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Risk based Dam Safety Assessment

1. N&

AF 232 I Vg e dRGdA FeFEH B34-F HEE A BAe 2
Ao A7 SR AE =AM AR} AFAQY U2 d3 @ 4 - sFF7F AU, °f
2 ¥ AF FEFH @907 do2Y A FUAF0] F/AHUG. ol Zol A FEHD
A B2 7189 HEol ¥ AY BAgE AFe e A3 OIM +I9HD e, A
2o RPN didsHe ZAH dae dPELS & A4 FAd v S7HE A debA,

FEEHI AT A ds 8 T7HE GHAHL o€ HE TH A H4FE AR E
e g Bok 52 | dAAol a7HARAZ Ut A, ¥ E AFEH GelM Hez
4& Eolx ZF3td 9 &AAY 71E 27 AN, o FHA 84F FAA vlm &
AE # e 2L Uo Basith A3z 7ML HY AFAHS FEAHY wHS
FEsstn, do AYPAHE Eo17] A8 AXE tAEol dAHe FHHY FAA FAHY F
Holl Mo H7tE 7HedtA o ¥R JIYE HEYVeEA | WA WRELS Z
g £ THIHA dollA HItE & & AL, & Y 2HAEL 259 FAd dg o
AES FYTH olsf ol FAHY ALA7A HEV JMesith. adER F A A
AEL ol tidEd W Eo v FRFS ¥ 5 AT, §4E ARFHY dN TR e
A€ 2HE + YA o

2. 9 A HrtE A% A9x 7Y

H g HrhEokel o] ¥ ZIEE 71E] | GAA U WS BgEn FAH &
A& B3 dol AU Y AL ELHe= E007] 93 E=U4EHAT A¥E 1AM
‘AP (risky ol HEEopAM 2FH & gr|E AU AW, LutFHoz FAFH &4, Q)
W&oy FEEY A T viFH A &L AIdEC] LAY FEoY 4L dnEn
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H ¢HY HIMEOHIA AFAEL @ FREY JFIAFECIY H AR AT FRFAAMY &
23, ZAA FHiu AFEG Fol Y M-S v wEkA He AFAH L olyF vt
g2 a] e AAEY FAFEET olz A% dAEHE Y F=2A HEFH4E £ Ao @
9 AEA dEFe v ZE UZAY dAE B olFoo. 1) 943AY TH(risk
identification), 2) 1B A Q] o Z(risk estimation), 3) @A 9 #H7Hrisk evaluation), 4) HFA
o] thA(risk treatment). ©|&} #Z& v 7}x] GAE AAHLZ 1std WY APAEL w3V
s B AE event tree Rd-S o]&314 ) Event tree Rd2 o HIE 71AL 4 e R E
A 7hdt AARESR olE2 T AAES =AFHoE YEd F o oldrt &oldtn dH
Zo] gt AdERN AHRES st AEAEE Adsordte Bl o] wWie /& Iy
o)t}

3. 3 &

E d7E A8 7I1YE ol &3l ArizonaF FAF A& U= Alamo FHoll th3) A4
Hr7te AN Alamo @& F42E, #2449 BRI FF, 1 F497 ¥
Al m Tl o) 19643 FHoE AAHUL, 283fte] AL} 975(te] AWEFZE 713
Atk @ Aol FolE 1265fto]H, o429 Folw 1235ftelrt. HIE Alamo Ho] FXZHI EA
HE HAZ AAE FAY, HI2H M2 «dF3F standard project flood(SPF)$}t probable
maximum flood(PMF)7} AA 71Eguc 71" Re 2 ¢ R 53], PMFe & A] 20fte]
EF7E 2AY Aoz o EHUD g, o8l I FFY THA E4F2 J¥ @ B AF
Ao BEAA gL AR AP dAEy) A3 F ¢HAL YrE AASHA HUH

L
oX
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o

138 1. Event tree model for flood

EL(1)- EL) PO(E) - PORR)
Py —®
| H
H | :
H
o —
) i POG-PGGIH) Mo Liquefaction No Branch
ELG:-ELG-1) | Mem Flevation | Qui o No Faiture i ‘ <
! Fomdaton Liqucfaction No Feihr:
Ovenopping Breach Liquetooton -
.——_——ﬂ H
i i subility Failure: No Breach
Toe Ervsion No Breach )
Branch
—=<
Breach :
| Liquefacion Ligochtion NoFeilre
£ Shell <
Wi Action No Breach
Swbility Failure No Brench.
Breach Bramch
[ o= — <
Etp-1)- ELGe2) L PG- 1) - PGG+2)
- -
] . Legend
Legend
3 ! Poe-1) - PO(R) QO  Expanded Chapce Node
EL(n-1)- EL(0) — e
Q Expanded Chance Node ' @  Collapsed Chanos Node
I <] Consequences Node
@ Collapred Chanco Node !
i
i
<] Coamquences Node L o
> EL(w)
e

29 2. Event tree model for earthquake
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Ping Reservoir Elevation
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19 3. Event tree model for normal reservoir operation

Alamo 99| b4 HrtAME A 7k 271Z2A(FSF, AR, AAHY ¥ 9 AH)o] 1
HYon, o)s Z2AS oA B4 7hed A ES @FEALS Alamo B A 78, 57, £2
%4 AsE ez AAFHNAG. olE d2" AHEL wEoz 2 x7)2Ad) Ui event
tree 295 19 1~337 Zo] FAsGD, B 544 g M2 e FEgSo] Folng.
°|F dZ® AIFEC NG FEZ IS 4% solN W sP5d) g3 2o 43, FF
B *]%Eﬂ ol Ax}, 71&9 &9 A (McCann et al., 1985, Hatem, 1985, Foster et al, 1998)2
olg3tAem, oA HAENY 47 AP o 1S5 OiF e AP

ol g 271zde BF AFAng A7 2038859 BAE o)Lsd Uei. Ao
HE 271212 AF AW JA7MEE @70 BAE o)&sHoH, YAHA B 9 A
Bl thaiMe Aozl A&7k BAE o] &35t Vet

d oA d3HE BAH g APt 22 s, @ g1 2o, 349 23, a0y
1 FRF T4 ¥ F99 2P NWS DAMBRK 29E oj83lo] AAYstget. o o3 $2
B2 AT SFFe HHE 4537 A, F FFE F9 T AANEN s AN
22 (1998)E ol &3t At HF A AH(FEMA)S ¥4 WE5An A As)BAS o
&3t 75 FAsfE d58 00, DeKay McClelland(1993)9) 97 2de E3) o 2y %
T2 AT APELE AR

4 9= 7Y A& AR

)

£ @7olA 12" Alamo YoM B4 Fbed AAEL 9%, @ AUR 24, 9P sun 3
A, A5AY, ol Folth o]F AIMEZ Y& Alamo e YPAL Zol7] Yal 197}x) 9 ©)
GEo] ALHALH, o] ML s gLFH Zo] vl sl EFHG. 1) partial flood
fixes, 2) complete flood fixes, 3) earthquake and internal fixes, 4) combined flood,

earthquake, and internal fixes.
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1Y 1~39 event tree RYE oEE AlHEY WA ¥ 8}3”!4 i g ugesz
Alamo ¥9) A7} A4} Event tree 2dE o] L3 989 o2& & Alamo W A
ejoll chaiA ek oz} 197FA] 9] ditES FH & AN OITOWE}

TP Al MR Y Z7IZAE S T Mt AHPEZ AT d Alamo W 9 g E
& 4.67x10%/yearolt}. B3] E42 Q3 Alamo B BHFEFL 1.89x10%/yearo] 1, Ao =
A% FAFEL 611x107/year, BAFHA @ SFFENANA T3] FEL 217x10°/yeard] RO

A==t =, 2% Alamo Y9 FHEL USBR @ QHAA 7]&(Tier2: x10*/year) B}
oz, d Alamo Y& 7x3 EWdAME ¢HE Rog dddr A%, Alamo FH tA
< AgHoz FANL, @ FHA e ALY Y A"ES T FAFRF ARLE
Zo]7] YA AAE A digEe) AT Hrl7b o] FolH )t Alamo F9 HPAHE Eol
71 el AAE dAEL @ 33 AP S99 FAHY AN HrpHReH, @ Hrix
AL event tree ZWE o] &3] o]RoiFTt A, Z titEY HEo2 QA dFH AR
Eo oA 7t5Aol #AaHA wel Eo€ FEGS wEoE ¥ H¥Adol ANHUR. Partial
flood fixeso) A 7% Ze o7 8EL 7FAE B9E FRI2(2.90X10%/year)ol 2, 71F & 398§
& 7hAE Were FR10(4.67X10°/year)olth. Complete flood fixeso A& therEol g gL
Hqz7k g ¥d ZE tigtEel e RAAFEL A Aoz HAHUCh Earthquake and
internal fixeso| A& ER13} ER27} e Ax9] ox &3 (1.94x10%/year)7t x5, ER39] =}
A PEL (406%10°/year)o]tt. Combined flood and earthquake and internal fixesol A+ FER1
7 FER2E AdAHoz ul$ e 338 gH0.0604X10%/year ¢} 0.0624X10%/year)& HZ}
o9 w3 33te] WA FERIo] 7}72} Ze ke A A b & Blgo] FutEch mEln,
thoFd tiotSe] did Hrie gEe] FdAT ofvzt BAHA E&4d FHolY APER
9] WMz Hrisojoknt & Relrt

Alamo ¥ 3F % AL o Ao, de gAzRy JFE Le F e A I
o 2 2E 35 mile(56 km) dto] $1x)8) Utk = & FulHo] Sl ARAAYG U F&H A ]
toz s 3 Al 4F3] U AR T A7o] FANERZA AFEFS e AR AdF
itk wakA, Alamo @9 8AE Zo17) fs AAE AXEY Hrre BAHA F2AA
o2 ATt AAA WS 3 Z+ htSel g HPT ML FE($/year), F8]E($/year),
gigre] Hgoz WASE o($/year), LI ol u]§ u&B/C)o] ALHUG HAIE
Hlgel F2EAE 9 SHAg BiggA CFEHE FFF A HAde Aoz AAIUSH,
Zu]ge ¥E v ZEAYG A7 it AMu Lo Foz AN I L BHEELS
dzg AMvIL&] A 6876%] o]A&H 100d AMYVIZHE ulEgoz AMEAT E, HAES
APA) HAHE oA A Hol I AFE HE FEX uidEe AT AY= H &9
ZEX9 Az 23U

z} gietSe] AAAA Fridl e A F 19 Fox o} Partial flood fixesell A= FR15
7} 74 He %u8]8($97,616/year)o] =& €A, FRI2& 744 2 %] -8($581,631/year)o] Er}.
© 7bd £ olojul H49) vl&E BoFE Uik FRI4(3.56E-03)0]3, FRI0E 713 @& ulg

—

¢

oi)llk“
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2L(2.85E-06)o] Et}. E3] FR149} FR16(247E-03) T & E {9 tigtEd tisiaz Adzez
E2 oldd H&u&g 7HY. wepA, FR14¢} FR162 Alamo @o] AUz & @A 714
AAHoZ AT & de B&FHY herEolt). Complete flood fixesol = FR3b7} 71 @
F4)8($896,190/year)2 X} 3lH, FR8arl 7} 2 %4])8($2,013,074/year)o] St} o]t H|&
o} Bl-&ol A+ FR3b(8.70E-04)7} 7} =™, FR8a(3.88E-04)”} 7}4 & t}. Earthquake and internal
fixesd| M= ER27} 7}% 22 E4]8($954,751/year)S 7FA|v, ERle] 714 & Fo|&
(52,584,948 /year)-& 7}AT) o] ] &< vjg oA ER2(2.22E-03)7} 7} =w ER3(8.98E-05)7}
714 2l Combined flood and earthquake and internal fixesol{& FER27} 714 22 Zu]§&
($1,618,236/year)} 7}7F & o] w89 H-&(1.79E-03)& =R gt

£ 1. Alamo ¥ $j¥%7} A7

. ae | Mg [sage | SUHE L ANE | sus | so | se g s
(M) | (10-6/yr) /y1) /y1) &/yr) | &/y1) HE
] E 4.67 2,946 2,946

FR10 159 467 2,9457 102,413 105,359 03 2.85E-06

o a e FR15 147 4.65 2,932 94,684 97,616 14 1.43E-04
;:—H‘ ;f;; FR14 2.61 322 2,339 168,113 170,421 607 3.56E-03
FR16 3.80 3.2 2336 244,761 247,097 610 247E-03

FR12 9.03 2.90 2212 581,631 583,843 734 1.26E-03

FR1 13.92 2.78 2,166 896,600 898,766 780 8.68E-04

FRSa | 3L22 2.78 2165 | 2,010,909 | 2,013,074 781 3.88E-04

FR8b | 18.64 2.78 2165 | 1200620 | 1202785 781 6.49E-04

FR2a 21.35 278 2,166 1,375,173 1,377,339 780 5.66E-04

» j’ ':u] FR3a | 1407 2.78 2,166 906,262 908,428 780 8.59E-04
FR3b | 1388 2.78 2,166 894,024 896,190 780 8.70E-04

FR3c | 13.9 2.78 2,164 899,176 901,340 782 8.68E-04

FR6 1832 278 2166 | 1,180,008 | 1182174 780 6.60E-04

FR9 2138 278 2166 | 1377100 | 1379271 780 5.66E-04

ERI 47.86 1.94 824 | 3082707 | 3083331 | 2122 6.88E-04

Az i ER2 1481 194 825 953,926 954751 | 2,121 2.22E-03

3 g3 %A - - -

ER3 14009 4.06 2714 | 2582234 | 2,584,948 232 8.98E-05

4, A, FERT | 4852 0.0604 4 | 3126216 | 3,126260 2,902 9.28E-04

Wi 53 A8

kx| FER2 | 2512 0.0624 46 | 1618190 | 1,61823 | 2900 1.79E-03

197tA1¢] BE digtEd disjre FER1E 713 & A oit 1AH)§($3,126,216/year)s} %
] 8($3,126,260/year)& 7tA A2, 74 X HPE v Lo FEX($4/year)E s} FRI0L
713 & 9P = vlg9 FEX($2,925.7/year)E 74Tt wetA FR10S 9 stajA)¢} vigtg)A) 7}
& Al RAFE diddS € & Utk M Ae FHIR ($97,616/year) S JHA & dite
FR150|0, 714 & o] o ] &< Hl& (3.56E-03)2 Holx tighe FR14o|t}

- 908 -



5. 28

LEd 9 WY Hrte ded T2 EAJET oid Aoy 4o e JFAF &
AHY A stllM He FHFHA SFF wAe ¥ F 4FY Frvk a7 adeA
d A B e o B dsHAG A¥E M ALy erM BRE A M
ARE dsf AAHez o B3 AFHES 7L F AW, FY AFAHE £017] A AAE
Zt titEol dsiMe Had A4 vaew oidet FAFH A&A HAAMY Hrtxe s
Atk AEE 7YY AHL 7Y F ¢HAY Hh WHES Bgslyn, ¥ P AR B
474 99 A¥4e B £ YA =920 med, F 3 2PAEL AYE /M H§
ARE HROR FAA AHe o9& B EWEA olsstn, AFHA ABHA ¥ gl
M Fae ¢4 =98 2 & Ue Aot & F APHE BEEFHoE Y 5 JdE UIE
o d3l Ass ALE FFFLEA He] AU gle APAHES FHHez 294 vz + 3
< Aol '
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