDocuments and Seingsibvanotte'\DesktoptBluck RuckiBlack Rock
Intake- Electrical Revisions\|Priest Rapids PP_3500 Rev | xIs]Summary
z £ | 2
E 8 ; DESCRIPTION CODE QUANTITY UNIT UNIT FRICE AMOUNT
=2 | z
B ~ |[ELECTRICAL ___ )
;\qc; .Equipment (F&n DB430 )
_____ | 23[Distnbution panelboard, outdoor type I [EA $25,000.00 $25,000.00
| B 480 volts, 3-phase with 223 ampere bus
| 24{oudoor transformer load center ] L [EA $11,000.00 $11,000.00
I e 15 kVA, L-phase, 480-240/120 volL L
[ ) C;mhinati(m Motor Sla_r_‘t_gl_‘.'...i. .D8430 _ _ o
23INEMA size 2 non-reversing contagtor, 6 [EA $8.000.00 $48.000.00,
_ |480-120 volt contro! transformer ]
- _|NEMA type 4 enclosure )
[Insulated C&ﬁdﬁctors (F&I) B
. _|600-volt, single-conduclor, slranded_"_-c_é:_apper _ . ._ -
| 1zawg 500 [LF $0.60 $300.00
27 10AWG - 00fLF | 30.70 314000
28] BAWG o 100 |LF $1.00 5100.00
) Conduit System (F&I)
Rigid sicel conduit i
B 29| Linch _ sofuF | _ 51500 $2.250.00
o ].,-i.ghtin_g_ System (F&I) D430 ) )
L 30 High-pressure sodium, pole mounted, vutdoor 6 |EA 31 60000 I S‘)()OUEJO
70 watl, 120 voll S | o o - .
Intake - Mechanical/Electrical Subtotal . $9.926,77(.00]
QUANTITIES PRICES
BY CHECKED BY o CHECKED
Mike Schuh Z M %izeﬁt:-};un ﬂ{]\f ‘3/1?/‘);1
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW
46404 0817104 /&[ f(/L
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[FEATURE:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs

PROJECT:
Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options

REGION

PN

|PRICE LEVEL.:

Appraisal

FILE:

Chbocuments #od Settingsibvanotte’\DeskiopiBlack Rock\Black Rok

Plant- Civil Revisionsy| Priest Rapids BP_3500 Kev 1 xls]Summary
251 E
5 g E DESCRIPTION CODE QUANTTIY UNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
= &
[ i Access Road (8.75 miles of 2 Iane access road): N i
Assume construct access read from SH24 o PP.
B Assume place road along abandoned railroad 'lllgnment
Assume 0o major cxcavation of embankment sections. _ _ -
]  1|Clear roadway alignment D8140 a5] ac | $350000 $157,500.00
| 2(Fumish and placc basc course material (9-inch depth) D8 140 96,000 [ TONS | $16.00 $1,536,000.00
| 3{Furnish and place asphalt conerete (6-inch depth) D814 | 70,000 | TONS $60.00 [ $4,200,000.00
[ 4[Furnish and install W-beam (ype guardrail DRIo [ 10000| LF 52500 $250,000.0¢
5 Ell.'nish a-nd inslul]__miscelia.ncous pipe culverts D8l40 1;600 LF '3200_00 N "pQOE)_-OEE
B ,f’_\_t_i;iun{é 36-inch-diameter, wiffi= 35#/ft) L .
| ] Service Yard 6" _.s_phalt concrete s,urfaus) o _ B
6{Strip and clear pumping plant site to | foot deplh _D8l20 | 15300 CY $3.00 $45,900.00
| 7Common excavation o Service Yard EL 505.0 D8120 164,000 | CY $5.00 $820,000.00;
_ _8@ cxcavulio_n__Iq_Servicc Yard E_I_. 505.0 D8__1 20 2(_]8,000 CY _ $15.00 $3,120,_UM
9 P|EIC6_[I-I_-'1;]_ __.Lj._o_mpact cmbankment for service yard D8120 15200 CY | $8.00 $153,600.00
| 10 _F-urnish and place base course material {6-inchy 8120 10,000 | TONS $20.00 _ $200,000.00
I'1|Furnish and place asphalt concrete (6-inch) Dg120 11,000 | TONS __$80.00 F$ER0,000.00,
12 Fl;'_r.l.ish and install 7-lowt chain link fence for PP Yard 18120 3,100 LF $70 00 $62,000.00
|| 13|Furnish and install 7-foot x 24-oot access gate D8120 3| Ba | $350000 $10,500.00
D;mtermg Durlng, L(mstructlon ) _ R
___ Assume no groundwater flows into excavation, ) o
B _—_._b_.t_r“uctuml Fxt.n ation and Backf‘ 1 o
o Assume all common material excav ate_dml; nder site cxcamhon tor yard.
B __ Assume stockpile rock for later use as riprap or rockfill.
- 14 F‘{C-::l:d_ti(ll'l oi ]'iIk_ lor struclurcq (drl]] & shoot} - DEI20 2(_)0,00(;}- CY ) Sl 5.00 33,000,0(_]9_,_@_(}
~ L5|Furnish backlill for structures (assume local borrow) D8120 40,000 | CY %400 $160,000.004
16 P]‘I‘l‘ée. backfill around structures D8120 40,000 CY ]ncludcd above L
17|Compact back[ill around structures DE120 40,000 CY $5.00 | $200,000.004
i 18[Rock Exc. for manifold pipe © edge of Service Yard D8(20 78000 Cv $15.00 [ $1,170,000.00
19|Furnish, place, & compact backfill for manifold pipe trench(assu] D8&120 03480 CY .00 $571,320.00
20[Furnish & place soil cement for manifold pipe trench D120 8,160 CY $55.00 $448,800.00
Sheet Subtotal $17,185,620.00 /
QUANTAIES _— ) PRICES
BY Dick 1aFond CHECKED Pw% BY CHECKED . _
MR O'Shen PR G %ﬁcrush el 9 /o
DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW DATE PREPARED PEER REVIEW
4719004 08/17/04 &&\
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FEATURE: PROJECT:
Priest Rapids Intake, Pumping Plant, Switchyard, and Yakima River Basin Water Storage Options
Inflow Conveyance System - Q= 3,500 cfs
REGION PN  |PRICE LEVEL: Appraisal
FILE: Chbocuments and Settingsthvanatie\Deskiop\Black Rock'Black Rock
Plant- Structural Revisions\| Priest Rapids PP_3500 Rev 1 xis|Summary
é
b DESCRIFTION CODE QUANTITY uNIT UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
STRUCTURAL
Construct Building Structurc B | o
21 Furnish, form, and place reinforced concrete D8 120 91300 CY ~$350.00 $31,955,000.004
) 22| Fyrnish all_(_l_ _[)_I_a