DAM/RIVER GEOMETRY

Spillway and Powerhouse flows remain separate
until several miles downstream
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TDG (percent saturation)

Chief Joseph Dam TDG and SPILL
May and June 1997
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;DESEF-':"J'ED TOTAL RIVER FLOW = — If flow deflactors were to be

SPILL + POWERHOUSE installed at Chief Joseph Dam
(CHU), joint operation of CHJ

/ ard Grand Coules Dam (GCL)

would result in generation from
CHJ baaing fransfered to GCL
Cormespondingly, spill from
GCL would be transferred to
CHJ.
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QUTPUT OF MODELED ALTERNATIVES:
TDG BELOW GRAND COULEE DAM (RUFUS WOODS LAKE)
MARCH - JUNE 1837
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The lines representing the existing condition and
||deflector only alternatives are the same, because
|they involve the same amount of spill at Grand
Coulee Dam. The lines representing the alternativas
with cperational changes are also the same
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OUTPUT OF MODELED ALTERNATIVES:
TDG BELOW CHIEF JOSEFPH DAM (LAKE PATEROS]
MARCH - JUNE 1997
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Data source: SYSTDG model il
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