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1 Introduction

Background

Reservoirs are, by design, located on major rivers or streams
draining relatively large watersheds, and because of this, receive high water
and material loads (Kennedy et al. 1985, Thornton et al. 1981). High
material loads, including plant nutrients, suspended sediment and organic
matter, lead to excessive algal production, reduced water clarity, and
depleted oxygen reserves in bottom waters. Poor reservoir water quality
conditions, particularly low dissolved oxygen and elevated concentrations of
reduced substances, can, in turn, adversely impact tailwater conditions.

Differences in hydrology, lake morphometry, and the design and
operation of the impounding structure are important considerations when
assessing water quality responses in reservoirs (Kennedy et al. 1985). For
reservoirs located in large watersheds, a single, large inflowing tributary
may contribute a majority of the water and material loads, residence times
may be short, and the influences of local inputs may be minor. However,
the water quality of reservoirs located in smaller watersheds, receiving
water and material loads from multiple tributaries, and having longer
residence times, may be greatly influenced by local conditions.

Reservoirs having large embayments or a complex morphology may
be differentially influenced by the major tributary(ies) and by local inputs.
Embayments, which may lack tributary inflows or receive inputs from one
or more secondary tributaries, often have limited hydraulic exchange with
the main portion of the pool. Residence times can be long and loadings
from tributaries and/or from direct inputs from point and nonpoint sources
often are the principal source of nutrients. Because of this, changes in the
quantity or quality of water entering via the primary tributary would have a
proportionaly lower impact on conditions in embayments. Since commonly
applied estimation methods assume homogeniety, these potential
differences in response are important to consider when estimating the
probable impact of ameliorative actions involving reduced loadings.

Proposed efforts to reduce nutrient discharges to the
Chattahoochee River from point sources in and around the Altanta
metropolitan area are designed to improve riverine quality and, thus,
beneficially influence water quality conditions in West Point Lake and in
the tailwater area below West Point Dam. While the reduction in material
and nutrient loads will clearly have a beneficial impact on the lake, the
degree to which local Joading and lake processes will continue to influence
water quality conditions is less clear.



Objectives

Objectives of this study were to (1) describe current eutrophication-
related water quality conditions in West Point Lake as a basis for assessing
future change, (2) assess spatial patterns in these conditions as they may
relate to loading and lake characteristics, and (3) describe selected water
quality processes in the tailwater below West Point Dam.



2 Site Description

Lake and Watershed

West Point Dam is focated on the Chattahoochee River, 324 km

above it’s mouth, approximately 5 km north of West Point, Georgia, and
.44.8 km downstream from Buford Dam (Figure 1). The reservoir
impounded by the dam, West Point Lake, lies primarily in Troup County,
GA and Chambers County, AL. The drainage area controlled by the
reservoir (8754 sq km) represents about 40 percent of the Chattahoochee
River basin and about 18 percent of the Apalachicola River basin. Major
tributaries to the reservoir include Yellowjacket and Wehadkee Creeks,and
New River. The reservoir has a shoreline of 845 km, is nearly 56 km long,
and has a surface area of 10,482 hectares (25,900 acres) at an elevation of
193.5 m NGVD (National Geodetic Vertical Datum). Total volume of the
reservoir is745.7 million cubic meters; estimated retention time is 55 days.

Geologic features of the area are dominated by mica schist, gneiss,
and granite derived from sedimentary and igneous rocks. The prevalent
soils in the area are well-drained, often strongly acid, shallow, and highly
weathered. Major land uses in the watershed include forest lands for
pulpwood and timber and pasture land for livestock. Approximately 20%
of the land in the project area is suitable for crops such as cotton, peanuts,
corn, and hay.

Structure and Operation

West Point Dam and Lake were authorized by the Flood Control
Act of October 23, 1962, for flood control, power, and fish and wildiife,
and recreation. Other purposes include water supply and stream flow
regulation. Construction was started in 1965 and the west earth
embankment and an access road to the powerhouse area were completed
in 1966. Closure of the main channel was accomplished in May 1967 and
the flow of the river was diverted through a channel that had been cut on
the east bank of the river. Construction of the concrete portion of the
dam was started in May 1968 and completed in August 1970. The second
stage closure was made June 21,1973 and the flow of the river was passed
through the waterway opening which had been provided in the powerhouse
intake structure for the addition of a future main generating unit.
Reservoir filling was started October 16,1974 and a surface elevation of
188.06 m (617 ft}) NGVD was reached November 15, 1974. This eleveation
was held until April 30,1975, due to construction restrictions. Commercial
operation of the main hydropower units began between March 10 (unit 3)
and April 10, 1975 (unit 2 and unit 1, a smaller unit).



The dam is a concrete gravity structure with rolled, earth-fill
embankments. The elevation of the top of the dam is 198.73 m (652 ft
NGVD), 29.6 m above the existing stream bed. The total length of the
concrete dam and earth embankments is 2210 m. The principle structures
that make up the concrete dam are an intake-powerhouse structure, a non-
overflow section, a gated spillway located in the main river channel, and a
left embankment retaining wall which supports the earth embankment on
the east abutment. The intake structure provides waterway openings for
two main generating units and one small generating unit. Intakes for the
two main units are between 183.5 and 170.1 m (602 and 558 ft) NGVD
and the intake for the small unit is between 193.5 and 184.4 m (635 and
605 ft) NGVD. The small unit has an adjustable water intake gate
designed to take water from the upper 4-5 meters of the lake and maintain
a minimum flow with improved oxygen content when the two main units
are not in use.

Normal operations include maintaining a minimum pool elevation
of 190.5 m NGVD during December through mid-April for flood control |
and a recreation pool near 193.5 m NGVD the remainder of the year
(except during drought periods). Hydroelectric power production at these
elevations is via two main generators, each with a capacity of 35,000 kw,
and a small house unit with a capacity of 3,375 kw. The small unit runs
continuously and provides electricity for project operation and a minimum
release. The two main units are operated to meet peak energy
requirements. Discharge rates for the house unit and both main units
average approximately 18 and 450 cubic meters per second, respectively.

The tailwater region extends 15.2 km from West Point Dam
downstream to a low-head dam located at Langdale, GA. The tailwater
provides water to downstream industry and is a source of recreation.
During low-flow generation the tailwater region is a series of pools and
riffles which are inundated during peaking generation. In addition to
reservoir releases, two secondary tributaries, Oseligee and Long Cane
Creeks, contribute inflow to the tailwater.



3 Water Quality Assessment

Introduction

Limnological surveys were conducted coincident with six
LANDSAT overflights during the period April 20 to October 14, 1991.
Successive sampling dates are identified as sampling round 1-6 in
subsequent discussions. Single sampling efforts that extended over two to
three consecutive days were considered a single sample round. LANDSAT
image acquisition dates and associated sampling dates are identified in
Table 1.

Two sampling strategies were followed. The first involved collection
of in-situ measurements and samples of surface water (0.1 m) at
approximately 60 stations (see Figure 2) within 2 to 3 hours of each
satellite overflight for ground-truth evaluations. Overflights occurred at
approximately 0930 hr on each date. In-situ variables included Secchi disk
transparency, temperature and dissolved oxygen concentration. Analyses of
water samples included turbidity, algal pigments, and on selected dates,
total phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations.

The second sampling strategy involved collection of supplemental
data at approximately 20 of the above stations. These data included in-situ
profile measurements at depth intervals sufficient to describe vertical
gradients, and results of chemical analyses of water samples collected at
sclected depths. Depths for collection of water samples were determined
in the ficld based on in-situ profile information. In addition to surface,
samples were collected at mid-depth at shallow stations, and in surface,
bottom and mid-thermocline strata at deeper, stratified stations. Chemical
analyses were performed for total and dissolved forms of carbon,
phosphorus, nitrogen, iron and manganese.

Analytical Methods

Water samples were collected using a hose and pump system.
Subsamples for determination of dissolved constituents were filtered in-line
using a 0.45-y glass fiber filter. Raw and filtered subsamples were stored in
the dark at 4 °C prior to analysis. Standard methods (US Environmental
Protection Agency 1979, American Public Health Association 1989) were
used for chemical analyses of water samples. Algal pigment concentrations
were determined colorimetrically following extraction from material
retained on glass filters (Hains 1985).



Sampling stations, which often coincided with the locations of

~ navigation or channel buoys, were established so as to provide nearly
uniform distribution of sampling effort. The location of each station, once
established, was determined initially using global positioning system (GPS)
techniques (Trimble Navigation Limited, Sunnyvale, CA). GPS locations
were then compared to map locations based on field observations. The
locations of stations at which GPS information and field observation varied
markedly were reevaluated during the next sampling round. All station
locations were geographically referenced to allow comparison with
LANDSAT image information (see Part 4).

Cluster analyses (SAS 1981) were performed using selected
variables for surface waters on dates for which LANDSAT image analyses
were performed (see Part 4). For initial analyses, variables included
temperature, turbidity, and total pigment concentration. The latter was
calculated as the sum of chlorophyll a, b, and ¢ prior to acid correction. It
was assumed that these variables provide information corresponding to that
estimated from image analyses. Subsequent cluster analyses included
chemical variables. In both cases, observations were normalized prior to
analysis as the deviation from the mean divided by the standard deviation
(Gaugush 1986).

Results and Discussion

In-situ conditions at selected deep-water stations in the main pool
and major tributary embayments on July 25-26 indicated weak thermal
stratification with an upper, mixed layer extending to a depth of 4-6 m and
pronounced heat gain in bottom waters (Figure 3). At station WESI,
located immediately upstream of the dam, temperatures declined only 6 C
from below the surface layer to near bottom; minimum temperature was
22.5 °C. Withdrawals of bottom water during hydropower operation would
reduce the volume of cool, dense water and result in the observed increase
in heat storage. Assuming no replacement of cool water by tributary
inflows and an average daily hydropower discharge of 12.8 hm¥day (based
on flows for January through September, 1991), a volume equal to the
volume of the lake below the surface mixed layer would be displaced in
approximately 28 days. Similar operational impacts on thermal conditions
have been observed for other hypolimnetic-release reservoirs (Martin and
Arneson 1978).

Dissolved oxygen profiles at selected deep-water stations were
clinograde with anoxic or near-anoxic conditions in bottom waters (Figure
3). Differences in the depth at which anoxia was reached may have been
influenced by differences in local mixing regime, hydrology and/or proximity
and quality of bottom sediments.

The vertical and longitudinal distribution of dissolved oxygen



concentrations along the Chattahoochee River reach of the lake, as
observed on July 26 (Figure 4), was potentially influenced by interactions
between operation, hydrodynamics, morphometry and limnological
processes. Concentrations in the surface layer (0-4m) were near saturation
in upstream and downstream portions of the reach, but well above
saturation (105-130%) at midpool. This observation may be related to
longitudinal differences in algal productivity. Kennedy et al. (1982) and
Cherry et al. (1980} reported increased algal abundance and growth
potential at midpool locations during summer months due to relatively high
nutrient concentrations from the Chattahoochee River and increased
transparency resulting from sedimentation of suspended material. Algal
production upstream and downstream may have been reduced by nonalgal
turbidity and nutrient availability, respectively (Kennedy et al. 1982). This
suggestion is further discussed below.

Sampling effort, which averaged approximately 57 surface samples
per sample round, was relatively uniformly distributed across sampling
rounds (see Figure 5). Exceptions were round 1 and 3 for which water
quality samples were limited by logistical problems, and round 3 for which
water samples were not collected.

Total phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations, chlorophyll
concentrations, and Secchi disk transparency values for each round provide
a seasonal assessment of reservoir trophic state (Figure 5). Nutrient
concentrations where high across all sampled rounds and indicative of
mesotrophic to eutrophic conditions. Total phosphorus concentrations
ranged from 20 to 130 ugP/L; median concentrations ranged from 25 to 40
ugP/L. Total nitrogen concentrations ranged from < 20 to 1600 ugN/L
with median concentrations between 700 and 90 ugN/L.

Spatial differences in nutrient concentrations in surface waters
reflected differences in hydrology and loading. In general, concentrations
were highest in the upper and middle reaches of the Chattahoochee River
arm and the extreme upstream reach of major tributary embayments due to
nutrient-rich riverine inflows. In downstream reaches of the lake, nutrient
concentrations are markedly reduced. The downstream movement of cool,
nutrient-rich riverine inflows as interflowing density currents and loses due
to sedimentation would account, in part, for the existence of such spatial
distributions in surface nutrient concentrations (Kennedy and Walker 1990,
Kennedy et al. 1985, Soballe et al. 1992).

Chlorophyll « concentrations, which ranged from < 2 to 27 ug/L,

* varied between (seasonally) and within (spatially) sample rounds (Figure 5).
Concentrations were relatively low in late April and early June (sample
round 1 and 2, respectively), and moderate to high from July through mid
October (sample rounds 3 through 6). Within-round differences were most
pronounced in late summer (sample round 5). This latter observation may
have been related to the combined influences of increased algal biomass in
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clearer middle and downstream reaches of the lake and continued presence
of suspended solids in tributary inflows during seasonally lower flows.

Average Secchi disk transparency values were relatively constant
(1.0 to 1.35 m)} across sampling rounds (Figure 5). Within-round
differences were greatest during sample rounds 2 and 6. In general,
minimum transparency values were recorded for stations located in the
upstream portion of the Chattahoochee River arm; greatest values were
associated with stations located in downstream areas of the lake and major
embayments.

Cluster analyses of variables providing information corresponding to
that provided by satellite image data (temperature, turbidity, and total
pigments; see Part 4) allowed identification of four groups of stations with
similar responses across all sample rounds (Figure 6). Cluster 1 was
composed of stations having warmer surface temperatures, low turbidity,
and relatively low or moderate pigment concentrations. While also having
warm temperatures and low turbidity, stations comprising cluster 2
exhibited relatively high total pigment concentrations. - Cluster 3 included
stations with moderate surface temperatures and moderate to high
turbidity. Total pigment concentrations, which ranged from high to
relatively low levels, exhibited great within- and between-station variability.
Stations in cluster 4 exhibited highest turbidity values and lowest median
total pigment concentrations. Temperatures were also relatively low.

The geographic distribution of stations in each cluster reflected the
influences of riverine loading, lake morphology, sedimentation, and
advective transport. Stations with high inorganic (non-algal) turbidity,
cooler temperatures, and low total pigment concentrations (i.e., cluster 4)
were located at the distal end of tributary embayments and in the upstream
reaches of the Chattahoochee River arm where riverine influences would
be most pronounced. High nonalgal suspended solid concentrations would
account for the low total pigment concentrations, despite the potential for
ample nutrient supplies throughout the growing season (see discussion
below).

Stations associated in cluster 1 were most lake-like and were, in
general, located in downstream areas of the reservoir and major
embayments. These station locations would be least influenced by riverine
inflows and the material loads they transport.

Stations associated in clusters 2 and 3, which exhibited intermediate
temperature, turbidity and total pigment concentrations, were located in
reaches having transitional physical characteristics. All stations assigned to
cluster 3 were located in the Chattahoochee River arm downstream from
the highly advective inflow area but upstream of the region in which river
water plunges below warmer lake water. Cluster 2 contained stations
located immediately downstream from the region of plunging flows and in

8



Whitewater Creek embayment.

Comparisons of eutrophication-related variables measured at
stations associated with each cluster provided additional information
concerning the interactions between limnological condition and loading,
material transport, sedimentation, and lake morphology. Total phosphorus
and total nitrogen concentrations (Figure 7) decreased significantly
(p<0.05) from cluster 4 (upstream) through cluster 1 (downstream). In
addition, N/P molar ratios displayed significant between-cluster differences.
Stations associated with clusters 1 and 2 exhibited ratios at or near the
point (approximately 25) at which either nitrogen or phosphorus could limit
algal growth; nitrogen-limited algal growth would be expected at low N/P
ratios. Ratios for stations associated with clusters 3 and 4 indicated the
potential for phosphorus-limited algal growth (i.e., high N/P ratios).

Composite nutrient concentration (Walker 1985) is a predictor of
algal production which is independent of whether phosphorus or nitrogen
is limiting. Composite nutrient concentrations are calculated from an
empirical relation describing nutrient-chlorophyll responses for selected
(low turbidity) CE reservoirs. At high N/P ratios, composite nutrient
concentration approaches phosphorus concentration and is relatively
independent of nitrogen concentration; the opposite is true at low N/P
ratios. Composite nutrient concentrations for West Point Lake station
clusters (Figure 7), therefore, describe spatial patterns in algal growth
potential. In general, composite nutrient concentrations were highest in
upstream reaches of the lake (cluster 4) and lowest in downstream,
lacustrine reaches. However, it should be noted that this assessment does
not account for the presence of non-algal turbidity and light-limited effects
on algal growth (see discussion below).

Patterns in the distribution of chlorophyll ¢, Secchi disk
transparency, and nonalgal turbidity (see below) across clusters indicate the
importance of light regime in West Point Lake (Figure 8). Chlorophyll o
concentrations were, on average, lowest for cluster 4 and highest for cluster
2. Significant differences between cluster 1 and 3, which exhibited
intermediate average concentrations, were not found (p>0.05). Secchi disk
transparency increased from a minimum average value determined for
cluster 4 to a maximum determined for stations associated with cluster 1.

Nonalgal turbidity (NAT) describes the effect of non-chlorophyll-
related materials on light extinction (Walker 1982), and is determined from
the relation:

NAT = 1/Secchi + b(Chlorophyll)
In a review of chlorophyll and Secchi disk data for Corps of Engineer

reservoirs, Walker (1982) determined that a slope parameter (b) of 0.025
m7mg best described the observed relationship between Secchi disk



transparency, chlorophyll concentration and NAT. Applying this relation
to West Point Lake, there is a clear trend of decreasing NAT from
upstream areas (cluster 4) to downstream areas (Figure 8). While color or
the presence of dissolved material would also increase light extinction,
observations at West Point Lake would suggest that inorganic suspended
material is the primary source of nonalgal light extinction. Settling of this
material would, in part, account for observed declines in NAT at stations
distant from inflows.

Differences in NAT and nutrient availability may account for
observed differences in chlorophyll « concentrations across clusters (see
Figures 7 and 8). Stations associated with clusters 2 and 3 had moderate to
high chlorophyll « concentrations but marked differences in NAT. Stations
associated with cluster 3, all of which exhibited high nutrients and NAT
concentrations, were located in the upstream-third of the Chattahoochee
River arm, but downstream of the area strongly influenced by riverine
conditions. Stations associated with cluster 2 were located in the
Chattahoochee River arm near the confluence with the Yellowjacket Creek
arm, in White Water Creek embayment and in the downstream portion of
the Yellowjacket Creek arm. Nutrient concentrations at these sites were
relatively high (Figure 7), but nonalgal turbidity (Figure 8) was markediy
reduced. As discussed below, these clusters represent a transition from
turbidity-dominated to nutrient-dominated algal responses. Responses at
stations associated with cluster 1 appeared to be less affected by NAT.

Relationships between algal response, as indicated by chlorophyll o,
and nutrient conditions are presented in Figure 9. Ratios of chiorophyll o
concentration to total phosphorus and total nitrogen concentrations were
unexpectedly low, particularly for clusters with moderate to high NAT
(cluster 3 and 4). In general, changes in pigment to nutrient ratios from
upstream {o downstream suggest a trend of increased control of algal
response by nutrient conditions.

The chlorophyll-Secchi product (mg/m? discrimnates between algal-
dominated and turbidity-dominated light regimes, while composite nutrient
provides a indication of nutrient availability without regard to whether
nitrogen or phosphorus is limiting algal response. As presented in Figure
10, stations associated in cluster 1 exhibit moderate to low nutrient
concentrations and an algal response indicative of an algal-dominated light
regime (i.e., high chlorophyll-Secchi product). Because of this, changes in
nutrient concentrations would be expected to have a direct proportional
effect on algal response. Stations in cluster 4 are high in nutrients and
algal response clearly indicates a turbidity-dominated light regime (i.e., low
chlorophyll-Secchi product). Stations in this cluster would be relatively
insensitive to changes in nutrient availability. Clusters 2 and 3 contain
transitional stations. Since nutrient concentrations are relatively high and
light regime becomes more turbidity-dominated, these stations may be
sensitive to changes in either nutrients or turbidity.

10



4 LANDSAT Image Evaluation

Introduction

LANDSAT satellites, the first of which was launch in 1972, ushered
in the era of satellite remote sensing for observation of the earth’s land
and water areas. It provided, for the first time, systematic, repetitive,
relatively high resolution observation of the earth’s landcover. The
multispectral scanner (MSS) on board LANDSATS 1,2, and 3 proved to be
extremely valuable for deriving landcover information. The recent avail-
ability of high resolution satellite imagery has provided the potential for
updating map information relating to many environmental concerns in a
timely, accurate manner. The LANDSAT Thematic Mapper (TM) on
board LANDSATS 4 and 5 provided increased spectral, spatial, and
radiometric resolution. It offered seven spectral bands, 30-m resolution,
and a full 8-bit data range as compared to four bands, 80-m resolution, and
6-bit data range for the MSS. The French remote sensing satellite, SPOT,
provided a multispectral resolution of 20 m in three bands. It also included
the capability of providing a panchromatic (wide, single band) image at 10-
m resolution and stereo coverage because of its pointable sensors. The
potential for environmental land and water mapping provided by these
satellites has been and continues to be significant. The wavelengths
recorded by the TM sensor on LANDSATS 4 and 5 are presented below
(Campbell 1987, Verdin 1984).

WAVE-

BAND LENGTHS(yw) SPECTRAL REGION USE

1 0.45-0.52 blue-green soiliveg. separation,
coastal water mapping

2 (.52-0.60 green vegetation

3 0.63-0.69 red chlorophyll absorption

4 (.76-0.90 near-infrared water body
delineation, vegetation
vigor

5 1.55-1.75 mid-infrared vegetative moisture

6 10.4-12.5 thermal-infrared hydrothermal mapping

7 2.08-2.35 mid infrared plant heat stress,
geology

Additional information on the satellite sensors mentioned above, including
the wavelengths sensed in each band, and other sensors is available in L any
recent remote sensing textbook such as Campbell (1987).
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Research reported by Lathrop and Lillesand (1986), Ritchie and

~ Cooper (1988), Lira et al. (1992) and others validate the fact that water
surface temperature, chlorophyll ¢ Secchi depth, and especially turbidity
can be successfully mapped from LANDSAT TM data using ground truth
monitoring on the same day as the satellite overpass. Feeney (1992), using
data for two southeastern reservoirs, demonstrated that it may be possible
to develop a single model for turbidity from TM data which can be used on
multiple dates, as long as a method for normalizing the data for different
atmospheric conditions can be developed. Surface water temperatures can
be mapped relative to each other without requiring monitoring data
(Bartolucci and Chang, 1988) but to map actual temperatures requires at
least an average temperature over some monitored locations on the date of
the overpass is required.

Chlorophyll « appears to be considerably more difficult to map,
with or without ground truth monitoring, than are turbidity and
temperature. Changes in the composition of suspended matter and biota
during different seasons, and possibly at different locations in the reservoir
during the same season, are primary reasons for this difficulty (Verdin
1984). Also, the best relationship between surface reflectance data and
chlorophyll is often non-linear, as opposed to the simple linear
relationships generally found with the other parameters discussed here.
These and other considerations associated with the use of satellite and
airborne sensor data are discussed in Verdin (1984).

Analytical Methods

TM imagery data were acquired for June 8, 1991, and September
28, 1991. Date selection was based on a review of information describing
scene availability, cloud cover, and data quality. In-situ and water
chemistry data were collected coincident with these dates. As discussed in
Part 3, geographic references for these sampling locations were determined
by GPS and topographic maps.

Digital line graph (DLG) data were acquired for transportation,
hydrology, and hypsography (contour elevation data) for the eight USGS
1:100,000 quadrangle maps required to cover the West Point Lake area.
The hypsography DI.G was used to derive the watershed boundaries for
compiling landcover information. Elevation contours were digitized from
the pre-impoundment 1:24,000 quadrangle maps for the reservoir area in
order to derive bathymetry information.

LANDSAT TM data are planimetrically true (i.e., geometric
distortion removed) and, therefore, not in a projection commonly used for
mapping. In order to match the LANDSAT data with the monitoring data
and the DLG hydrography and hypsography layers, the TM data were
geographically referenced in the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM)
projection. This procedure was accomplished through the Earth Resources
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Data Analysis System (ERDAS) software package (ERDAS 1991). Several
"control points," or points which could be identified on both the TM data
and 1:24,000 topographic quadrangles, were chosen and a bilinear equation
was generated to resample the TM data to the UTM projection. Root
mean square errors (RMSE) were generated for every point and some
points were deleted in order to bring the overall RMSE error to below one
pixel width (30m). About 20 control points were used for each scene. A
nearest neighbor resampling algorithm was used in the georeferencing
process (ERDAS, 1991). This involved assigning each pixel in the output
grid the value of the nearest pixel in the raw TM data.

Water quality maps for turbidity, Secchi depth, chlorophyll o, and
temperature were developed based on comparisons of LANDSAT TM data
and measured surface water values at each sampling station. The average
values in TM bands 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6 for a 3- by 3-pixel window centered on
the sample point were derived as a method of reducing sensor noise
(Whitlock et al. 1982) and allowing for some error in sample site location.
Relationships between water quality and image data were evaluated using
regression analysis. |

Landcover classes were generated for that portion of the drainage
basin contiguous with West Point Lake using a multi-temporal, multi-
spectral landcover classification of the June and September TM data. An
unsupervised classification technique was used where the software attempts
to find natural spectral clusters in the data and the analyst assigns an
information class to each of the spectral classes (Campbell 1987). An
iterative clustering algorithm (ISODATA) was applied to the twelve 30-m
resolution bands from both dates using 80 for the number of clusters and
sampling every other row and column (ERDAS 1991). After the clustering
was performed using the ERDAS software, a minimum distance classifier
was applied to the entire data set. Using two-space plots of the means of
the clusters, spectral signatures (where the means are plotted for each
band), and stepping through the classes of the classified file using Earth
Resources Laboratory Software (ELAS), information classes or final
landcover classes were assigned to each of the 80 spectral classes. Acrial
photographs of the LaGrange 1:24,000 quad were used to aid in assigning
the actual landcover class.

Geographic information system (GIS) functions were used to
delineate subwatershed boundaries and to tabulate the landcover
distributions for each. GIS functions involving spatial relationships were
also employed to derive spectral/spatial regression analysis for the
chlorophyll « relationships.



Results and Discussion

Methodology and Water Quality Assessment

The TM data were of good quality. However, light haze, mostly
over land and near the dam was present, in the June scene. Infrared color
composites of the raw data using TM bands 4, 3, and 2 in red, green, and
blue, respectively, are shown in Figures 11 and 12. Maps describing
topography, hydrography, and transportation features for subbasins are
presented in Figures 13, 14, and 15, respectively.

Principal component (PC) transformation of the raw TM values was
propitious for water quality parameter regression purposes, particularly
because of the often significant correlations among turbidity, Secchi depth,
and chlorophyll « values (Lira et al. 1992). No advantages were found in
atiempting to apply the generated PCs to regression analyses for the West
Point Lake data, so raw TM data values were used in the regressions.
Reasons for the lack of improvement in the relationships for the PCs are
not well understood. For the September data, TM band 3 data alone were
very highly correlated with turbidity and highly and inversely correlated
with chlorophyll. Thus, a linear combination of bands was unnecessary for
regression purposes. For the June data, no combination of raw bands, PCs,
band ratios, or logarithmic transformations (Lathrop 1992) provided
significant correlations with chlorophyll « values while a two- band
combination generated a very good regression equation for turbidity (see
below). Spectral/spatial regressions, where TM band values in combination
with Easting and Northing (UTM coordinates) were used, provided greatly
improved mapping results for chiorophyll for both dates, both from a
statistical and visual standpoint.

As discussed above, regression results were very good for all
parameters for both dates except for the June chlorophyll « data.
Regression equations along with their associated number of sample points
(n), r’*value, and root mean square error (RMSE) are listed below.
Independent variables B1 through B7 refer to TM bands 1 through 7,
respectively.

June 8, 1991:

Turbidity (NTU) = -19.549-0.38057*B1+1.82908*B2
n=48 ’=0.934 RMSE=1.284

Secchi disk (m) = -1.989+0.12189*B1-0.18290*B2-0.06963* B4
n=47 r’=0.860 RMSE=0.188

Chlorophyll & (mg/m?) = 19.391-0.27049*B3
n=50 r’=0.257 RMSE=2.834
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Temperature (‘C)-— -51.406+0.57907*B6
n=48 r’=0.596 RMSE=0.508

September 28, 1991:

Turbidity (NTU) = -15.622+1.34174*B3
n=43 r’=0.989 RMSE=0.903

Secchi disk (m) =-1.791-0.04395*B3
n=42 r’=0.740 RMSE=0.192

Chlorophyll o (mg/m?) = 31.336-0.89312*B3
n=41 1’=0.746 RMSE=3.660

Temperature (‘C) = -63.097+0.68241*B6
n=39 r’=0924 RMSE=0.610

Temperatures derived from the TM thermal band (6) for both dates
are shown in Figure 16. The September image is obviously cooler than the
June image and shows less variation in temperature. The lower 1 for June
(0.596) is due in part to banding in the TM thermal band. The TM
sensor collects data in both the forward and backward sweep of a rotating
mirror. Very often the brightness is quite different for pixels acquired
during the forward sweep than those acquired in the backward sweep
resulting in banding approximately every 16 rows. The striping and banding
are usually most pronounced over water because the sensor is optimized
for land reconnaissance.

Based on work by Lira et al. (1992), it was expected that it would be
necessary to remove striping and banding from the TM data prior to data
analysis, but when the algorithm that had been used advantageously for
Kentucky Lake (Jones and Naugle 1990) was applied to the data no
improvement was provided. In fact, some additional striping had been
added to the data. This effect had been encountered previously for some
Kentucky Lake scenes where the variations in values caused by the striping
and banding were so small that the algorithm proved ineffective. The
derived maps of water parameters showed very little striping and banding
problems except for the temperature maps derived from the thermal IR
band which has very different characteristics from the other bands.

Figures 17, 18, and 19 display predicted turbidity, Secchi disk
depths, and chlorophyll o concentrations for both dates. Turbidity and
Secchi depth were, as expected, inversely related in both scenes. The
September chlorophyll regression, though statistically adequate, did not
show some of the spatial patterns obvious in the monitoring data(i.e. a
chlorophyll peak can be observed near the middle of the length of the
mainstem but cannot be seen in the derived map). As mentioned above,
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the June chlorophyll results were unacceptable using standard regression
techniques. Observation of the monitoring data for that date shows very
little variation and does not show the spatial relationship often seen on
other dates.

A spectral/spatial regression approach for chlorophyll was applied in
an attempt to improve the results from simple linear regression of the TM
data. Eastings and Northings of sample site locations (spatial data) and
combinations of the band values and the spatial data were added to the
regression analysis along with the raw band values. The results are shown
below and in Figure 20. The independent variables NOR and EAS refer
to Northing and Easting distances, respectively.

June 8§, 1991:

Chlorophyll « (mg/m? = -4955.5+161.279*B3+4952.75*NOR
-161.808*NOR*B3+0.986344*NOR*EAS*B2

n=48, RMSE=2.09, r’=0.684
September 28, 1991:

Chlorophyll & (mg/m? = -4636.37-455.28*B3+4631.309*NOR*EAS
+611.323*NOR*B2-608.581 *NOR*EAS*B2
+681.561*EAS*B3-228.814*NOR*EAS*B3
+0.940961*NOR*B4

n=39, RMSE=2.54, r’=(0.895

In addition to the improved r®value and lower RMSE, chlorophyll o
concentrations estimated using the spectral/spatial approach exhibit a
spatial distribution more similar to the distribution in observed data.
Noteable features of the distribution displayed in Figure 20 are the decline
in concentration at near-dam locations and a concentration maxima
downstream from the confluence of Yellowjacket Creek embayment, both
of which were apparent in the observed data.

Basin Definitions and Landcover Distributions

Basin boundaries are depicted in Figure 21. These basins were
delineated using the hydrography and hypsography DLGs. Landcover
distributions were derived from the multi-temporal, multi-spectral TM
classifications.

Forested areas represented over 50% of the watershed area
evaluated. Grass lands and crop areas together accounted for another
32%; areas dominated by urban landuses represented less than 5% of the
watershed. Landcover categories for the contiguous watershed are given in
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Table 2 and Figure 22.

Few differences in landcover distributions between sub-basins were
identified (Table 3). Differences included a higher urban use estimate for
the Yellowjacket Creek watershed and slightly higher grass land and forest
percentages for the Wehadkee Creek and White Water Creek watersheds,
respectively. The Yellowjacket Creek watershed includes portions of the
City of LaGrange, GA; however, it should be noted that much of this
urban area is located in the watershed of Long Cane Creek, which is
confluent with the Chattahoochee River downstream from West Point
Dam. Casual observation during this study confirms the predominance of
forested areas in White Water Creek watershed. Inactive farming
accounts, in part, for the increased percentage of grass land areas in the
Wehadkee Creek watershed. '
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5 Nutrient Loading
Characteristics of Selected
Tributary Streams

Introduction

Lakes and reservoirs receive water and material loads from the
surrounding watershed and these loads play a key role in determining water
quality. Large reservoirs frequently receive the majority such loads via a
single large tributary. Because of this, the potential inportance of loads
from smaller, secondary tributaries are often overlooked in water quality -
assessments. In the case of reservoirs with complex morphology, inputs
from such secondary sources may have significant local influences on water
quality. For instance, waters impounded in embayments and isolated coves
would experience limited exchange with the main portion of the reservoir
and would thus be expected to be strongly impacted by inputs from the
local watershed.

Selected secondary tributaries to West Point Lake were sampled
during 1991 as a2 means for assessing loading from sources other than the
Chattahoochee River. Tributaries included Whitewater and Thompson
Creeks, which drain predominantly forested areas and are confluent with
the lake through a small embayment located approximately midway
between the headwater and the dam. Also included were three tributaries
to the Yellowjacket Creek embayment; Yellowjacket Creek, Beech Creek
and Shoal Creek. Drainages for the streams exhibit a mix of landuse types
including forest, abandoned pasture, agriculture, and small urban
development.

Analytical Methods

Staff pauges were installed by the US Geological Survey, Georgia
District Office (USGS), at selected sites on Yellowjacket, Beech and
Shoals Creeks. For each creek, stafl gauge panels were afixed to the
downstream side of concrete box culverts, all of which were located on
Hammett Road within 0.5 to 1.0 km of the lake’s backwater in each
tributary channel. Stage-discharge relationships were established by the
USGS based on evaluations of observed stage elevations and periodic
measurements of stream flow and channel cross section. Stage elevations
recorded bimonthly on water quality sampling dates were converted to
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discharge using this relationship.

Staff gauges were not installed on Whitewater and Thompson
Creeks since suitable sites were not available. Discharges for these
tributaries were measured using a small rotating bucket meter. Muitiple
measurements were area-averaged using cross section geometry. Discharge
measurements were made bimonthly coincident with water quality sample
collection. Measurements for Thompson Creek were limited due to
difficulties in gaining access to private property.

Daily flows for each selected tributary were estimated by
comparison with daily flow values for New River recorded at the USGS
continuous monitor located on Georgia State Highway 100. Evaluations of
coincident historic data for the period 1978 to 1984 for USGS gauges were
performed as a means for predicting flows in Yellowjacket Creek based on
flows in New River. The resulting quadratic equation accounted for 89%
of the variability in observed flows for Yellowjacket Creek. This
relationship was used to generate daily flows for 1991 for Yellowjacket
Creek based on recorded flows for New River for 1991 (Figure 23).

Since historical gauge records were not available to Shoal, Beech
and Whitewater Creeks, flow relationships between New River and these
tributaries were assessed based on instantaneous flow measurements
collected in 1991 and coincident daily flow values recorded at the New
River gauge. Linear relationships accounted for greater than 80% of the
variability in flows in Shoal and Beech Creeks, but only 65% of the
variability in flows for Whitewater Creek. Limited data availability
precluded a similar assessment for Thompson Creek.

Water quality samples were collected bimonthly at mid-channel in
each tributary stream. Filtered and unfiltered (0.45- . glass fiber filter)
samples were preserved with sulfuric acid and shipped to the laboratory for
analysis. Analyses included major nutrients (nitrogen, phosphorus and
carbon), selected metals (iron and manganese) and total suspended solids.
Analytical procedures for nutrients and metals followed those described in
Part III. Total suspended solids was determined gravimetrically as the dry
weight of material retained by a 0.45- . glass fiber filter.

Nutrient loads for each tributary were estimated using the data
reduction program FLUX (Walker 1985). Flux combines information
regarding discrete measurements of water chemistry and instantaneous

flow, and continuous daily flow to estimate the mass flux of material
throughout seasonal or annual periods.

Results and Discussion

Similar patterns of the change in the concentrations of total
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phosphorus , total nitrogen and total organic carbon were observed for all
tributary streams (Figure 24-27). In general, total phosphorus
concentrations decreased from spring to late summer while total organic
carbon concentrations were relatively unchanged. Total nitrogen
concentrations exhibited marked seasonal differences. Concentrations were
low in spring and late summer, but high during late spring and early
sumimer.

Changes in total phosphorus concentrations appeared to be flow
dependent while those for total nitrogen concentrations were clearly
related to seasonal events and not flow. Total phosphorus concentrations
increased with flow in Yellowjacket, Beech and Shoal Creeks. Similar flow-
related increases were not observed for Whitewater Creek. Flow-related
changes in total nitrogen concentration were not apparent for any of the
tributaries and only Beech Creek exhibited changes in total organic carbon
with increases in flow.

Mass loadings and watershed nutrient export rates differed
markedly between drainages (Table 4). Water and mass loadings were
highest for Yellowjacket Creek. as were average concentrations of both
total phosphorus and nitrogen. While the total phosphorus concentrations
for Beech, Shoal and Yellowjacket Creeks were similar, that for
Whitewater Creeks was markedly lower. Total nitrogen concentrations for
Beech, Shoal and Whitewater Creeks were similar and markedly lower than
that for Yellowjacket Creek. These differences may reflect differences in
landuse.

While mass loadings reflect both nutrient concentration and flow,
nutrient export rates (Table 4) reflect watershed characteristics, including
landuse. Beaulac and Reckhow (1982) examined nutrient export
relationships for a wide variety of landuses and provided a summary of data
distributions for selected landuse types. Export values for phosphorus and
nitrogen for West Point Lake tributaries were unexpectedly low by
comparison. Export values for all four tributary watersheds approached
minimum reported values for urban and agricultural landuses. However,
relative differences between tributaries seemed reasonable based on
observed differences in landuse. Export rates were highest for
Yellowjacket Creek, the watershed expected to be influenced by urban
development, and lowest for Whitewater Creek, which drains a relatively
undisturbed watershed. Export rates for Shoal and Beech Creeks were
intermediate.

Unexpectedly low export values may have been related to sample
design or hydrology. Sampling effort was limited to the period April
through early November when flows would have been seasonally low.
During such a period, runoff would be minimal as would storm-related
material transport. Also, contributing area would decrease with reduced
flow. Since the export rates reported in Table 4 were computed as mass
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load divided by total watershed area, decreases in contributing area would
result in underestimation of export rates.
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6 Evaluation of Response
Areas

Introduction

West Point Lake is composed of several morphometrically destinct
areas, many of which are easily identified in Figure 1. The main body of
the lake is the largest of these and consists of the Chattahoochee River
portion of the lake, including the thalweg and impounded waters closely
associated with it. Constrictions of the channel at bridge crossings further
define subdivisions of the main body. The flooding of numerous tributary
flood plains created a system of embayments, several of which have
expansive surface areas and large volumes. The degree to which these
latter features influence or are influenced by the main body of the lake are
unclear.

The existence of morphologically and hydrologically distinct areas in
the lake, many of which receive local inputs from tributaries and shoreline
areas, suggests that water quality conditions may vary spacially and
temporally. Analyses of satellite imagery (Part 4) and limnological surveys
of surface waters (Part 3) provided initial clues to the scope and nature of
variability within and between various areas of the lake.

This variability and its potential importance in understanding lake
conditions was assessed using three methods, each of which addressed
variablity on different time scales. First, sediment samples were collected to
examine the material accumulation history through the life of the lake and
to compare histories at different sites. Second, biological accumulations on
artifical substrates and sediments were studied in order to compare
contemporary differences cumulative over periods of months. Lastly, depth
profile surveys of these sites were made to examine the internal
distributions of suspended materials and how these distributions compare
throughout the lake.

Four sites were chosen from areas assumed a priori to be
representative of regions of the lake having differing water quality
responses. Included were three embayment areas and one area in the main
portion of the lake. As was done for limnological surveys, stations were
established at or near buoys. Locations for these studies included buoy
WWC2TC at the confluence of Whitewater Creek and Thompson Creek,
buoy YC13JC at the confluence of Yellowjacket Creek and Jackson Creek,
buoy 71 in the mainstem and WES3, a location in the embayment
immediately east of buoy 71 (Figure 28). These sites were chosen in order
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to include a small embayment without significant inflows (WES3), a large
embayment with few anthropogenic influences in the watershed
(WWC2TC), the mainstem (71), and a large embayment with potential
urban influences (YC13JC).

Analytical Methods

Collection and Preparation of Sediment Samples and Benthos.

Surface sediments were collected and analyzed for the biological
community content on the assumption that those communities would
integrate water quality responses over periods of weeks to months. In
addition, quantitative sediment cores were collected for physical and
chemical characterization of sediments at each location.

Three surface sediments were collected at each station using a 15-
c¢m Ekman dredge lowered from a boat. Samples were passed through a
series of sieves to remove materials finer than 200 p.  All retained
organisms were preserved in 70% alcohol for later identification and
enumeration using microscopic techniques (American Public Health
Association 1989).

Sediment cores were collected using a single-barrel Wildco Core
Sampler (Wildco Supply Co., Saginaw, Michigan) fitted with polyethylene
liners and plastic core retainers. The corer was equipped with a stabilizer
fin that maintained the barrel in a vertical position as it descended through
the water column. Fifteen cores were collected randomly at each station.
Of these, the five which appear to retain the greatest core integrity
following collection, transportation and storage were selected for analysis.

Cores were maintained in a vertical position, in the dark at 4 °C,
with overlying lake water within the core liner during transport and storage.
Cores were stored under refrigeration until processed in the laboratory.
Five cores from each of the four response areas were sectioned. Methods
for sectioning and analysis of sediment cores followed, whenever possible,
those of Gunkel et al. (1984) and Ashby (1987), to facilitate comparison
with previous West Point Lake sediment analyses, and for analytical
uniformity. Immediately prior to sectioning, the surface water overlying
each core was removed by vacuum aspiration without disturbing the
surficial sediments. Sediment was extruded from each core in 5-cm
segments. The volume of each 5-cm section was approximately 79.5 cm?®

Each section was placed in a pre-weighed, acid-washed weighing
boat and the wet weight determined. Samples were then sealed into a
Whirl-Pak and manually homogenized. Eighty grams of homogenized wet
sediment were then removed to a 250-ml polycarbonate tube and
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centrifuged in a Sorvall SS-3 Automatic Centrifuge (Dupont Instruments,
Wilmington, DE) equipped with a Sorvall GSA rotor for 10 minutes at
10,000 rpm to remove interstitial water (Gunkel et al. 1984). The
supernatant was removed and retained for analysis. The interstitial water
supernatant was removed and quantified using an acid-washed 50-ml
polypropylene syringe. The supernatant was extruded from the syringe
through a 0.4-p polycarbonate filter (Nucleopore Corp., Saginaw,
Michigan) fitted into a filter holder. These interstitial water samples were
digested and stored for later analysis. After recording it’s volume, the
centrifugate (sediment remaining after decantation of the supernatant) was
packaged, recorded in Whirl-Paks and homogenized. Eight to twenty-five
grams of this wet sediment (after centrifugation) were dried (24 hours, 108
°C), ground to a powder and repackaged in new Whirl-Paks.

Collection and Analysis Biota Attached to Artificial Substrates

Because suspended and swimming organisms are mobile, organisms
colonizing surfaces are more likely to integrate the effects of changing
limnological characteristics into their life histories and to indicate the
effects of integrated limnological characteristics in their communities.
However, surface colonizers are strongly affected by the nature of the
surface they are colonizing, its chemical composition, color and texture.
Therefore, the use of standard artificial substrates minimizes the
differential effect of substrate type.

Hester-Dendy artificial substrate assemblies (American Public
Health Association 1989) were deployed at each response area in order to
accumulate colonizing organisms over intervals of approximately one
month. Replicate assemblies were deployed from buoys at a depth of
approximately 1 meter. A depth of 1 meter was selected because the
processes in the epilimnion were the ones of primary interest for this study.
Most of the productivity of the lake occurs in the photic zone which is
approximately the same depth as the epilimion. Two deployments were
completed in 1991 (July and September) and four in 1992 (May, June, July,
August).

At the end of each colonization period, substrates were removed
from the field, placed in plastic sample bags and refrigerated until
processed in the laboratory. Each Hester Dendy assembly was removed
from the bag and disassembled into component plate surfaces. The surface
of each plate was cleaned using a brush and rinsed with water in order to
remove colonizing organisms. Where sediments became incorporated into
the accumulations, the sample was washed through a 200-pu screen which
retained colonizing invertebrate organisms. The organisms collected in this
way were placed in labeled bottles and preserved with 70% alcohol for
later identification and enumeration.

Enumeration was accomplished microscopically in the laboratory.
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Major taxcnomic groups were identified and the number of individuals in
each category counted. Results were reported as totals for each sample and
viewed in terms of relative abundance.

Analysis of Sediment Cores

Four aliquots (1-2 g each) of the homogenized wet sediment (after
centrifgation) were placed in pre-weighed, acid-washed crucibles and
weighed before and after drying for 24 hours at 108 °C (Wetzel & Likens
1991). Samples were then ashed at 550 °C for 1 hour (Hakanson & Janson
1983) and reweighed.

Loss on ignition was calculated using the equation (H#kanson and
Janson 1983):

%1G = ((gDW-gIR)/gDW) x 100
where:

%1G = percent loss on ignition
gDW = dry weight of sediment (gm)
gIR = inorganic residue after ashing (gm)

Loss on ignition can serve as an estimate of sediment organic carbon
content if %IG is greater than 10% (Ryding and Borg 1973 in Hikanson
and Janson 1983).

Bulk density was calculated using the equation (H#kanson and
Janson 1983):
e = (100 x p)/(100+(W+IG%(p,-1))
where:
p= bulk density (gm/cm?)
IG° = the loss on ignition as percent of
total wet weight
pn = the density of the solid particles

(gfem’)

W = percent water content (see below)
Water content was calculated using the equation:

W = ((Wt - Ws)/Wt)100

where:
W = percent water content
Wt = total wet weight of sediment (gm)
Ws = dry weight of sediment solids (gm)

Total phosphorus and total nitrogen of the sedimenis were
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determined by colorimetric analyses after a persulfate oxidation digestion
modified from Raveh and Avnimelech (1979). The surface and bottom
sections of each core were digested, in order to gain information as to
historical changes in the sediments. Four replicate samples were digested
from each core section. Dry sediment (0.1 gm) was placed in an acid-
washed 125-ml Erlenmeyer flask containing 50 ml of glass-distilled water
and 4.0 gm of K, HSO, Flasks were capped with glass refluxer caps and
digested in an autoclave (15 psi, 121 °C) for 2 hours. The digested samples
were then cooled and allowed to settle overnight. At least four 10-ml
samples of the supernatant were pipetted from each flask into scintillation
vials for analysis.

Total phosphorus was assayed using the ascorbic acid reduction
method (American Public Health Association 1989), after neutralization of
the supernatant from each digested subsample with 10M NaOH. Total
nitrogen analysis of the persulfate-digested supernatant followed a 24-hour
reduction to ammonium with approximately 0.4 gm DeVarda’s Alloy (50%
Cu, 45% Al, 5% Zn). Total nitrogen was determined using the phenate
method (American Public Health Association 1989). Colorimetric
determination of total nitrogen was accomplished using a Technicon AAII
system (Technicon Industrial Systems, Tarrytown, NY).

Total phosphorus content of interstitial water samples was
determined using the ascorbic acid reduction method (American Public
Health Association 1989), following digestion of each 10-ml sample with 0.2
gm K2H.SO,in the autoclave for 1 hour and neutralization of each
subsample with 10M NaOH.

Sediment samples for analyses of total iron and total manganese
were digested using hot acid (American Public Health Association 1989).
Approximately 0.1 g of dried sediment was placed in a 100-ml beaker
containing 50 ml of aqua-regia acid (1:3 HNO;HCl) and heated,
uncovered, to near dryness. After cooling, samples were subjected to two
treatments, each of which involved adding 3 ml of aqua-regia, covering the
beaker with a watch glass to capture condensate, and heating to near
dryness. After cooling, samples were diluted to 50 ml for subsequent
analysis. Analyses were conducted on an atomic absoprtion
spectrophotometer using an air-acetylene flame (Model 4000,
Bodenseewerk Perkin-Elmer and Company, Uberlingen, Germany).

In-situ Transmissometry

The quantity, nature and distribution of suspended material was
evaluated using transmissometry. The instrument, a prototype described in
detail by Robertson (1992), differs from previous transmissometers in that
it employs three wavelengths of light and has the capability of directly
measuring scatterance as well as transmittance in three wavelengths; red,
green and amber. The implications of this capability are discussed in
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Robertson (1992), as well as Schreiner (1983). -

Measurements were made throught the water column at each of
the response areas as well as longitudinally through much of the
Chattahoochee River portion of the lake. Stations were selected to attain
maximum depth, with freedom from fouling objects (e.g., submerged
vegetation). Mcasurements were made at approximately 1-m depth intervals
and the data collected were used to develop a two dimensional view of the
distribution of light-modifying materials.

Because of the time necessary for such surveys and the liklihood
that nephelometric conditions in the water column are slow to change
except in headwater areas, only one complete survey was performed on 28-
29 July 1992, and was considered as typical for summer conditions for West
Point Lake.

Results

Sediment charécteristics

Although five replicate cores were analyzed from each station in
West Point Lake, samples are not strictly comparable by depth between
cores (depth, in this sense, relates to the linear position down the length of
the core.) Because the rate of sedimentation varies both spatially and
temporally in any lacustrine system, sediment characteristics and nutrient
content at depth in any core vary, and a simple combination of all replicate
samples for a sampling station, at a given core depth, would produce
erroneous trends, if any. Hence, data in this report were examined in
several combinations, to discover real historical trends, where present, at
each sampling station.

The depth of sediment in the collected cores (Table 5) from all
stations ranged from 3 - 50 cm. The mean depth of sediment cores was
approximately 23-29 cm at all stations except YC13JC which was markedly
less (mean of approximately 15 cm). Although YC13JC was located at the
confluence of Yellowjacket and Jackson Creek, sediment accumulation at
that location was less than at other study areas over the present history of
West Point Lake.

The depth of the water column at each core site (Table 6) was
similar for all locations except WES3 which was significantly shallower than
other sites. WES3 was a small embayment which had no significant
tributary although sediment core lengths at WES3 were among the greatest
collected. Either the accumulated sediments at WES3 originated in the
adjacent mainstem arca of West Point Lake, or they originated as eroded
soils from the adjacent banks of the embayment. The depth of collected
sediment in each core was not strongly related to water depth at the

27



collection site, when compared using regression analysis.

Bulk density, water content, and loss on ignition (organic content)
are measured gravimetrically and are strongly related numerically and
physically. Therefore, any one of these measures of sediment character
should show the same or similar trend with regard to some independent
variable. As such, bulk density, water content, and loss on ignition should
be judged as a group (Tables 7-10; Hakanson and Jansson 1983).

Bulk density assays for all cores from all stations ranged from 1.5 to
4.8 (Figure 29). Minimum bulk densities (1.7 - 2.17) were observed in the
organic surface sediments of four cores from Station WWC2TC and values
in that range were observed at surface depths for other stations as well.
Maximum bulk densities (>3.5) were observed at a depth of 15-20 cm in
cores at Station WES3, and throughout core depths at Station YC13JC.
Most of the samples from cores taken at YC13JC had bulk densities >2.8.

These results indicate that except for station YC13JC, surface
sediments have greater organic content than deeper sediments, especially at
71 and WES3. Humus has a bulk density of 1.3 - 1.5 and must compose a
major proportion of sediments with bulk densities less than 2.2. Clays have
a bulk density of 2.2 - 2.6, clays and silts have a bulk density of 2.6 - 2.85
and sand (quartz) has a bulk density of 2.5 - 2.8 (Hakanson and Janson
1983). Bulk density values for the cores of stations 71, WES3, and YC13IC
indicate that for most locations on West Point Lake, sediments are
dominated by clays and silts. Decreasing organic content with depth into
the sediments could be the result of increased deposition of organic
material over time or the result of decomposition of organic materials in
the deeper sediments.

The water content of all cores for all stations ranged from 16.6% to
59.5% (Figure 30). The greatest water content (>35%) was measured
from depths 0 - 25 cm at station WWC2TC, the upper 10 ¢cm of four
cores from station WES3 and throughout the 50 cm depth of the remaining
core from that station, and the upper 16 cm in two cores and throughout
the remaining three cores of Station 71. Station YC13JC consistently had
the least water content (< 30%). The water content of most of the
surficial sediments was 35%, with the exception of those from YC13JC.

The water content of sediments is generally low in shallow, high-
energy areas and high in deeper areas of lakes where sediments often
exhibit a greater proportion of organic material. Also, water content usually
decreases with depth in sediment cores due to compaction (Hakanson and
Janson 1983). Each of these trends were found in West Point Lake. Except
for one very deep core, water content of sediments at WES3 consistently
decreased with depth into the sediments. That trend was also visible at
station WWC2TC but not as clear at station 71 which contained sediments
dominated by organics, clays and siits.
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Moisture content is strongly related numerically to water content (r?
> 0.9 in all cases) and is not considered further in this report because of

that redundancy.

Loss on ignition is a strong indicator of sediment organic content
(Hakanson and Jansson 1983), which is important as a substrate for
organismal growth as well as for determining the physical characteristics of
sediments. Its presence can be estimated from the loss of mass following
combustion of dried sediments in a furnace.

Loss on ignition (Figure 31) compared to the total dry mass was
approximately 10% in most surficial sediment samples, except at station
YC13JC where values were usually less than 10% and station WES3, which
was 10% or less except for one long core. Loss on ignition decreased
slightly at deeper levels of most cores. Hakanson and Jansson (1983)
clearly demonstrated that where loss on ignition values were 10% or
greater, the carbon content of sediments could be reliably estimated as
one-half of the loss on ignition. At values less than 10%, the proportion of
carbon was greatly diminished and difficult to estimate using this method.
Such small amounts of carbon are likely to occur in several cores at station
YC13JC and in one core each at stations 71 and WWC2TC. If the
maximum values at each station are considered to be the maximum
deposition and typical of that condition, then several cores at station
WWC2TC, one at station WES3 and most cores at station 71 had large
depositions of carbon throughout much of the lake history. Only the most
surficial sediments at station YC13JC had such significant carbon content.

Statistical relationships between water content, bulk density,
moisture content and loss on ignition are listed in Table 11. These
analyses employed only those cores for which the data did not contain
obvious outliers resulting from known problems with laboratory analyses or
core storage. These analyses considered the sediments with interstitial pore
water extracted. The variation among these results indicates that sediments
at most sites in West Point Lake are far from uniform with respect to
depth. An exception was station WES3, located adjacent to mainstem
station 71, which showed a strong correlation with depth for all four gross
sediment parameters if the one obvious outlier was excluded from the
analyses. Station WWC2TC showed the next strongest relationship with
one outlier removed.

Hakanson and Jansson (1983) also presented several examples of
the well-established positive relationships between sediment nitrogen
content and organic content estimated by loss on ignition. This would
similarly indicate deposition of nitrogen throughout the lake’sistory at
stations 71, WES3, and WWC2TC but not at station YC13JC.

The phosphorus content of lake sediments is related to shoreline
erosion, allochthonous inputs from streams draining the watershed,
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autochthonous processes removing dissolved phosphorus from the water
and depositing it as sedimenting particulates, and aeolian sources. This
latter source is often neglected. In West Point Lake, the most likely
sources included allochthonous inflows (Chattahoocheee River and
tributary streams) and autochthonous fixation of dissolved phosphorus by
plankton communities.

As was discussed in Part IIlI, there were observabie trends in
phosphorus concentrations in which greatest concentrations were observed
upstream and at greater depth in deep water. This trend was true for both
total phosphorus and dissolved phosphorus measured as soluble reactive
phosphorus. Because there was also a trend for greatest surface turbidity at
upstream stations, phosphorus was likely removed from lake waters by
sedimentation of both allochthonous particulates that contributed to
turbidity as well as by sedimentation of autochthonous particies which
contained previously dissolved phosphorus. Both of these processes would
impact the water quality of West Point Lake and would be reflected by
accumulation and distribution of phosphorus in the sediment cores.

Sediment total phosphorus (Table 12 and Figure 32) ranged from
less than 1.0 to greater than 3 mg/gm dry weight. Greatest values were
observed in samples from the surface of cores from stations WW2TC, 71
and WES3; lowest values were at station YC13JC. Gunkel et al. (1984)
determined that the total phosphorus content of West Point Lake
sediments ranged from 1.7 - 1.01 mgP/gm when surveyed in 1983.
Concentrations determined here were comparable, but only at the bottom
of each core and throughout the core for station YC13JC.

Nitrogen in sediments is unlikely to have a geologic origin.
Therefore, nitrogen must either originate as allochthonous organic material
input with stream inflows or as material fixed autochthonously from
dissolved nitrogen in the lake. Sediment total nitrogen (Table 12) ranged
from less than 4.3 to greater than 8 mgN/gm. Greatest values were in
samples from the surface of cores from stations WW2TC, 71 and WES3;
minimum values were at station YC13JC.

Comparison of the nitrogen content of surface sediments with that
at greater depths showed no significant difference. Gunkel et al. (1984)
reported average concentrations of between 1.18 and 1.80 mgN/gm. This
study found average concentrations 2 to 4 times as great as those observed
by Gunkel et al. (1984) even in deep sediments that should have been
there during their study.

Interstitial water represents a potential source of error in sediment
analysis. For this reason, many of the analyses were repeated with
interstitial water in the sediments to discover such differences, if any.
Tables 13-16 present combined values (mean + 1 standard deviation) for all
cores sampled at a station, by depth, including interstitial pore water. The
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observed trends for bulk density, loss on ignition, water and moisture
content were similar with and without interstitial water.

Statistical relationships between water content, bulk density,
moisture content and loss on ignition are listed in Table 17. These
analyses considered the sediments with interstitial pore water included. As
with the analyses without pore water, the variation among these results
indicates that sediments at most sites in West Point Lake are far from
uniform as a function of depth with the exception of Station WES3.
Station WES3, adjacent to mainstem station 71, showed a strong
correlation with depth for all four gross sediment parameters if the one
obvious outlier was excluded from the analyses. Station WWC2TC showed
the next strongest relationship with one outlier removed. Examination of
the statistics showed that inclusion of pore water did aid the correlation of
sediment characteristics with depth.

The results of phosphorus and nitrogen analyses of sediments
inluding interstitial water are presented in Table 18. The results and trends
were similar to those found for sediments from which interstitial water was
removed.

Assays of the interstitial water extracted by centrifugation of the
wet sediment (Table 19) were compromised by what was ultimately
discovered to be leakage of particulate material through breaches in the
polycarbonate filters. Thus, a number of interstitial water measurements
estimate unrealistically high levels of total phosphorus.

Gunkel et al. (1984} measured 0.12 -0.16 mgP/L in the interstitial
water extracted from cores removed from Wehadkee Creek and
Yellowjacket Creek. If all interstitial water samples are considered, only
those samples from station YC13JC approximate the values determined by
Gunkel et al. (1984). The greater concentrations found in the
contemporary sediments indicates a net accumulation of nutrients in the
sediments over time.

Table 20 provides a comparison of phosphorus and nitrogen
content of the West Point Lake sediments with and without interstitial
pore water as weel as for the interstitial water alone. Concentrations of
nutrients in the pore water were sufficient for the pore water to be
considered an important nutrient component of the sediments except for
station WWC2ZTC, where pore water phosphorus was a minor contituent of
the sediments. Pore water was a major site for phosphorus in the sediments
at other locations with the greatest proportional contribution at station
WES3. This indicates that for much of West Point Lake phosphorus exists
in a highly mobile form for much of the sediments and could be available
to the lake water under the right conditions for such an exchange. Such
conditions will occur if concentrations of nutrients in the overlying water
column decrease. With the resultant concentration gradient, dissolved
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constituents could be transported from sediments to water. In addition,
changes in sediment redox state (e.g., onset of anoxia) would convert
sedimentary nutrients to dissolved forms allowing increased mobilization.
Increased biological activity by borrowing insect larvae would also mediate
such a mobilization as would other physical disturbances which would
increase contact between sediment and overlying water.

Biotic Assemblages - Sediment

While sediments have accumulated over the life of the lake and
have thereby integrated many of the limnological characteristics of West
Point Lake, other components of the lake ecosystem integrate these
characteristics over shorter time intervals. Macroinvertebrates, especially
insects, complete life cycles over seasons or years and their communities
may indicate the integrated limnological characteristics over those times.
Macroinvertebrate communities in the sediments are likely to reflect by
their composition and abundance the integrated characteristics of the
sediment habitats they occupy. Communities of macroinvertebrates
colonizing the response areas were stidied and compared during the two
summer seasons of 1991 and 1992. Results indicate that important
ecological differences exist between response areas.

Microscopic examination of the sediment biota identified eleven
major groups of organisms important to the benthic macrofauna of West
Point Lake (Table 21) and common to many freshwater environments. Of
these groups, five were dominant organisms for at least one of the sample
locations. Organisms which were identified but not dominant included
Coelenterates (Hydra), the water mite (Hydracaring), nematodes,
caddistlies ( Cyrnellus fraternus), the Chironomidae (Diptera) and a
ceratopogonid fly (Diptera).

Chaoborus is one of the most important organisms in aquatic
systems and one of the numerically dominant predators on the plankton. Its
life cycle includes a larval stage in which often dense populations exhibit
diel vertical migrations through the water column. They may inhabit the
sediments during day and prey upon the plankton at night. Because of this
the quality of both sediments and the water column are important
determinants of their population growth.

Relative abundance (the number of organisms in a particular group
divided by the total number of organisms per sample) is useful in
comparing non-quantitative population samples such as sediments collected
with a dredge. Station 71 had the greatest average relative abundance of
Chaoborus (Table 21), and although it was adjacent to station 71, station
WES3 had the least relative abundance of Chaoborus Throughout the
survey, Chaoborusrepresented approximately 10% to 40% of the benthos.
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Aquatic members of Class Oligochaeta are obligate sediment
organisms and their distributions are related to sediment characteristics
such as composition and texture. In West Point Lake, they composed a
greater proportion of the benthos at station 71 (approximately 40-45% of
all organisms) than other regions of the lake especially station YC13JC
where they represented less than 5% of the benthic organisms. In general,
Oligochaeta were more dominant nearer the mainstem of the lake.

The Cladocera and the Ostracoda are both members of the
Crustacea and in aquatic environments, some genera of the Cladocera and
many of Ostracoda seem to be adapted to benthic habitats. In West Point
Lake, they had almost identical distributional trends in the sediments. They
were least represented in the benthos at station YC13JC (Figure 33) and
most at WES3 (Figure 34). Genera adapted for benthic life occasionally
inhabit the plankton, temporarily at least, but usually remain near the
sediment surface. However, the range of variation in West Point Lake
(approximately 2%-15%) was insufficient for strong conclusions about
sediment characteristics.

Members of Copepoda were dominant in all locations on West
Point Lake except station 71. In the response areas, they composed
approximately 50% to 80% numerically of all organisms but less than 10%
at station 71.

Taken with the distributions of the other benthic organisms, a
pattern is clear. The mainstem tends to be dominated by Oligochaeta and
Chaoboridae whereas the reponse areas tend to be dominated by
Copepoda. This is a strong indication that the mainstem sediments are
more typical of eutrophic or polluted habitats than the response areas.
Cole (1979) stated, “the profundal benthos of eutrophic lakes is
distinguished by a few hardy forms that can tolerate low levels of oxygen.”
Among these organisms, he includes a few species of Oligochaeta and
Chaoborus, the dominant organisms at mainstem station 71.

Biotic Assemblages - Artificial Substrates

Organisms colonizing artificial substrates in one month of exposure
in West Point Lake included members of Phylum Crustacea, several
representatives of Insecta (Trichoptera and Diptera), Coelenterata ( Hydra),
Nematoda and Annelida.

The Crustacea included Cladocera, Copepoda and Ostracoda.
Although finer taxonomic distinctions were not made, most of the
Cladocera were Sida crystalling a common benthic cladoceran. Copepoda
were frequently encountered but were not prevalent and probably were
recruited from the plankton. Ostracoda were occasionally important. The
Coelenterata were solely represented by Hydra a common benthic organism
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but infrequent in the study communities. Oligochaeta (Annelida or

. segmented worms) were common in these communities but rarely major
components. Nematoda were occasionally important components of the
colonizing assemblages. Insect larvae, especially members of Diptera and
Trichoptera were always present and usually dominated the colonizing
assemblages. Trichoptera were represented by Cyrnellus fraternus which
often was as dominant as the combined Chironomidae. Occasionally the
dipteran larvae of Stenochironomus sp. was an important component of the
fauna. On those occasions it was enumerated separately.

The most abundant organism of all samples was Cladoceran, Sida
crystalling. This benthic cladoceran is highly motile and often inhabits the
plankton in lakes as well as the benthos. However, its occurence is
scasonal, and at times ephemeral and little conclusion can be drawn from
its presence or absence other than its commonplace nature. It seemed to
be dominant when other organisms were least represented.

If this Cladoceran was neglected, then a trend of greater
accumulation later in the year was displayed for all stations (Figures 35-40).
Trichoptera (caddisflies) are dominant at all stations later in the year. The
Chironomidae were the other dominant group at many locations and times.

Station 71, the mainstem location, was dominated early by
Chironomidae and later by Trichoptera. The adjacent location, WES3,
showed an early dominance by Chironomidae and a later codominance with
Trichoptera. Surprisingly, station WWC2TC showed dominance trends
similar to station 71. Trends at station YC13JC were obscured by the
absence of data for several complete samples.

Neglecting the Cladocerans, station WES3 was consistently the
most productive site for organismal accumulation. Station 71, adjacent to
station WES3, was similar. With the exceptions of July 1992 and September
1991, WWC2TC was the least productive (Figures 35-40).

Dominant organisms varied in timing and location but were
consistently either Trichoptera or Diptera (Chironomidae) if not Cladocera.
Although sediment organisms contained both of these groups, members of
Oligochaeta were not dominant at any time on the artificial substrates and
unlike the sediments where Oligochaeta was often dominant.

Transmissometry

Tables 22-31 contain the light field information collected from one
complete survey of the mainstem region of West Point Lake. This
information included transmittance, scatterance, upwelling and downwelling
irradiance, temperature, attenuance and absorbance. The optical data
relating to specific light field characteristics was further discriminated into
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specific wavelengths of light, red (660 nm), amber (605 nm), and green
(555 nm).

Upwelling and downwelling irradiance was not wavelength specific
and was relative to the surface intensity of solar radiation impacting the
lake at the time of the measurement. This data was collected mainly for
reference while assessing the other optical characteristics.

Transmittance, scatterance, absorbance and attenuance are
measured or calculated characteristics water which are independent of solar
radiation. They do, however, allow examination of all of the components of
the light extinction coefficient in water and as such allow prediction of the
submarine light field given solar irradiance. The advantage of measuring
the components independently is that they are not sensitive to changing
conditions of incoming light energy.

Attenuance and absorbance were calculated from the transmittance
and scatterance measures and are included here for reference. This
discussion centers mainly on transmittance and scatterance as measures of
water clarity at depth and turbidity at depth.

Tables 22-31 show a typical pattern that has been observed in other
warm monomictic reservoirs in the Southeast. Turbid headwaters enter the
reservoir and eventually submerge beneath warmer waters that have
greater clarity and fewer dissolved materials. In West Point Lake, this
process is well developed by station 71. The suspended materials
responsible for turbidity in inflows tends to settle slowly, depending upon
composition and size, and this turbid zone becomes restricted to bottom
depths (Figure 41).

Results of the LANDSAT surveys show distinct distributions of
turbid materials at the surface of West Point Lake that diminish from
headwaters to the forebay region of the lake. This trend is typical for large
reservoirs having turbid inflow. The survey of optical characteristics
showed, however, that these materials continued downstream after they
were no longer surficially apparent. The stations (which correspond to buoy
designations except for WESI in the middle of the forebay) show a steady
progression of deepening of the lake and deepening of the turbid flow
from upstream regions to downstream regions.

Eventually, these materials occupy the hypolimnetic region of the
lake and enter an environment conducive to chemical transformations of
these materials into such forms as reduced metals, sulfides, and dissolved
nutrients.

There was evidence that nepheloid material (light-scattering

particles) in the main body of the lake downstream (near stations
WES1-38) was different from similarly distributed materials upstream in the
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main body of the lake. This was based on the tendency of the materials to
absorb green and red light in a different manner. Such a result could be
due to settling of clays and silt particles upstream and replaced by
chemically altered particles in the hypolimnion downstream where
processes existed such as chemical oxidation and reduction.

Near the bottom of the euphotic zone, a secondary nepheloid
(light-scattering) structure often develops and is associated with such
processes as settling plankton and chemical cycling between the
hypolimnion and epilimnion. Such a structure is not observed widely in the
tributary embayments of West Point Lake. This result was not expected
because such structure most often develops under strong stratification and
in the presence of a well-defined thermocline. Because the development of
such structure requires considerable time, lessened residence of water in a
lake will also decrease the intensity to which such structure can develop.

Oiten regions that exhibit greater productivity of plankton such as
the tributary regions (See LANDSAT results) are the most likely to
develop such nepheloid layers. In West Point Lake, the survey showed
evidence of this phenomenon only downlake in the mainstem region. Its
restriction to that area of the lake and limited development could be due
to the overall short residence time of those waters, too short for intensive
development of metalimnetic structure.

In West Point Lake, there was also evidence that physical
morphometric features of the lake affected the distributions of these
materials. Near the mouth of Whitewater Creek, the railroad bridge
abutments form a constriction of the channel as does an additional bridge
abutment for highway 109 just downstream. The survey indicates that the
regions formed by these constrictions may contribute to isolation of settling
materials originating upstream and these features therefore are important
to the internal material distributions for much of the lake. The limited
nature of the survey does not allow for greater interpretation.



7 Release Water Quality

Introduction

Reservoir tailwaters provide water supplies, recreational
opportunities, and aquatic habitat. However, these valuable water resources
are often impacted by changes in flow and physicochemical characteristics
associated with hydropower operations. Discharge of hypolimnetic water
impacts temperature, dissolved oxygen, turbidity, and chemical processes in
the tailwater region. The fates of reduced materials in the discharge are of
particular interest since associated reactions influence dissolved oxygen
concentrations, turbidity levels, and a variety of chemical processes.
Reaction mechanisms and rates have been described in laboratory (e.g.
Stumm and Morgan 1981) and lake (e.g. Mortimer 1941, 1942, Delfino and
Lee 1971) studies but studies conducted in reservoir tailwaters have been
limited.

A common theme of several recent tailwater studies is disparities
between field and laboratory observations of reaction rates of reduced
materials (Nix 1986, 1991, and Gordon 1989). Although interactions with
substrates have been suggested as sources for observed differences (Nix et
al. 1991), impacts of hydropower operations on these processes may also
contribute to these disparities. The objective of this portion of the study
was to describe the distribution and fate of selected physicochemical
variables in the discharge from West Point Dam and to assess operational
impacts on tailwater quality.

Analytical Methods

Sampling of the lake at a site 0.1 km above the dam was conducted
on 29 July, 4 hours prior to initiation of tailwater sampling. In-situ
measurements were recorded at 1-m intervals from surface to bottom and
water samples were collected at selected depths in order to describe
vertical gradients. Included were depths coinciding with the centerline
elevations of the penstock openings for the house (189 m NVGD) and
main (176 m NVGD) generator units.

Two strategies were employed for sampling the tailwater. The first
involved repeated sampling at fixed stations throughout consecutive periods
of peaking and low-flow operation on 29-30 July, 1991. The five fixed
stations extended 15 km from the tailrace (approximately 0.1 km below the
dam) to the lowhead dam at Langdale, GA (Figure 42). Stations were
sampled at intervals of 0.25 to 8 hours, depending on flow conditions. In
general, sampling was most frequent during periods of rising and elevated
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flow. Temporary staff gauges were deployed at each station as a means for
determining relative water level.

The second sampling strategy involved periodic sampling of a
discrete parcel of released water. Sampling, which commenced on 30 July,
1991, 4.6 hours after initiation of peak-power operation and 1.4 hours after
stable, peak flows were attained, was conducted from a drifting boat at 15-
to 30-minute intervals. Releases from the dam were maximal and constant
throughout the 2.4-hr sampling period. Floats released immediately below
the dam were used as an independent estimate of parcel location.

Temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, and conductivity were
measured in-situ with a Hydrolab Surveyor II (Hydrolab Corporation,
Austin, TX) at both tailwater and in-lake sites. Samples for metal analyses
were filtered (0.45p) immediately, placed in acid-washed bottles and
preserved with acid until analyzed. In the laboratory, samples were acid-
digested and analyzed using atomic adsorption spectrophotometry (APHA
1989} with an air/acetylene flame (Model 4000, Bodenseewerk Perkin-
Elmer and Company, Uberlingen, Germany).

Results and Discussion

Forebay conditions

Temperature and oxygen conditions in the forebay were
characteristic of reservoirs with hypolimnetic releases (Figure 43).
Temperature differences between surface and bottom layers were minimal
(ca. 7 °C) and a broad thermocline extended from a depth of 5 m to the
bottom. Dissolved oxygen concentrations decreased rapidly below the
mixed layer and were less than 1 mg/L at depths below 10 m. Total iron
and manganese concentrations were near detection limit (0.05 mg/L} in the
mixed surface layer but increased to maxima of 5.0 mg/L. and 2.0 mg/L,
respectively, near bottom (Figure 43).

Tailwater hydrology

During periods of low-flow operation, which occurred between
approximately 2100 hr and 1000 hr, discharges from the dam averaged 14.2
msec (Figure 44) and water elevations in the stilling basin were low. In
downstream areas, rocks and bottom materials were exposed across much
of the river’s width and flows were restricted to shallow meandering
channels. Standing water occupied off-channel depressions creating
numerous pools 0.1 to 1.0 m in depth. The temperature of water released
from the dam during these periods was similar to that of the mixed, surface
layer (0-10 m) of the lake and ranged from 27 to 27.5 °C.

Peaking opcraiion occurred from 1000 hr to 2100 hr and resulted in
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markediy different hydrologic conditions in the tailrace and downstream
areas. Discharge from the dam increased to a maximum of approximately
450 m¥sec during a 0.5-hr start-up period (Figure 44) and tailrace surface
elevations increased by 2 to 2.5 m. Discharge rates and water elevations in
the tailrace were relatively constant during the remainder of the generation
cycle. Following cessation of peaking operation, discharges and tailrace
elevations returned to low-flow operation levels within 0.5 hr. The
temperature of peak operation releases from the dam ranged from 26.5 to
28 C.

Flooding of the river channel to depths of 1.75 to 2.0 m occurred at
downstream areas with arrival of the release hydrograph. Lags in the time
at which stage elevations and flow rates increased at each station reflected
longitudinal changes in channel morphology and travel distances.
Differences in the timing of the rise in stage elevation at stations 10, 20
and 40 (sec Figure 45), located 0.1, 4 and 10 km downstream, respectively,
suggest an average flow velocity of approximately 1.4 m/sec. Flooding of
several tributary stream channels occurred coincident with increased depth
in the river channel during peaking operation.

Tailwater quality

Temperature and dissolved oxygen concentrations immediately
below the dam (station 10) were influenced by changes in operation, water
withdrawal characteristics and water quality conditions in the forebay.
During low-flow operation, when water would have been withdrawn
primarily from surface strata, average temperature and dissolved oxygen
concentration were 27.0 °C and 4.7 mg/L, respectively. During peaking
operation, when water would have been withdrawn from lower in the water
column, average dissolved oxygen concentration was significantly (p< 0.05)
lower but temperature was relatively unchanged.

Model studies of withdrawal characteristics resulted in predicted
temperature and dissolved oxygen concentrations similar to those observed
during low-flow operation; however, predicted peaking operation
temperatures and dissolved oxygen concentrations were lower than those
observed in the field. Based on the temperature profile in the forebay
prior to peaking operation (see Figure 43) and the near-bottom location of
the penstock openings for the two main generator units, SELECT (Davis
et al. 1987) predicted a steady-state temperature and dissolved oxygen
concentration of 24.5°C and 0.9 mg/L, respectively. Discrepancies between
observed and predicted temperature and dissolved oxygen concentrations in
the tailwater may be related to the presence of a partially-breached coffer
dike submerged during reservoir filling. The dike is located 0.1 km
upstream from the dam and spans the width of the powerhouse section of
- the dam at an elevation of 178.3 m NGVD, which corresponded to a depth
of 15.8 m during this study. Applications of SELECT assuming the
presence of a submerged weir of equal vertical extent resulted in
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temperatures and dissolved oxygen concentrations similar to those observed
in the tailwater during this study, suggesting that the submerged coffer dam
acts to limit discharges from the hypolimnion during peaking operation.

Changes in temperature and dissolved oxygen concentrations
observed throughout the study reach reflected the quality of water released
from the dam and the influences of hydrologic changes related to
operation. While discharge temperatures were relatively constant
throughout the study period, short term increases occurred coincident with
the rising limb of the peaking-operation hydrograph at stations 10, 20 and
40 (Figure 45). Similar increases in dissolved oxygen concentration were
observed, particularly at station 40 (Figure 45). The isolation of water in
shallow, off-channel depressions during low-flow operation would have
provided opportunity for warming and for reaeration due to exchange at
the air-water interface and photosynthesis by phytoplankton and
periphyton. Subsequent downstream displacement of this water at the
initiation of peak operation could have accounted for observed changes in
temperature and dissolved oxygen concentration. Turbulence associated
with the advance of the release wave could also have increased reaeration
opportunities.

Dissolved oxygen concentrations were markedly lower at station 40
than at stations near the dam (stations 10 and 20) during low-flow
operation (Figure 45). Marked differences in concentrations were also
observed between peaking and low-flow operation at upstream stations.
While concentrations ranged from 4 to 6 mg/L upstream during low-flow
operation, those at station 40 ranged from 2 to 3 mg/L, possibly reflecting
the influence of microbial and/or algal respiration. Differences in dissolved
oxygen concentrations between low-flow and peaking operation at stations
10 and 20 were clearly related to differences in withdrawal depths and
vertical differences in water quality in the forebay.

Temporal and spatial patterns in the distribution of manganese and
iron were clearly related to conditions in the forebay, tailwater hydrology,
and processes occurring following release. Concentrations of total iron
exceeded those of dissolved iron (indicating the presence of particulate
iron) and both were relatively constant through time at station 10 (Figure
46). Patterns in distribution differed at station 20 were total iron
concentrations, a large percentage of which was particulate, exceeded those
in the discharge (station 10) during low-flow operation. The return of
water pooled in Oseligee Creek during peaking generation and associated
material transport may have been the source of the observed increase in
particulate iron concentrations. This suggestion is supported by
observations of reddish precipitates in Oseligee Creek and by the fact that
total iron concentrations decreased to values similar to those in the
discharge (approximately 0.5 mg/L) coincident with the arrival of peaking-
operation water.
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Total and particulate iron concentrations increased at station 40
with the rising limb of the peaking-operation hydrograph (Figure 46).
Increased transport of resuspended material could have accounted for the
increased concentrations; however, the source of this material is not easily
identified from existing data. One possible source is particulate iron
transported out of Oseligee Creek coincident with the return to low-fiow
conditions in the river channel. This material, if deposited in the channel,
would be resuspended as flows increased with peaking operation. The fact
that increases in particulate iron, during either low-flow or peaking
operation, did not occur above Oseligee Creek (i.e., station 10) supports
this suggestion.

Total and dissolved manganese concentrations were similar,
suggesting a lack of particulate forms, and relatively constant throughout
the study at stations 10 and 20 (Figure 47). Concentrations were more
time-variable at station 40 where concentrations were elevated coincident
with increases in stage. The fact that particulate manganese represented a
small percentage of the total concentration suggests that processes other
than those affecting changes in iron concentration may have been
responsible for observed changes. Alternatively, the filtration method may
not have removed fine particulates and, thus failed to define dissoived
forms of manganese.

Changes in the quality of a parcel of discharge water as it travelled
through the tailwater provided additional information about
physicochemical processes in the discharge. Temperature and dissolved
oxygen values increased from 26.5 to 27.2 °C and from 2.3 to 3.1 mg/L,
respectively, during the 3.5-hour period of travel from the dam to station
50 (Figure 48). Increased dissolved oxygen concentrations suggests that
some reaeration occurs during generation.

Manganese and iron concentrations decreased with time and
distance downstream (Figure 48). During the 3.5-hour period required for
the parcel of water to traverse the study reach, total iron concentrations
decreased from approximately 0.55 to 0.40 mg/L and dissolved iron from
(.29 to 0.09 mg/L.. Particulate iron concentrations were constant (0.32
mg/L) during this period. Total manganese, which equalled dissolved
manganese for all but one sample, decreased trom 0.37 to 0.26 mg/L.

Since the tailwater was oxic, it is reasonable to assume that declines
in dissolved iron occurred through oxidation. Based on the observed data
and assuming first order reaction kinetics, an oxidation rate of 0.014/min is
obtained (Figure 49). This rate is similar to that expected for iron oxidation
given the observed pH range (6.5-6.8; Stumm and Morgan 1981) and is
comparable to those reported by Dortch et al. (1992) for other tailwaters.
However, the fact the particulate iron concentrations did not increase, as
might be expected following oxidation, suggests that other processes, such
as sedimentation or adsorption to streambed materials, may also be
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involved in changes in water column iron concentrations.

A similar conclusion is reached based on declines in dissolved
manganese concentrations, which were estimated to occur at a rate of
0.002/min. However, the assumption of first order reaction kinetics is
probably inappropriate since the oxidation of manganese in autocatalytic
(Stumm and Morgan 1981). As was noted for iron, failure to detect
quantities of particulate (oxidized) manganese indicates that processes
other the direct liquid phase reaction with dissolved oxygen is involved in
the loss of manganese from the water column. Morgan (1967) indicates
that oxidation can occur through a heterogeneous mechanism at available
surfaces, such as those provided by suspended sediments or streambed
materials. Losses of manganese to streambed materials have been
documented by studies in the Little River below Narrows Dam (Nix 1986}
and the Duck River below Normandy Dam (Gordon et al. 1984). Emerson
et al. (1982) report bacterially-mediated "binding" of manganese to
particulate surfaces. '
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8 Summary Discussion

Lake Water Quality

West Point Lake, like other southeastern impoundments, exhibits
symptoms of eutrophication. These symptoms include high nutrient
concentrations, excessive algal production, reduced transparency, and
depletion of dissolved oxygen reserves in bottom waters during summer
months. Walker (1981) reviewed data collected as part of the National
Eutrophication Survey conducted by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency and identified that 30 of 33 southeastern reservoirs sampled
between 1973 and 1975 were determined to be eutrophic. The occurrance
of such conditions was related to the influx of nutrients, particularly
nitrogen and phosphorus, from point and nonpoint sources.

Soballe et al. (1993) compiled eutrophication-related water quality
information for 45 southeastern reservoirs operated by the CE, the
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA), and private agencies. Average
phosphorus and nitrogen concentrations for these reservoirs were 0.042
mgP/L and 0.594 mgN/L, respectively; chlorophyll « concentrations
averaged 7.1 ug/L.. Nutrient and chlorophyll « concentrations for West
Point Lake surface waters observed during this study, while highly variable
spatially, were at or above these levels. Nutrient levels observed at West
Point Lake reflect the influence of material loads from the Chattahoochee
River and, to some degree, loads from secondary tributaries.

Lake management and restoration efforts during the last 10 to 20
years have logically focused on the importance of linkages between
watershed loading processes and lake responses (see Cooke et al. 1993).
As inputs of nutrients, particularly phosphorus, increase, proportional
increases in nutrient concentrations in surface waters often lead to
increased chlorophyll « concentrations and decreases in transparency.

Relationships between phosphorus, chlorophyll « (an estimate of
algal biomass), and transparency are well-documented, particularly for
north temperate lakes. The importance of these relationships led Carlson
{1977) to develop a trophic state index (TSI}). The indexing system
assurmnes phorphorus-limted algal growth and a direct relationship between
chlorophyll « and Secchi disk transparency, and has been widely used as a
means for quantifying eutrophication response. TSI values, which can be
calculated from either total phosphorus concentration, chlorophyll «
concentration or Secchi disk transparency, occur along a scale from 0 to
100, with each 10-unit change reflecting a doubling in chlorophyll o
concentration.



Trophic state responses for West Point Lake were evaluated by
computing TSI values for each cluster (See Part 3; Figure 50). TSI values
computed for cluster 1, composed of stations located in downstream areas
of the Chattahoochee River arm and in large embayments, are similar
across computation method and, with the exception of values based on
chlorophyll « concentration, lower than those computed for other clusters.
Highest values were computed for cluster 4, which included stations located
in the riverine portion of the Chattahoochee River arm of the lake.
Intermediate values were computed for clusters 2 and 3. Stations
associated within these clusters were located midway between the
Chattahoochee River inflow and the dam, and immediately downstream
from the riverine portion of the Chattahoochee River arm, respectively.
Such differences reflect the proportional influence of nutrient loadings
from the Chattahoochee River and other tributaries.

‘Carlson (1977) noted that the TSI scale can serve as an internal
check on assumptions concerning trophic relationships in lake ecosystems.
As such, within-cluster differences in TSI values computed from each
response parameter provide valuable information concerning the nature of
trophic responses in West Point Lake (Figure 50). Differences between
TSI values computed from total phosphorus concentration and Secchi disk
transparency and those computed from chlorophyll « concentration for
stations in clusters 3 and 4 would be unexpected under the indexing
assumptions. Since chlorophyll-based TSI values fell far below those
computed from phosphorus concentration, algal growth at these stations
was clearly limited by other factors. These could have included nitrogen
and/or light availability. The fact that Secchi-based TSI values exceeded
chlorophyll-based TSI values would support the suggestion of limited light
availability. However, these clusters also exhibited N/P ratios near those
for nitrogen limited algal growth.

Cluster characteristics (Table 32; Figure 51) provide a general
framework within which to discuss limnological responses and management
implicatiuvons at West Point Lake. River-like reaches of the lake (cluster
4) exhibit excessively-high nutrient concentrations and, although defined as
either nitrogen- or phosphorus-limited based on nutrient ratios, are light-
limited throughout most or all of the year. Because of this, management
initiatives to reduce nutrient loading would have minimal effectiveness in
reducing algal-related problems in this portion of the lake. However, lake-
like portions of the lake (cluster 1) have light regimes dominated by
biogenic turbidity and algal populations limited by phosphorus availability.
Changes in nutrient (phosphorus) loads to the lake would be expected to
promote proporiional responses in algal abundance in these areas.

Transitional reaches of the lake exhibited characteristics
intermediate between lake- and river-like areas of the lake (Table 32;
Figure 51). Cluster 2 and 3, while both clearly transitional in character,
can be differentiated by their potential responses to nutrient-related
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changes. Cluster 3, the most upstream of the two (i.e., areas located above
the LaGrange water intake and below the riverine portion of the lake}, is
high in nutrients, but strongly influenced by turbidity levels. Thus, changes
in trophic response variables following changes in nutrient concentration
would be expected to be controlled in part by turbidity. It would also be
expected that, even in absence of changes in nutrient concentration,
marked changes in response variables would follow changes in turbidity.
Therefore, this region of the lake may be most sensitive to changes in
turbidity.

Cluster 2, representing the other transitional area of the lake, is
moderately high in nutrients, potentially phosphorus-limited and influenced
by either biogenic or abiogenic turbidity. Areas of the lake associated
within this cluster would be potentially sensative to changes in nutrient
inputs. These responses would be magnified if concurrent changes in
abiogenic turbidity occurred.

Comparisons between response areas located in the main stem and
selected embayments identify differences important to a better
understanding of water quality processes. Kennedy et al. (1993), reporting
on the application of the eutrophication-response model BATHTUB, point
out that observed gradients in water quality indicate that significant
exchanges must occur between Yellowjacket Creek embayment and the
main portion of the lake. Such exchanges are probably limited to the
downstream portion of the embayment. The responses of arcas in middle
and upstream portions of the embayment clearly reflect differences in local
inputs from tributaries and contiguous landuse areas. This conclusion can
be extended to other embayments in which hydrologic and morphologic
conditions exert a degree of control on the loading, transport and fate of
materials.

Tailwater Processes and Quality

The quality of water in the tailwater below West Point Dam was
influenced by chemical stratification in West Point Lake, structural and
operational characteristics of the dam, and processes occurring in the
tailwater following release. Thermal stratification led to anoxic conditions
in bottom waters and subsequent reduction of iron and manganese to
soluble forms. Low-flow operation resulted in the selective withdrawal of
warmer, more oxygenated, near-surface waters low in iron and manganese
concentrations. Based on declines in dissolved oxygen concentrations
immediately downstream, peaking operation withdrew water from deeper in
the water column; however iron and manganese concentrations were not
substantiaily increased. The coffer dike located immediately upstream of
the dam and operation of the small generator during non-peak generation
periods clearly enhance the quality of water discharged to downstream
reaches during peaking and low-flow generation, respectively.
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Fluctuations in water level clearly affected changes in water quality
in the tailwater, directly or indirectly. The advance of the release peaking
operation hydrograph resuspended and transported materials accumulated
across the streambed during low-flow operation. These accumulations
presumably followed oxidation of iron and manganese in pools and
depressions during low-flow periods. Additionally, iron particulates were
transported to the channel as flooded stream channels drained following
cessation of peaking operation.

Time-varying changes in water quality under near-steady conditions
during peaking operation were related to increases in dissolved oxygen due
to reaeration and "loss" processes involving iron and manganese. These
processes may have included oxidation, sedimentation, and sorption or
bacterially-mediated binding of iron and manganese oxides to substrate
surfaces.
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Figure 8. Distribution of nonalgal turbidity, chlorophyll a concentration
and Secchi disk transparency for stations associated with each cluster.
Boxes and enclosed lines indicate 25th and 75th, and 50th percentiles,
respectively. Capped vertical lines identify the 10th and 90 percentiles.
The 5th and 95th percentiles are displayed as closed circles. Letters
indicate results of Duncan Multiple Range tests; letters denote clusters
with significantly (p<0.05) ditferent characteristics.
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Figure 10. Relationship between chlorophyll-Secchi product and composite
nutrient concentration for surface water clusters.



Figure 11. Infrared color composite image of West Point Lake and surrounding area,
Derived from TM data collected June 8, 1991,




Figure 12. Infrared color composite image of West Point Lake and surrounding area. -
Derived from TM data collected September 28, 1991,
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Figure 13. Digital line graph of basin hypsography.
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Figure 14. Digital line graph of selected basin hydrologic feature.
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Figure 15. Digital line graph of major transportation routes and urban areas in the basin.



WEST POINT LAKE, GEORGIA
Temperatures from 1991 ™ Data
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Figure 16. Distribution of computed surface water temperatures for June § and September 28,
1991, Based on TM data.




WEST POINT LAKE, GEORGIA
Turbidity Values from 1991 TM Data
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Figure 17. Distribution of computed surface water turbidity for June 8 and September 28,
1991, Based on TM data.
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Figure 18. Distribution of computed Secchi disk transparencies for June 8 and September 28,
1991. Based on TM data.
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Chlorophyll-a Values from 1991 TM Data
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Figure 19. Distribution of computed surface chlorophyll o concentrations for June 8 and
September 28, 1991. Based on TM data.
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Figure 20. Distribution of surface chlorophyll & concentrations for June 8 and September 28,
1991, computed using a spectralfspatial regression approach. Based on TM data.




WEST POINT LAKE, GEORGIA
Basin Identification and Lake Area
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Figure 21. Map of sub-watershed basins identified from hypsographic information.



WEST POINT LAKE, GEORGIA
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CLASSES
B Water "] Bare 7 e
Forest Crop i
(rass [ Uthan - " KILOMETERS

Souee: [SGDATA & T Dea

Hoc. 1993

Figure 22. Land cover distributions derived from multi-temporal, mutti-spectral TM data.



40

30 +

FLOW, cms
N}
<
1

4y L

Figure 23. Computed discharge hydrograph for Yellowjacket Creek for
1991. Based on flows for New River for the same period.
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Figure 28. Map of response area sampling sites in West Point Lake.
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Figure 29. Depth distribution of bulk densily for West Point Lake
sediment cores.
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Figure 30. Depth distribution ol water content for West Point Lake
sediment cores.
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Figure 32. Phosphorus content of sediment removed from the surface

(upper) and bottom (lower) of cores collected at each sampling site.




250

200

150 -

100 -

Abundance

50 7

Benthos WWC2

7. 1

250

200

150+

1004

Abundance

50 A

Benthos YC13JC

Sample Number

B N

08 &A

Chaoboridae
Cladocera
Ostracoda
Copepoda

Oligochaeta
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results of replicate samples.
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Figure 40. Abundances of major groups of invertebrates colonizing
artificial substrates deployed at station YC13JC and sampled on selected
dates in 1992. Sample number identifies results of replicate samples.
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Figure 41. Depth distribution of percent transmittance and scatterance for
selected stations in West point Lake. Bouy number increases with
increasing distance upstream from the dam and forebay.
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Figure 42. Location of sampling locations in the tailwater area below West
Point Dam.
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Figure 43. Vertical distribution of temperature, dissolved oxygen, iron, and
manganese in the forebay of West Point Lake observed on July 29, 1991.
Dashed line approximates the lower limit of withdrawal for the house unit and
the upper limit of withdrawal for the main hydropower units.
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Figure 44. Discharge hydrograph for West Point Dam
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dissolved oxygen (solid circles) at stations 10, 20, and 40.
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Figure 46. Changes in total (solid circles) and dissolved (open circles) iron

concentrations at stations 10, 20, and 40,
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Figure 51. Location of water quality clusters, West Point Lake.






Table 1. Sampling and LANDSAT image acquisition dates

Sample Round LANDSAT Date Sample Dates
1 Aprif 21 April 20-22
2 June 8 | June 8
3 July 26 July 25-26
4 September 12 September 12
5 Seplember 28 September 27-28
6 October 14 October 14




Tabie 2. Landcover arcas and distributions for the West Point Lake watershed.

Landcover Class Area Percent Coverage
(10° Hectares)

Water 104 52
Forest 106.1 532
Grass 34.2 17.1
Bare Ground 11.8 5.9
Crop Land 30.9 15.5
Urban 6.2 3.1
Total 199.6 100.0




Table 3. Landcover distributions for major sub-basins of the West Point Lake watershed.

Sub-basin , Water Forest Grass Bare Crop Urban

New River 1.5 54.8 17.9 6.3 16.4 3.1
Yellowjacket Creek 2.8 57.6 14.5 6.6 13.8 4.7
Wehadkee Creek 4.0 45.6 208 5.4 21.6 2.6
White Water Creek 35 60.0 18.7 4.3 122 14
All Others 11.0 52.0 16.2 5.7 12.7 24




Table 4. Loading characteristics for selected tributaries to West Point Lake.

Tributary
Yellow- White-
jacket Shoal Beech water
Drainage area (km? 236 63 137 87
Mean Flow (hm%yr) 107 12 16 5
Total Phosphorus
Concentration (mg/) 0.048 0.032 0.039 0.019
Mass Load (kg/yr) 5156 374 644 101
Export (kg/hajyr) 0.218 0.059 0.047 0.012
Total Nitrogen
Concentration (mg/l) 0.964 0.702 0.751 0.725
Mass Load (kg/yr) 103148 8424 12016 3623
Export (kg/ha/r) 4.371 1.337 0.877 0.416




Table 5. Sediment core depths for each station. Based on 15 sample cores

per station.

Station

WWC2TC
71
WES3

YC13JC

Mean
Sediment
depth (cm)
24.00

25.07

29.92

15.14

Standard
Deviation

11.73

12.90

13.37

7.18

Variance

137.53

1606.46

178.84

51.53

Min/Max
(cm)

7.1/50
9/50
14/40

3/30.5




Table 6. Water column depth at locations of core samples. Based on 15

locations per sample site.

Station Mean Water
depth (m)

WWC2TC 7.79

71 6.93

WES3 4.04

YC13JC  6.50

Standard
Deviation

1.27
2.48
0.64

2.26

Variance

1.63

6.16

.40

5.11

Min/Max
(cm)

4.57/9.14
3.96/10.98
2.74/5.18

1.83/9.76



Table 7. Station WW2TC sediment characteristics, by depth, after
extraction of interstitial water. Combined assays (mean + 1 standard
deviation) of all cores (n=35).

Depth Statistic

(cm)

0
0

5
5

10
10

15
15

20
20

25
25

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

% Water
Content

40.9118
8.7435

41.2513
11.3598

33.8270
10.8874

37.2881
9.6887

35.0730
3.5583

26.6775
1.7623

Moisture Bulk
ContenDensity

0.7234
0.2224

0.7630
0.3379

(0.5535
0.2715

0.6302
0.2467

0.5450
0.0959

(.3645
0.0337

2.2378
0.6725

2.2991
0.7363

27552
0.8487

2.4843
0.6851

2.4104
0.2127

3.0025
0.0861

ZLoss on
Ignition

11.1095
3.9666

11.3465
4.6443

9.4861
5.0632

9.8589
4.8475

9.9386
3.6534

8.6274
1.4691



Table 8. Station 71 sediment characteristics, by depth, after extraction of
interstitial water. Combined assays (mean £ 1 standard deviation) of all
cores (n=5).

Depth Statistic

(cm)

L Lh

10
10

15
15

20
20

25

- 25

30
30

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

% Waler
Content

37.0652

5.3000

37.9542
3.8460

39.5219
4.3825

32.5936
10.0185

34.8099
8.8881

30.1123
10.7659

41.5339
6.7057

Moisture
Content

(.5998

0.1370

0.6176
0.1007

0.6614
0.1160

0.5138
0.2146

0.5566
0.1779

0.4603
.2101

0.7266
(.2117

Bulk
Density

2.2854
0.2256

2.2601
0.2206

2.1651
0.2306

2.9969
1.1314

2.7702
1.2064

3.3909
1.5980

2.1805
0.1528

%Lass on
Ignition

10.5561
1.3263

10.2231
1.7946

11.1993
1.4900

7.4673
3.7878

8.5197
3.4604

7.1690
4.3703

9.5259
0.1016



Table 9. Station WES3 sediment characteristics, by depth, after extraction
of interstitial water. Combined assays (mean + 1 standard deviation} of all
cores (n=3).

Depth Statistic % Water  Moisture  Bulk %Loss on
(cm) Content Content  Density Ignition

0 mean 37.9376 0.6143 2.2492 10.1556
0 std dev  2.7181 (.0701 0.1450 1.1023

mean 35.0943 (0.5433 2.4123 9.5106
std dev 27349 0.0649 0.1686 1.1173

th th

10 mean 29.1854 0.4174 2.9154 7.9834
10 std dev  4.4233 0.0896 0.4559 2.0268

15 mean 24.5983 0.3347 3.5433 6.5145
15 std dev  5.7981 0.1154 0.6610 2.1449

20 mean 27.3932 0.3974 3.3844 7.3376
20 std dev  9.2407 0.1841 1.0928 4.0287

25 mean 30.3645 0.4903 3.0765 9.9444
25 std dev  13.5963 0.3333 1.0427 6.1979

30 mean 38.9877 0.6392 2.1288 12.3150
30 std dev  0.7032 0.0189 0.0285 0.1628

35 mean 39.9753 0.6664 2.1200 11.2808
35 std dev  1.0539 0.0291 (0.0380 0.2452

40 mean 39.3932 0.6507 2.1285 11.5662
40 std dev  1.4560 0.04M 0.0562 (0.2134

45 mean 40.4814 0.6805 2.0798 11.6790
45 std dev  1.0536 0.0295 0.0458 0.3450



Table 10. Station YCI3JC sediment characteristics, by depth, after
extraction ol interstitial water. Combined assays (mean + 1 standard
deviation) ol all cores (n=35).

Depth Statistic % Water  Moisture Bulk %cLoss on
(cm) Content Content  Density  Ignition
0 mean 28.3568 0.4126 3.1182 69290

0 std dev  7.7334 0.1653 0.7530 3.6907

5 mean 26.1802 0.3604 3.1292 8.2550
5 std dev  5.0569 0.0967 (0.4484 0.9104

10 mean 23.9878 0.3194 3.6478 4.7020
10 std dev  4.3029 0.0739 0.4935 1.2795

15 mean 28.8574 0.4059 2.8708 8.0560
15 std dev  1.2989 0.0259 0.1405 0.8647



Table 11. Pearson Product-Moment correlation ol percent water content
(WC), moisture content (MC), bulk density (BD) and loss on ignition
(LOI) with depth. Sediments were prepared for analysis by prior extraction
of interstitial water.

Number Pearson Product-Moment Correlation

Station ol Cores WC MC BD LO1I
71 all (5) (0.218  -0.185 0320 -0.358
3 -0.012 -0.041 0.106  -0.362
2 0921 -0.922 0912 -0.871
WW2TC all (5) -0.343 -0.359 0222 -0.167
4 -).561 -0.553 0.516 -0.412
1 -0.781  -0.780 0.849 -0.784
YC13]C all (5) -0.104 -0.104 0.112  -0.122
4 0019 0.021 0 0.106
1 -0.881 -0.888 0.898 -0.973
WES3 all (5) 0.021 0.001 0.042 0.141
4 -0.900 -0.886 0.888  -0.808

1 0.553 0553 -0.617 0.616



Table 12. Mean sediment total phosphorus (mgP/g dry weight} and total
nitrogen (mgN/g dry weight) and associated standard deviations (std dev)
for surface (0-5 ¢cm) and botlom portions of sediment cores. Based on five
core samples for each station.

Total Phosphorus Total Nitrogen

Station  Depth Mean Std Dev Mean  Std Dev
WW2TC Surlace 2.130 0.470 6.743 2.894
Bottom 1.171 0.164 6.229 1.538
71 Surface 2.078 - 0.462 6.063 1.929
Bottom 1.500 0.620 6.284 1.010
WES3 Surlace 2248 0.343 6.831 1.589
Bottom 0.503 0.065 ' 6.123  3.189
YCI13JC Surface  0.605 0474 5962 1472

Botiom 0.902 0.088 5.167  0.778



Table 13. Station WWC2TC sediment characteristics, by depth. Combined
assays (mean +1 standard deviation) of all cores (n=5). Sediments include
interstitial water.

Depth % Water Moisture Bulk Z¢Loss on
(cm) Content Content  Density  Ignition

0  mean 59.5884 1.5803 1.6010 111095
0 std dev 9.3971 0.4845 0.3260 3.9666

5  mean 54.9490 1.4079 1.8136  11.3465
5 std dev 14.2215 0.6409 0.5934 4.6443

10 mean 44.5044 0.9565 2.2473 9.4861
10 std dev 15.3502 0.5922 (1.7408 5.0632

15 mean 47.6841 1.0584 2.0723 9.8589
15 std dev 14.4836 0.5676 (.6151 4.8475

20 mean 43.7376 0.7961 2.0612 9.9386
20 std dev 5.8888 0.1975 0.3171 3.6534

25 mean 33.7704 0.5108 2.5122 8.6274
25 std dev 1.6716 0.0394 0.0695 1.4691



Table 14. Station 71 sediment characteristics, by depth. Combined assays
(mean +1 standard deviation) of all cores (n=35). Sediments include
interstitial water.

Depth % Water  Moisture Bulk  %Loss on
(cm) Content Content  Density  Ignition
0  mean  53.9757 1.1883 1.6832  10.8658
0 stddev  4.1529 0.1824 0.0991 1.2069

mean  52.4093 1.1156 1.7465  10.1911
std dev  4.2813 0.1696 0.1786 2.1011

th th

10 mean 51.2158 1.0920 1.8188  10.0995
10 std dev  7.5841 0.2876 0.3292 3.0256

15 mean 44,0792 (.8846 2.3258 7.3577
15 stddev  13.5438 0.4195 0.8402 3.9139

20 mean  47.2780 0.9859 22234 8.5197
20 stddev  13.5373 0.3724 1.0999 3.4604

25 mean 40.6008 0.8002 2.8263 7.1690
25 stddev  16.9988 0.4490 1.5379 4.3703

30 mean 55.6655 1.2769 1.2221 9.5259
30 std dev  5.0849 0.2792 0.8756 0.1016



Table 15. Station WES3 sediment characteristics, by depth. Combined
assays ol all cores (n=5). Sediments include interstitial water.

Depth
(cm)

0
0
5
3
10
10

15
15
20
20

25
25

30
30

35
35

40
40

45
45

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

% Waler
Content

56.8109
3.1864

52.1312
2.6616

43.3168
6.0919

354342
9.9925

32.5749
12.9033

41.4420
14.9085

53.5144
0.5358

53.3788
0.8186

52.9268
1.1309

52.3851
0.8429

Moisture
Conlent

1.3277
0.1753

1.0952
0.1177

0.7838
0.1935

(0.5908
(0.2889

0.5463
(0.3634

0.8258
0.5567

1.1514
0.0249

1.1454
0.0374

1.1253
0.0516

1.1007
0.0369

Bulk

Density

1.6219
1.0776

1.7515
0.0799

2.1176
0.3103

2.6740
0.6225

2.9849
0.8317

2.3210
0.6656

1.6704
0.0135

1.6894
0.0188

1.6910
0.0279

1.7015
0.0246

% Loss on
Ignition

10.1556
1.1310

9.5106
1.1173

7.9834
2.0268

6.7545
2.3296

6.6674
3.2569

9.9444
6.1979

12.3150
0.1628

11.2808
(1.2452

11.5662
(1.2134

11.6790
(.3450



Table 16. Station YCI13JC sediment characteristics, by depth. Combined

assays of all cores (n=35). Sediments include interstitial water.

Depth
(cm)

0
0

5
5

10
10

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

mean
std dev

9% Water
Content

38.3797

16.6139

31.1475
11.4509

35.6562
2.0194

Moisture
Content

0.7572
0.5373

0.4969
(.2882

0.5555
0.0501

Bulk
Density

2.7492
1.0962

3.0539
0.8972

2.5106
0.1454

% 1Loss on
Ignition

7.1721
3.6377

6.4806
2.2125

6.1207
1.8960



Table 17. Pearson Product-Moment correlation of core percent water
content (WC), moisture content (MC), bulk density (BD) and loss on

ignition (LOI) with depth. Scdiments include interstitial water.

Station

71

WWC2TC

YC13IC

WES3

Number
ol Cores

all (5)

[N IR

all(5)
4
1

all(5)
4
1

all(5)
4
1

wC

-0.3G3
-0.012
-0.958

-0.487
-0.670
-0.950

-(.142
-0.054
-0.983

-0.187
-0.914
0.127

MC

-0.275
-(1.041
-0.943

-0.517
-0.694
-0.938

-0.239
-0.119
-0.979

-0.202
-0.906
0.113

BD

0.313
0.167
0.952

0379
0.608
0.990

-0.027
-0.104
0.961

0.157
0.871
-0.246

LOI

-0.353
-0.362
-0.879

-0.167
-0.412
-0.764

-0.160
0.269
-1.973

0.134
-(1.804
0.314



Table 18. Mean sediment total phosphorus (mgP/g dry weight) and total nitrogen
(mgN/g dry weight) and associated standard deviations (std dev) for surface (0-5 cm)
and bottom portions of sediment cores. Based on five core samples for each station.
Samples include interstitial water.

Total Phosphorus Total Nitrogen

Station Depth Mean Std Dev Mean Std Dev
WW2TC Surface 2.84 1.02 4.99 .69

Bottom 1.74 0.73 4.07 0.52
71 Surtace 472 0.22 5.39 0.32

Bottom 4.70 1.04 5.26 0.21
WES3 Surface 5.68 1.01 5.63 0.306

Bottom 3.47 0.25 4.06 0.52

YCI13IC Surface 2.56 0.76 4.44 0.69
Bottom 2.13 021 3.80 0.41



Table 19. Interstitial water total phosphorus (mgP/liter interstitialwater) for each core.

Station

Denth (cm)

me Piliter interstitial water

WWaTC

71

WES3

YC133C

surface (0 - 5¢cm)
bottom (10-20¢cm)

surface (0 - 5 cm)
bottom (20 - 30 cm)

surface (0 -5 cm)
bottom (15 -45 cm)

surface (0 - 5 cm)
bottom

1.31£1.517
1.17+0.49

1.03+0.57
0.5520.74

1.73+1.27
2.24+1.53 T

0.26+0.25



G000
000

LLOOF 000
1000F 000

1Q00* 000
gLOOF 000

Z1L00F 000
LEODF 000

mabid but

(NOILOYH LX)
HI LY TWILILSHIIN]

BE'+-
L0
erer
cc'l-
lee
L0k
g0¢-
9e'-

mabBw  pag Brdoul

(IONIYIIAAAG)
HI1YM IVILLSHAINI

85t
65¢
53¢
Ere
6LE
¥oe
120
1L0

FARS
96'G
akg
€89
BS 9
209
€9
.9

MaBINBW Q) Brdbud

HILYM TVILILSHTINI
LNOHLIM SINIWIG3S

G50
190
Bl
See
b5
B80¢
eS't
gle

0g¢e
G5°6
69°€
19'S
Ly
8EG
L0y
66v

MaBNBw  ma Brdbw

HILVYM TVILILSHIINI
ONIGNTONL SENTWIGAS

£L¢
0ce
E0v
B9G
0Ly
eLy
I7A
¥8'e

waoyoeq
(1o G-0) @0BHNS

uoneq
(Wo g-g) 8oBUNS

wojjog
(wo G-p) @9BUNS

woneq
{wo g-0) eoeUns

(wo) ydeq

orel OA
JMretOA

£S3IM
£SaIM

¥
b

OLEMM
O12MM

uoneIs

‘aoneys

Surjdwes yoeo 3e (y3dop sjqeiea) uonoas 1sodasp pue (ud G-g) ooejins ul (M a/ddw) snioydsoyd [2103 J91em [eNNSINU] 0T 219EL



€T 91" T gy I L 0 10 I SO0 100 v EjORY303II0)
S LY 6€ W0 L0 SO €L 68 8L 8L vL ¥ epodado))
0 100 LT €0 60 90 0 0 L W0 0 TPOOBIISO)
SO Y0 LT 100 110 €0 0 0 ¥ €0 0 0 £1000pE[)
1 L0 9 97 9 A AL 0 14 W (AR A agpUoqoRy))
SN VNNV STATTV LA
ST Y | 76~ 95 T N TN ) G/ S6 €6 6 1oL
00 T T~ 1T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (ereraasRo )y dds pIpRH
I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (epIujoRIy) PULDIDIPAR
0 S 0 P00 0 0 0 0 0 0 EpOJELIIN
96 & IE € IF 0 7 € S I t (eprjouuy) eleeyoodI0
S A/ 7 F 9 JA I 2 S L 69 69 (eadejsnyy) epodado)
T € €« £ S L I 0 T (AN Y 0 (Ea0RISNI)) BPOIRLSO
1A S S S I 9 ¢ 0 0 1 £ 0 0 (a0B)SILID) BISDOPE]D)
0 1 T 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 (esaydy(q) sepraododojera))
LT w0 ve SL IS g8 6l 0 1T 61 07 (maoidi(]) sepHOqORY)
AN B | 9 T | 9 £ 0 0o 1 0 (exandicy) seprutouony’)
] 0 0 0 0 £ 0 0 0 1 0 0 (esaydoyour]) smwoinaf snjjousl)
11 | G W I I |11 G I 11 QG I 0T TVASINYDIO
£SIM DITOMM DLEIDX

"S90UBPUNGE SAIE]R] PIIB[NO[BD PUR UOIEDO0[ §oed woIj sojduwes 921y} JO Yyoes Ul pOJUNocd swisiuesio Jo Jaquinu [e30) 2y) apnjdou] ejep
[ESLISHINN] "9)E[ 91 UI SUOIIEDO] JUIRJJIP € 9] IO 1Sep JO SjuowWIpas ooejins wolj paygnuapl sdnoid jewsiuedig "1z 9]qel



$0°T 86T [ £0°L1 8PIT L°91 66'rl 16’81 L'y LSL°6
£9°1- 80°Z- e I- £9'91 86°0C L9°§l 66'v1 16'81 'y EOL'8
9t - £8'1- £l Sy sl £L°'02 1154 60°¥1 [6'81 £5°E 699°L
8970 80 L9°0- SO I 96'91 9Lt 9"l £1°91 60°t £0L°9
L0 6870 §9°0 pell P sl Lol 17721 (A It £5L°85
PeT st 24 g9 L9L I8¢ L9°8 §8°01 '8 [A3 8 4
39'C 6I°E 6t'T 860 Ll L8O §9°f 9t L't 168°¢
6l'e §'7 881 8€°0 1Al £E0 a4 P6'T 1T 1£8°C
$€'C 69'C 't Ly |20 o 8’z £CE FANYS Tee'l
1 rd 6L°T PTT 80 €50 Fr 0 v6'T beE 39'C ¢18°0
|3-2r4 L' 61'C £'0 8¥°0 6870 LT 8I'E LS'T 0
dIgdNy NITAD a3y dAgINY NITAD aId HATHINY NAFHD a3y (w)
(1w 1ad) (W dad) [(ETRITEREN))

JINVAAOSIY AINVHILLYOS FONVNANILLY yideqq
8Y°5T 0 [} 0 9L'F8 9T 6k'98 68°0 £9°EIL vy'T £SL76
95T 0 0 0 10°¢8 9F'C 60°L8 680 86°011 £6°T t£0L'8
95T 0 0 0 10°¢8 $6'C 8b't8 68°0 96°601 8E°F 699°L
L'st 0 0 0 18°'8L Py e 3T°78 LL' 1'501 6L°E £0L9
68°5C 0 0 0 gL wy 80°8L LL™] o6F’ro e £el'%
£9°9¢ 0 0 0 65°EY Pl 90°LS F9°G L0l 83T 86’y
L873T 0 Lo 69'C 19°61 cror LY 9C 99°tE LLU9T 61 vp 168t
PE6T Pel ¥E 6'tl 15701 E5°C6 891 108y Z6'vl LS 1L8°C
9 6L Pi'e LS8 9%’ CE 98°01 Vadli1d I8El PP 99°9] 8T°EY L6l
6L 699 1€°LE [31#] 19°¢l [6'LF 78’6l P EF P9l Fra 0N SI18°0
B6'6L FTlL 11766 £L9LE 96°CI 88 9°sl FAY 4 60° ¢l 144N 0
(D.) (37} |oBlINg JO @) % % % % % % {w)

Juijamdn 3012 dulj[pmumog] Jaqury Iaquuy [IEEN] ) u2un pad pay
~dway asuelpels| aoueipeL] 3sueipeayj pETRTS “MWSUES], “1Medg ‘jbsues [, JEENT-ETS RILELIR | qudag

7661 AInf 87 UO [L UOCHEIS J2 UWNjod 13)em 2y} Jo sontadoid Jeondp 7z a[qel



£9°TC o] Q 0 e'0c 90°0¢ [Aarnd 90'51 [5°6T $6°0C SO5°LE

I'€¢ 0 0 0 Lt 9'sT (VR 44 6F 61 L96T £9°9¢ $85°91
LTPT 0 0 1] £b'9¢ Zi'61 F 8¢ £6'C1 66'LF 86°61 38FSI
t6'bT 0 0 0 80°9¢ 8Lk 797 9¢ 69°11 ¥6r 451 £6F 1
1T°s¢ 0 0 0 8'0¢ bs it P CE 9051 B Er F6'€C 96kt
£9°5T 0 0 0 cl'tT 86°€E £9°0¢ 69°5T 16'CE FA 1% 442!

L'st 0 ¢] 0 wie PO St £ 9T L$°9T SI'EE 3T 6 por il
88T 0 0 0 19°61 IP'6f 9ic Ie 8L |84 685701
PO°9T 0 0 0 L9°0¢ £T'8E [ 1oE 9L 6L £ EP L6
$T9T ; 0 0 9Tzl 1218 17l 69°Th 40T FI'RS STL'8
85°9¢ 0 w0 st 15701 £T°6% 10°CI LE1S 9Ll T6'LY CEO'L
Wit 1} £9°0 69°C 56°¢ 16'89 [0°6 9 £6°CT1 €T 6L P6579
sle 0 9zl F Y 6t 98 £L [8°L 70°89 i 89°¥8 66F°S
£9°8C 0 [ 9L 01 kL PO SL [ 4 L6769 L'8 80°%% Tisy
98'8C pel (4 03 1+°0€ (A LTEL 134 €789 PS8 9T'Z8 €5Vt
B8'8T 89°C LI'El ¥T9% e PO EL 18°L '8y 6L°L €518 [5¢°C
[6'8E 10t 61'cT L6 N 4 60°'TL 18°L TeLy 9L 508 SOv° [
P6'8T LES 88799 1$°68C ' SIIL 19°9 84799 Lyl FS 6L SOLD
P6'8T Lot 17766 S8 (A 4 £r'99 ITL FILY T7ws LE6L 0

(Ds) (a) 2203 jo @ % % 4 % % % G

Sunpaandpn waalag Juifsmumocg Rpquy Joquiy UG udaIn) pad pad

“dws] IsuRlpEL] eoueIpeR] suRIpRLI] RENTEIN “HsuRI] EENL-ATS “WwIsuel ] B ENLET ‘pasueL] daq

‘7661 AINf 87 UO g7 UOIR)S J& UWN[Oo 12)em aY) Jo saniadoid [eond “(panunuo)) £7 9[qel,



b S 'y 6’1 £0°C Fe'l £r'9 Ls'L 5¢9 s6sLl

£R°F 9t Lt [ 61 (A st e Ps'9 6T’y G859l
PPt A 4 gE't BI°E £6't 60'F 99 g1'8 9 .33 |
6F' ¢ PER BEC [§:38% | 4284 £t 69 65’8 89°¢ £obpl
6t £ sT'E Ly'C LT'E Ly 96°% LS’ L'y 96t €1
6'C 9 Ly'T i 6L'1 9’1 ey L2 E 122 A!
8T Fy'E vt 6€° 1 oLl vl 6l £ PLE rerll
99°'t Se'tY 1£°¢ L0711 vel £6°0 L't 3O'p Pl't 685701
L't LEE FET Fi°l |11 66°0 s8'€ gt Pt L6
il L't oWl N0 Lo §F°0 39°C e Ly STL'8
Pl ic’e 8Tl 90 9r'0 Lo 60°C 99'¢C se'l SEQ'L
£1 997 18°0 61°¢ 20 FANt) 6b' | 161 £6°0 P6S'9
8071 Le'l 65°0 I3 0] LY Lo'o [FAR] |20 9%°0 66F°%
s0'1 £ 65°0 . I'o [A ] 900 S (3481 §9'0 AL 4
I 651 120 [ve £10 L0°0 ¥l A 8L°0 £55°¢F
9I°1 b1 SL°0 [ 4] FAN] 30'0 9’1l £yl 80 166'C
[Tl 91 - 80 1’0 FANY] 90°0 1£°1 851 L3870 509°L
[YARI ob' 1 30 o €00 LO'0 9t 91 60 COLO
syl 151 88°0 60°0 80°0 00 j2°0! 66’1 60 0
dIdNY NITID a3y dddamny NATHEO a3d dIanNv NIAFHD a3y
(@apw Jad) (=R Jad) . (2w 32d) {wr)
AINVIIOSHY AONVIILLYOS FONVANALLY pdaq

"(pepnjouo)) €z 2l1qelL



P8Iz 00’0 00°0 000 €07 oL L1 [ Irel A 60761 16 61
60°TT 00°0 000 000 78T F6'61 it sEvl 89°LT 86°0T 125781
8¢ TC 000 000 00°9. L6'9T £ 61 £ 9T 9 el £ LE [9°61 1IN |
FO°CT [1[E)) 00°0 00'0 38 8¢ 0F $1 £LrE 06 LS BY 99k 08F'Gl
P 2 000 0o ¢ o0 85 6¢ £6°51 ¥9°9¢ ar ol 00' Ly e ol €8 4!
6 T 000 000 00°0 w6'TE 90°TT XA 43 0L vl s£ck 65T 6t 1
35 kT 000 0070 000 AN 96°5T £9°0F 68° LI £6'8¢€ 3i'8¢c 12y ¢l
80°¢T 00’0 0070 000 Ly £L (454 £T°5C £E75T ¥e6c S6°LE LA
kst 00°0 0070 000 ' 9F 9l LEFP kLl 43843 68707 {908 1|
69'5¢C 00’0 00°0 000 1g €l £0°0% 10761 LG OF £8°91 SL'LS 6£9°01
0 9T 00'0 000 000 96° ¢l By'SS 8- 90’9 FE Pl 9Le9 $L8°6
A T 00°0 0070 000 18°6 6 19 [9°C1 [ A 98701 914 629°'8
6 9T 0070 000 00'0 9L’8 L670L [T°L 81°¢o ¥ 6 £5l8 L
P Lz 000 00'0 000 99'9 [A'RT [¥'8 8£°89 oL’6 £L°98 [5L°9
9Le 0070 ol 180 9g'L 11°9L 08t pr' 89 (4158 4 LE 68 £0L°S
00' 82 00°0 66°1 (S| YA 90°6L 09 P EL SF'6 91°68 669°F
98T 00°0 86°F 69°C TS oFsL [l SEOL 8T QI Co'PB 8TL'E
06" 8T 000 6L F 3389 10°L S PL Tl 9T’ 69 £5°01 96'T8 §99'C
9T 6c 00°0 06761 9701 sey 86'[L [Tl 19°99 6111 £ 6L 6CL
P 6T pel €L Sy §6°0F £6°% 79'69 196 £1' b9 $6°01 Ly oL 989°0
6t Pe'l 05°£8 [§°9¢ sTS £0°69 8L LY 0L £LSL 00°0
Q) () eIng Jo @) % % % % % % (w)
Funpasdn Wwadag Buifamumoq Rquy laquiy uszaIn U320 EN | pad
GINEY ) sauELpRLIE Q0uRIpEM] J0UBIpELY 191B08 “Jsuery, Jaeag PISURL] B EI T “Jsuel ], ydagy

7661 AIN[ 87 UO |1 UONER)S J& UWN|0D Jajeam a3 Jo santadoid peond “(panunuo))) 7 21qeL



8IS L0°9 56°F SL°1 §0°C Lyl £6'9 £rg 99 16t°61
99t (A" Y w5y 6L°1 sI'e £L'l $P°9 e §T'9 125781
Sy VY ol ST 86'C (&4 659 70’8 AN EsrLl
66°¢€ S6'f S6°F LL'E Lov EL°E SL°L 96 89°L 08¥'91
08¢ 9%’ 4.3 SrE 19 4 (1% 5¢°L Lre 0T'L 13 {1
8¢ ir'y £t 95'T §T'E St LV LyL BL'S Pl
67°¢ (414 4 60t 01t 89°T L6’} i1 38°9 LO's FTYEL
£€0°¢ 88 LT 9Tl 191 FLI (YA 4 6t's 88t £E5°C1
65°C LEE L't 99°0 98’0 960 STE £CF we [A |
0g't 00°g £8°1 Ly’ 19°0 LE'D LL'E 19°¢ 0T'e 6£9°01
10°¢ 99T 51 |2 1] ¥+ 0 9T°0 sE€'C ol'g 08’1 8LS6
[FAN | 0£'C 6171 [Z0 8C°0 10 61 BY'C £2'1 6798
el [4 A PL'O 10 81°0 80°0 Le'l 06°1 80 9L
10°1 L1 1$°0 (o 1’0 90°0 (A1 el L5°0 15L°%
P01 Skl £t SO0 LOQ 200 60°1 [N S0 0L
$8°0 AN wo 60°0 [AN)} v0'0 ¥60 Pl 90 669°F
101 LTl 090 ire SI'0 oo £l 428! L9'o BTL'E
01 €1 L9°0 AN S0 80°0 sl (A GL'O $99°C
L'l ¥l [4:1] sI'o 81°0 010 (A £9°1 w60 6Tl
62'1 85°1 96°0 91°0 61°0 ARt syl 8L'1 Lol 989°0
(31 19°1 00t S0 81°0 Ire 8yt [iTAN| il 00070
d3gany NITHD aid d3any NITHD a3d HIgWY NITID add (w})
(321001 12d) (oW 12d) (I=yur Jad)

JONVHIOSdY HIONVIILLYDS FONVANILLY pdaq

"(papniouc)) v 9lqeL



8P 1T 00'0 00°0 00°0 L6° a1 9T'LT LA £L°0T $8°6¢ yL 8T pir it
$6'1¢ 00°0 000 oo Lot 16'0¢ £T° 8T 9%°¢T 0s'0€ 69°CE Lt 0T
80T 00'0 ] o0'0 LLTT 60°0F £ 6L 0§°IC 99°C¢ 08 [f alr'6l
8t T 000 00°0 000 LL'ic 10883 £8°5¢C 9¢ €T 16'TE 1T°EE vob 81
FO Tl 00'0 0o 00'0 (AR 60°0F |3 T4 087t 6£°4F Tt Tos'L1
TIET 0070 000 000 ' 6L ¥8'$T £9° € 0981 9C" I LO°8L PTy 9l
¥ ec 00°0 000 000 L0 6T [9°LT ETPE oL SOk 8L 6C 6kysl
08°£T 000 000 0070 FAAR Y 60°0F £F 6T (s L6'9F 65Tt 909 ¥1
6E°PT 00'0 00°0 0070 L9°0T 88 6€ £T°ST £5°1¢ £6'8C ek £839°¢F1
08°+C 00'0 00°0 Q00 [YAR*]| 6L LF o6l 0y 6F vt OF £y 00L' ¢
Pt S 000 000 000 121 P& 6Y 91 19Ty L0 81 €49 L1l
[8°5¢C 000 (A1) SET 98" 01 Ly ey Ll PR Y £ 81 ay'L9 65L°01
LT9T 000 wo vE' L ot'9 11°9L [9°6 1T10L 6l 11 0T'L8 L0386
L8697 000 £8°0 69°C 06'F Tz I¥'8 10°6L £06 0s't6 8$9L°8
99°LT 00'0 €8l w6’y 05t 90" 18 10°6 DE' 8L 0L'8 88°C6 woLL
LT8C 000 16'C e SI'E 1L08 10°9 £8°8L 91’8 9v°76 £EL'9
1882 el 9L LB 087 £9°SL 19'9 PLIL L'y £T°58 L99°¢
16°8¢ FEl v6' 71 86 1b - T 4 9l sL 19'9 6 1L w9 16°€8 [LO'F
v6'8C 89°C $0°ZT 8¢ 1L [{TAR 4 s /4 19°6 6E° 1L L 85°C8 6IL¢
9682 bz 19 LE 06 1T SR € 867 €L I8 [TIL £0°6 30°C8 68L°C
L6'8E 9L L A Y 6t TL1 $8°E 86'€L 19°9 [TIL ITL L' 18 Zee’'l
L6'8T £TL $9°0% S17p91 S8E 86°€L 19°9 6E° 1L 96'9 F0'C8 1€6'0
$6'8C £0°'8 96°86 oL ote N4 LLT9 10°6 9589 79'8 35°T8 000°0
(D.) a7) asgpng jo @) % % % % % % (w)
Suippsandpny wramad Buipamumog Iyuy Iaquiy [TEETTY PEEITyY pad poy
dwa ] s0uUBIpRLI] souetpeLl] B3URIPEL] JaRIg Jusuelf 1RIS JusuEL ], Taesg ‘Hwsuer] ydagg

7661 AIN[ §Z UO TS A\ UONEIS 1B UInjod 19)em oY) Jo sanadosd jeondo “(panunuo)) gz s[qeL



59°F Wy 05t §671 881 6t 1 0T's 0g'9 66°v 4
e w ire Er'l 9Ll gE°l oLy 8.6 ir'y Lk 0T
¥TE Wy 60't Lsl $6°1 051 08'v L6'S 8 9Ib'61
ri'e 3% 96°'C P51 061 &rl 89°v BL'S Iy rob 81
ore 98°¢ pe'T 0Ll e 19°1 08'v L&Y 1354 Tos'Ll
LI'E S6'E 86°C ¥oe 8L°C or'e ¢ £€L°9 BO'S AR
[AVEY £ 68°C 80°C 0%z 9671 i’y 13 424 6Fy sl
£ E 8L°E €8T 8L°1 we 991 08y 0609 1 4 9059 P
19°C 8L 9¢'C 90l el 96°0 89t (A (A3 £R9°Cl
e [ 06°1 Lo 060 19°0 $6°'C Lt sz 00L'Tl
894 ore €1 LEQ 90 6c’o s0'¢ (A 851 LI
0Ll Lre 6c’l BE'D 8F'0 6c’0 80°'C $9°C Lyl 65L°01
L60 Izl 68°0 o S0 90°0 601 9t £¢°0 LOB 6
wo 98’0 70 oo 60°0 00 6L 0 F6'0 £T0 89L°8
Lo 6870 Lo e 60°0 €00 ¥8°0 860 00 oL°L
6L’0 {80 870 Lo 80°0 £0°0 980 60 1£°0 £EL9
AN [Tl 850 01°0 ARy 90°0 [(A08! 139 b9'0 L99°%
¥l 0Tl P 0 01’9 10 9070 ritl A 0L'0 ILSP
orl ol iLo 60°0 aro 900 60°1 sel LL'O 6ILE
ol PO o 1o (AN Lo'g 1T | 6L°0 68L°C
(A0 9Tl $L°0 60'0 ore 900 121 9t 1 18°0 o'l
<l sl FL'O 80°0 6070 900 1271 i3 | 6L°0 176G
0Ll 81 0L'0 oo £10 LO0 98’ 151 LLo 000°0
d3dNv [FEER 1) add dIINY NATHO azd HIFNY NIFED a3y

(129w Jad) (1319w 1ad) (12w sad) ()
JONVIHOSHY JONVHALLYOS FONVNTLLY ydaq

“(papnpouo)) ¢z 91qeL,



t0£T 0 0 0 80" £F 89711 PRLE 9¢'L | 3rAY 80°¢TI 20991
2.2 0 0 0 61°'Cs 2. 2) st 0% 1£°% 8 €9 £0°01 9Ty sl
1°5T 0 0 0 €0 66't! b 8t £0°6 L6°0% fTLE £05° 1
85°ST 0 0 0 PE8F 68Tl £8°9¢ 9T'L SE6% BT 4| 0% €1
89°5T 0 0 4} 6T Lt o'l 59" ¢y SI°y LS St 91 LTV'Tl
L'5T 0 0 ; 8t 8T PI vy £y Y PO LI 71911
$8°5¢ 0 [} 0 £E 1P SELE PO 6€ {301 9y’ 6t 16702 #9901
66'sT 0 0 0 86° €L $9°CC [0 EE 90" sl 3T O £6°9C o6
[AAT 0 1] 0 TE LT 8 0f [A X £ IT 60°0¢ SPLE 9658
£5°9¢ 0 ¢] 0 19761 90" 1y A s 68 1€ 8$8° 1 0708 989" L
e 0 [0 st 9T’ Tl FO' Y 5284 9F bt 9T ¥l 659 699°9
£Le 0 1] 69 it OL™ 8y [9°6 9 6F LL 01 L PSS
£8°LT 0 sl {008 4 I+'8 6199 '8 SLLS 9’9 118 F1 4
$6'8¢ 0 o€ e 10°4 AR 8L sLLS £y L8'8L §0¢'¢
66'87 PEL 6b'L B 81 1L L [0°69 10°¢1 9’ 8% 96°L 8L°LL $95'C
606 19°1 SIel 243 1v'8 S6°t9 g a4’ 9y [L7L 81°9L 91
FAN TS S84 PESE LS TH 99 0 £9 {8701 86°6y 9£°01 1€bL SL5°0
£1'62 69°9 888 9L LET 1’8 Py IO [9°9 86° 6y [9°01 66'EL 0
{0} (37) SOCHNG JO @ 5 % % % % % (w)
Juijeadn JUERIER S Bui[amumocg Rquy Jaqury U315y uaaln poy Py
“dus FoueLpELl sauelpeu] souelpeL| EETI-EE “Jusuea] -1ajjeag “Jusuer ] *131180§ “MWISUR | gidagg

"Z661 AInf gz uo g¢ uoness je uwN[od 193eMm ay) Jo sentadoid [eandQ ‘(ponupuo)) 97 9Iqe],



{00 4 s6'p 66°¢ £5'f P8¢ o9r'v 65°8 6v 01 ar's 0991
e [ £Ef £E0°9 6F°L L8'S 6 pLoIT [ LAY |
we L'y st'f L3¢ 6'F 65°E 65°L €96 £0'L 05k
Y 9TY LI'E 96 Ty we SER ot 0l 6L'L 08¢l
6¢°E £ ['t R4 w'y (4084 68°L £0°01 (AN Leyel
6F ¢ wr LT £P 4 16'¢ 6L°L 98'6 80°L ALY
£y°f [i3:48 4 6l't Lre 1t £re oL 68 3] vs9701
Y (A 4 £l'e 68T S0t e F6's Ls'L Ty weo
6Lt (R34 LT Trl 581 811 1L+ 919 £6°€ 95658
8L Lyt HT 8L°0 { 19°0 9t [A 4 Lt 9847L
e 8L'T S| SE°0 90 o 9T | TS 91 699°9
61 ¢'T 611 €00 g0 (ANt £1T 8T £e'l Py's
Py s0°C Lo o 10 SO0 S9°1 T £8°0 3
9l 80T 60 60°0 AN ¢0°0 1L°1 [ $6°0 §96°E
6571 861 £6°0 Pi'0 L0 80°0 (AN gi'e 10°1 895°¢
5971 80°'C ] vi'0 LT 30°0 6L°1 9Tt 60°1 91
99°1 80°C 9071 6E'0 ¥Z'o o 1.0 [A A 61 L5790
89°1 Lo'c 8071 To §20 £re 8871 (AN Tl Q
yagny NIATLD add dIaNy NIFHD €T | HIdnNY NATHD add
(1210w a2d) (4332w Jad) (o aad) (ur)
FONVHHOSIY JONVYTLLVYOS FONVIINGLLY yidagy

‘(papnjpuo)) 97 sjqel



VL EC 0 0 0 1789 £¢E 92785 ¢0'0- 9c'4aL 9'c 9EE8L
Lv've 0 0 0 62 7S 8v'v R AL 98°0 L8°0L L6’ S6ESL
LE°6¢ 4] 0 o 69°499 L'y SO0°vS 98°0 (AN ve'v e64vrvi
£8°G¢ 0 0 0 4969 61°E 92°84G ¢0°0- B'6L Sv'E ZSvEl
69°G¢ 0 0 0 60°LS LEY SO0'vS 98°0 9L'vL LY 9PSCl
9L°G¢ 0 0 0 884V [AVA ¥8'EY £9°¢C §°19 91'8 8¥§'LlL
[AS T4 0 0 O €6°6¢ L2°0L  PP'8E 62°G §6°¢29 GZ2'ZlL $689°0lL
2'9¢ 0 0 0 L0 66'vL  E90F ¥S9'6 S0P 91°'81 £1L9'6
e3¢ 0 0 0 LZ'9¢ GELL 29'Pe 6vLlL G9°¥E L2 {198
£9°9¢ 0 0 0 ze0c¢ AT AN 189l ¢5°9¢ vL'Ld vl9'L
88°9¢ 0 0 0 LL91 9'G¢ 2Z0'8l GE°0¢ 6L°EC ¢0'LE G699
AV R4 0 0 0 LGl 96°'GZ 208l 88°0¢ LLEC 60t 104G
¢6'Le 0 LLL Ge'1 94’8 €9t {L0O¢ClL 60°0€ 651l L9'6E. ¢CBO9P
vZ'6el 0 LL7L GE'1L €9 §'1e 199 AN T4 14 Ev' 9t (AR
£'6¢ 0 198 A ¥O'v LO°L tg’ce 109 8E'6¢ 69°01 Le E0L°C
l€°6¢ ¥S8'0 L'yl LG LLL Lv'2e 109 60°0¢ 98°6 6lL'LE GG/
lE€'6¢ ve'l L6 8BE 890t G6°G €L'6C LY'S eV LT 96°L 8Pt  v880
£'6¢ L ¢ 8C'L6 G8°1LL LO° L 60°¢cE LO'9 60°0¢ LL9 69'9¢ 0
(D.) {3n) 90BlNG 4O (31 % % % % % % (W)
Buijjamdpn uaoled  Buysmumoqg  Jsquiy Jaqwy  uaain uaaln pay pay

‘dwia] aoueipel) gIuelpe.Ll| soueipel) 18113 THWSURIL] "B]IBOS ‘Hwsuel]  |19)ledg “ywsuel]  yidag

7661 An[ 87 UO (p UONE)S e UWnjod 19)em 313 Jo santadoxd [eandQ (panunuo)) L7 (el



LE'E 6L°¢ LT01 1001 ¥o el ) el 9tE'91
e Ps's e 88 Ly'tl IS8 e 106l o'l S6E'SI
98 F s ee 98°8 6Lt L8 17Tl 10°61 0Tl a5k rI
[ 3. : 9L’z 96701 ! Lol 6Lt} . 9 gl FAY 2 %
9I'e 8y 80°¢ 9’6 el e £5°C1 el [Ara ) ors el
SOk 9% 98¢ L9 56’8 Ly £5°01 seFi ol L3 B
ot LY 86°€ 8L'F 81’9 §:2 6 9L 11 '8 Pss 0l
4 9% 9QO'r ot 1Y LT 6%°L L) w9 £I9°6
FI 4 99°'y 80k £'T £ 91I't 0L $9°8 P9 1138
6E¥ vT's 13- % 641 681 el 86°S £1°L we PI9L
sl 1394 Lyt £l 1571 i Sk's LE9 h3 4 €65°9
iy -7 4 8%°F 8T 6b°1 i 6t°¢ LT’ 69 10L°¢
we 'y ot't P90 Lo 5’0 oty L34 L't 89F
60y I 8y't £5°0 950 9r'0 (AN 4 (484 FO'v L'E
PN 4 19 4 SEE 3P0 50 70 3% 4 [l 4 86°F EDL'T
S0y £ep LS'E [ Lo 60 [504 8r 96'f T
'y oL’y £6'E 6t o Pe0 8P LS Ly 38°0
b 4 8y PL'E [€°0 o LT’o 13 4 8t oy 0
dIANY NATID a3y daamny NITyo a3y H3Igny N3IFA40 dgd

(Asw rad) (1210w 1od) {(amau 1ad) (wy)
dONVEHOsav HAONVAALLYDS AONYONILILY qdaq

"(popnpuo)) £z dIqe],



16 ST 0 0 0 LI"EEL 0 " 501 0 687061 0 76591
SE°T 0 0 0 L6'99 6% LU 69 99°C 69 6% v 9 85751
667 8T 0 0 0 r9 6F'9 LTL9 ps € 8848 9y Tyl
9’ 5T ] 0 0 T'yy 9Z'% 907 €9 £k 66'6L ES6 try el
8F 5T ) 0 0 TT8s L6'8 9t 6% £t 8 9L £C 01 FLTl
59 5T 0 0 0 1€ £% 90! 98"y 6r's 9t EL 607 TI Ise

¥ $T 0 ) 0 12 bt L8 rl vy bt 98’8 $T 59 16791 P01
$6'5T 0 0 0 SO ¥ fIee AT F6°§1 i 9t 9T 68L 6

ot 0 0 0 69°9T 16"82 £9°0¢ $5° 0T b 6 1$°2¢ 6LL'8
9t 9z 0 0 0 9781 £5°IF T0' P LLTE 9L 6T AR 869°L
3L 9T 0 zi'o $E° 4 87 §1 36708 786l 8T ¥ L8 FT TS 61479
SP LT 0 §H 0 iy 8376 €819 b Tl T6'Ps L9 91 61 0L £59°¢
LU 8T pEl Lol 1Tl £l°'8 9§y 106 £6°LS 9'¥I 191 STYp
9%' 8T 8 or 1F sy 86' 80°59 1ol 9L 09 LLT) €5 TL 159°¢
99" 8T 8§ $'9 oF £ £E'S 9°£9 (99 PE 6y 8T'TH i+ 0L £29°C
69 8T £0°8 68 Ll | £0°61 10°€9 18701 LS'Ly 0 ¢l 1£0L S0L71
£0°6¢C v 69" bt 8 F0Y ££°¢ 9E° 19 18 01 TTLS 6 80°L9 8540
£9° 6T bELE 1166 w6l 8LL LLTY Tr LS r6° 11 £H 0L 0
(2.} @ aocjiag jo (Gh] % % % % % % {(wn}

ME—_?SLD Euu.nunm w:___uB:BOD hun_._._._< uopﬁ_.:q. nuu._o .:uu.—o Uuw— ﬂuw—

“Jura g, QduTIpRLI] JduBIpRLI] adetpel| ] "Jwsuel] geiti:hin “JMUsUes ] 1EdS "NwIsuel] thdaqq

'7661 AIN[ 87 UO G uone)s 18 uwn[od Jajem oY) Jo santadold jeandQ (panunuo)) g7 2iqel



0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 TEs 9l
AN S £t grot el ¥8’6 [2 9§ 157%1 L& O PRV Y |
syrl 68°1 9l 686 Lyl L8'8 $6'01 9e°El £E°01 FaaN 2|

A 6b'c §8°1 86°L L6 5L 866 Lr'el o 1P el
sTT 6t £1°C i 95°6 66'9 s%'6 Lyl tl'6 PLTI
ot't 60 € P 859 [0 [ L6'8 1911 S8 IsL 1l
88T 99'¢ 89°C SLP $0°9 24 4 A3 L6 1L FrL0l
90°¢ £8°E LL'e 3T Is'g 149 93’ FEL R 68L°6
't 383 e 96°[ §e LL'l 96't £e9 o't 6LL8
e e e s0°1 £el 68°0 Is'€ oF'r 3 869°L
90T 99T 89'1 89°0 88°0 95°0 LT ') e 6IL"D

91 T 10 cE0 o ¥o'o 6l L Wl IASRY

s41 Lyl FEl 9T'0 o 61°0 (81 $1°¢ Pl AR 4
vl pLl AN o sT0 91’0 (AN 661 80 , is9'¢
651 €8l £l oo 970 L1'0 18 60T ¥l €297
£l Fo'l FT o LTo Lo S8 Tt 1 SOL°T
LLl we sril 810 170 sro $6°1 £CT 9ol 8sL'0
ol 96'1 ETAR! o LTo LI'0 o8l (44 'l 0

3NV NAIED a3y HITNY NITHO add d3gNY NA3ZHO ady

(113w 15d) [EEYEUTERENH (10w aad) {ur)
AONYHEHOSHY AINVIILLYOS HONVNANILLY pdag

"(papnpuo)) 8z 9qel



P 66'C 6e'L 8I°I1 0L L ci'9 AN 69°01 ¥6'8 SEP'I1
Sy 15°¢ €T L6'9 Y FA 4 eIl 686 of'L £55°01
wr 6L'¢ L6t YA 19°¢ [9¢ LSS 141 84’9 0T 6
sy we 96°T v [0 % £6'T 9T's 9L 68°§ 6858
| FARY 9¢°¢ £LT ve'c STt TL'k 90'9 i8¢ sty SobL
th'f £ 15°C 99| 19°1 [Tt 60°'S 1L R4 e 919°9
68'T 89°C b6 1 Po’ 0 880 £9°0 £g'e 95°¢ 84T (XS
T 9I'¢ 91 SO 0b'0 6T 88'T 95'C S8 L3 4
£1'e i8] Pl LTo £C°0 s3I'¢ (1] 4 ¥o T £9°1 669°¢
Lre 981 £5°1 o 810 S0 68°C ¥O'C 89°1 6eL’T
vt 161 861 o 810 §1°0 9'T 01t tLo L9%°1
9T 06°1 69°[ §T0 0z'0 L] [9°C ore 98’1 0L0°1
$8°C 00t L9'1 Lro P10 ro 8¢ S1°L 6L°1 000°0
HadNy NAIUO a=Hd gV NITHUD adyd HIHNY NA3HO A |

(1Pw aad) {aaaw sad) (e Jad)y ()]
FONVHAOSIY HONVHALLYOS FONVYNANILLY yudag
LY'5T 000 000 00°0 6L LY 0L 69°09 169 g0 TL I8 It SEV 1L
PLST 00’0 0070 00°0 0" 6F 619 8T 6F LS 6 99°79 1791 £esT00
88T 000 0070 0070 Ly ¢y FlI'6 LY £ [ e LEFy 8T 61 0is6
96'5T 00’0 0070 0070 £T6F 89°¢1 9p' BE 88 Pl [8°6F 6Tt 688
BT 9T 00790 00°0 Q00 LO7 6T 10°TT 99t B EC [FAR'1S 06°CE 6L
T 9L 00°0 00°0 000 65T 08t 9 LT S0 6T LS TE Ly 6f 919’9
L¥79¢ 000 [0 §I°C [6°8I 1v° 8¢ £8°CC ol iy 9°vt 6F'Cs [24°8Y
£9°LE PEl PO'T [9°8 16711 L9 8t FT 9l 6L°TY LSl $6°19 856F
06°8C FER g6’y £0° 5T (YAYS £6°FS 0 ! co QY LTHL 8F'99 669't
clr6c 8t 96" €l £6'8Y ILL V%Y A 009 £0'6 0L’ 59 6EL'T
817 6L 89°¢ 1<l 68°PS 09°¢ 1] 08 49 £&r'8 LI76S 6L°8 08’9 L9811
20760 ey SELE 2211 [reé 60°T¢ fr'e L1768 £5°6 SL'T9 0Le'1
BT 6T +O° T 0C 66 V134 9L'8 08’ T8 80l ' 483Y L9 06°£9 0000
(3.} ) adeyng Jo @ % % % % % % (w)

Sugpamdpy JUERIEE | Bujjomumogg Jaquiy 1quiy [IEEH ) [IEEATyY pod pod
duta] 20UEIPEL] a3uBIpeL] anueIpeL] aesg “JUESURLE, B ENLET “MwIsuel ] RENTATN “NWSURL L ipdaq

7661 AIn[ 8Z UO g UONE)S Je Uwnjod Jjem sy jo sontadoad eando 6z S1qelL



Pl vl 861 §6°6 LTl €&ol sb Ll (£ 4 811 £69°6

19°¢ 1Z°¢ (A4 P6’% £6'8 86'9 ps6 PLLI 6 PEL'S
65T £TE 65°C $8°9 168 §8°9 LiA) FLTI 24 STLL
$9°C pEE £9°L (4] 9’8 9 s1°6 1971 £l6 85L°9
8L°C 8'E LL'T [9 FoL 60°9 88’8 (A0 L83 BER'S
S0'E €8t 86'C 06 6C°9 (4 Y €iol 88°L b8y
e Loy e 8¢ 8Ty §TE 6%'9 '8 SE9 8L6'€
e P8'€ 96°C $9°1 £0'C 98°1 9L’y L8°§ £S'r 156'¢C
90°¢ 8t 68'C 99°1 o'e L8°1 Ly L8'¢ Lv'y re6'l
1. X4 e EL'C LLO £6'0 vL'0 [A°8) 9t'v tr'e £16°0
LT $'F 9'C 6’0 £9°0 90 9T't £y 90°t 0
HIqy NITAD a3y gy N3IFHO aId HIEWY NITID (SEE.

{a010we s2d) (aa1ows Jad) (12w 1ad) {uu)
JONYHAOSAY FJONVHILLVYOS HONVIANILLY yuaq
98" 5¢ 0 0 0 [e'se 99°¢ 88° €8 99°'c 19°98 £y £69°6
el 9¢ 0 0 0 $0°€9 6 88°9L I£s 69Tl Loe PEL'Y
$T'9c 0 0 0 ey ¥ o BY L Ity (A7 tr'o6 Sl
PE 9T 0 0 0 §L°E9 s1°01 Lo 0L or's TIL 6101 BsL'9
$79¢ 0 0 0 €19 9801 LY CL 9 [L 89 601 BER'S
$6°9C 0 0 0 priLS £E £l L9°99 [ 4. 91°¢9 so' ¢l 9r8’y
8¥ LT 0 0 0 6t 6F £ 61 98" 8¢ r el iy o 0T 8L6°E
91"8L 0 o L £5° 8¢ 0g 91y t0 €T 43 FYANAS is6'C
[ 18 By € SE'E 6T 6t £0° vt 89°0¢ Sv 0y £0°tT €U SE €078 e’ |
P 6T 96'91 8 38l ['s1E (AN A Ly 0P PBLE 99 tt 8L IT L1V 4 €160
L0t 98’ s¢ 88 PPl 99T STvP L2 Y 18°5¢ L1°s1 8 op 0
(3.) (#7) aoupng jo &N % % % b % % (w)

Fuiaadpy JUERIEN | Fuipaumog Ipquiy J2quiy usaIn U315y poyd pay
~dwsag, asuRIpEL aoueipeELy 20UeIPERLIE RETICESN ‘puwsuer) BEVITETY *JusUel EEVIT-AT “ywsuel ] ydagg

*Z661 AINf 87 UO 68 UONIL]S 18 UWIN[0O Ja1em oY) JO santadoid [eondQ) 'p¢ dqel



Y9t 65° %€ TTbi- T 00k 89°L6 £0°6¢ w9 60°T9 5.9 42 BLL'E
Fi'g vt LI'E 34 91°¢ LEY vl 6’8 PyL P06'T
£ L't 3e £6°C 9P 66°¢ 90'L £€°8 LiL 66871
£t e £fre T 1383 PTE 809 Lyl LEG L3880
98'C 8¢t ST 6¢ 0 POl 6Ll STy ws ot 0
d4dNyY NIATHD add dadiny NIT4D a3y HIFNY NAFHUO a3y

(1wt dad) (@Eaow tad) {101w aad) (w)
AINVIIOSHY FINVAILLVYDS HONVANTLLY yudagg
9L’ se 0 0 0 6L 9¢l 0 L6 0 1€ L51 70 6LLE
98°5T 0 ¥T'0 13°0 (300 4 Y| ST 9 18701 $6° LY LISl ¥06°'C
16°5C Lo 651 33N A it £9'sh el LSS S99 6ER'1
$6°5T e €83l oy £8°LE 67°0C £0°sh 90" 51 68'0s ££°0C L88'0
Lo PIES 10766 6T wET gL Ly're £8°8C TS 8T PLTE 9z’ 0F 0
(2o} @) IEHNG JO ('} % % F4 % % ) ()

Buypamdp juanag Supamuaog laquuy 13quUiy [FEETT) [TEET Ty payd il
“dwag aduelpeLl] 2aueIpTL] I3uBIpRL] g TR USR] 1ess RUTTEGCTY INEIS ‘jusues | yulaqg

7661 Alnf |7 U0 QT UONE]s J& BWINJod 19jem oY) Jo santadoxd jeand( “1¢ 9Iqe



Table 32. Cluster characteristics and relative sensitivity to changes in nutrients and/or

turbidity.
Cluster 1 Cluster 2 Cluster 3 Cluster 4

Physical Lake-Like Transition Transition River-Like
Condition
Nutrient Moderate Moderate High Very High
Supply P-Limited P-Limited N/P-Limited N/P-Limited
Water Clarity Algae- Transition Transition Turhidity-

Dominated Algae Turbidity Dominated
Response to Moderate High High Minimal
Change (Nutrients) (Nutrienlts) {Turbidity)




Appendix A

Water Quality Data for Tributary Streams for 1991

Variable
m

d

y

sta
time
stg
dschg
dep
tem
tp

tsp

sIp
tn

tsn

nh3
no3no2
tfe

dfe
tmn
dmn
toc

tss

Description

Sample Month

Sample Day

Sample Year

Station Identification Code
Sample Time, 24-hr Clock
Stage, {1

Discharge, cls

Depth, m

Temperature, °C

Total Phosphorus, mg/L

Total Soluble Phosphorus, mg/L
Soluble Reactive Phosphorus, mg/L
Total Nitrogen, mg/L

Total Saluble Nitrogen, mg/L
Ammonia Nitrogen, mg/L
Nitrate Nitrite Nitrogen, mg/L
Total Iron, mg/L

Dissolved Iron, mg/L

Total Manganese, mg/L
Dissolved Manganese, mg/L
Total Organic Carbon, mg/L
Total Suspended Solids, mg/L

Appendix A Water Quality Data for Tribulary Streams for 1981
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17.7 100

17.1

0.77 0.67

0.0 20.0 0.709 0.033 0.025 0.91 0.69 0.03 0.19
0.0 13.8 0.058 0.015 0.013 0.72 0.90 0.03 0.50

0.0

—_—0

0.0 17.2 0.028 0.007 0.005 -0.02 0.31

0.0 17.0 9.050 0.01
0.0 17.0 0.009 -0.005 -
0.0 20.0 0.025 0.018 0.011

0.0 16.5 0.052 0.01
0.0 20.5 0.028 0.009

12.31

1.20
835 3.12

1410 2.34
1340
1520
1530 2.80

%1 IBC

4 21 91 IBC
4 21 91 IsC
42191 IdC
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5N

L]
™
0

820 3.36

511 91 Ist

6.0
Q
2

3.5
1.
&

1.04 1,60 0.04 0.79
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0.014
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1 91 wpDC 1115 .

525 91 I8C
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1.

1.57 1.29 0.08 0.1
0.089 0.53 0.42 0.09 0.12

0.216 0.146 0.67 0.46 0.06 0.25

0.118

0.0 25.0 0.544 0.281
0.0 22.2 0.228 0.141

0.0 22.2 0.311

3

940

525 91 IWC
5 25 91 IvC

[e]

12.01

854 2.30

5 25 91 WpeDC 1130
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6 8 91 IsC

~N

0.13 0.61

0.127 0.91 0.81
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5.0
0.5

2.7
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2.1

1.10
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Appendix A Water Quality Data for Tributary Streams for 1991
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10 11 91 1YC

3.0
3.0
5.0
5.5

2.5
5.0

1150 0.84
1010

-—
—
0
L]
o]
o
[=]
[7a)
M
»
o
[=]
D
(=]
M~ O
oo
(=]
')
S o
o™
o —
(=N =1
oo
23
—
(=2~
f==]
O M~
[
uy O
-
oo
+ .
oo

0.62 0.53 2.5

1.44 0.26 0.26 0.27 2.4

2.54 0.1

900
1220

1¢ 11 91 weoe 1100

0.04 0.17

0.0 18.3 0.024 0.010 0.017 0.56 0.34

0.0 21.8 0.032 0.008 0.007

3.37

1.40

0.03 0.44 0.23 -0.05 -0.05 -0.0% 2.3

0.07 -0.02

1.15 0.71

0.29 0.27 0.23 3.1

n

1.

0.0 18.7 0.025 0.010 0.005 .

1200 2.16 .

10 25 91 1BC
10 25 91 1sC
10 25 91 ITC
10 25 91 IWC
10 25 91 1YC

0
5

2.5

B8 4.

7 4

1.00 0.19 0.33 0.32 2.

0.03 0.03

0.0 18.5 0.026 0.012 0.005 .

1150 0.82
1020
215
1220

10 25 91 WpebC 1100

. 0.05 -0.02 ©0.60 -0.05 0.26 -0.05 5.

0.0 20.5 0.052 0.013 0.005

0.09 -0.02 2.68 0.12 ©.53 0.5% 3.0

0.07 .09

0.0 17.5 0.027 0.007 0.005

3.64

7.5
2.0

0.20 0.16 2.9

1.33 0.21

0.0 20.6 0.025 0.012 0.024

1.46

0.05 0.48 6.28 -0.05 0.07 -0.05 2.6

0.0 21.3 0.039 0.025 0.013 .
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Appendix B

Water Quality Data for Tributary Streams for 1992

Variable

m

d

y

sta

time

stg

dschg
-dep

tem

tp

tsp

Srp

tn

tsn

nh3
no3no2
tfe

dfe
tmn
dmn
toc

tss

Description

Sample Month

Sample Day

Sample Year

Station Identilication Code
Sample Time, 24-hr Clock
Stage, {t

Discharge, cls

Depth, m

Temperature, C

Taotal Phosphorus, mg/L

Total Soluble Phosphorus, mg/L
Soluble Reactive Phosphorus, mg/L
Total Nitrogen, mg/L

Total Soluble Nitrogen, mg/L
Ammonia Nitrogen, mg/L
Nitrate Nitrite Nitrogen, mg/L
Total Iron, mg/L

Dissolved Iron, mg/L

Total Manganese, mg/L
Dissolved Manganese, mg/L
Total Organic Carbon, mg/L
Total Suspended Solids, mg/L

Appendix B Water Quality Data for Tributary Streams for 1992
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17.6

2.4

tmn dmn toc tss

0.78
0.28

dfe

2.21
2.88

nh3 no3no2 tfe

tsn

0.70
0.54
1.21

srp
1.29

tsp

0.044
0.028
0.046
0.072
0.075
0.082
0.075
0.062

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.1
1.1

1232
1205

m d ysta time sty dschg dep tem tp
1043

6 5 92 IBC 1247
6 592 1sC 1303
6 592 1vC 1230
6 19 92 18C 1219
6 19 92 IsC

6 19 92 IYC
7 3 92 18C

0O

[2 Vel
i

D e
Moo

1053 0.9
1026
1707

7 392 1IsC
7 392 1YC
7 19 ¢2 1BC
719 92 IsC
7 19 92 IYC

0.27
0.38

2.70
1.83

0.077

0.053

.

1718 0.9
1652

Appendix B Water Quality Data for Tributary Streams for 1992



Appendix C

Supplémental Water Quality Data for West Point
Lake for 1991

Variable Description
m Sample Month
d Sample Day
y Sample Year
sta Station Identification Code
time Sample Time
do Dissolved Oxygen, mg/L
spc _ Specilic Conductivity, ymhos
ph pH
tp Total Phosphorus, mg/L
tsp Total Soluble Phosphorus, mg/L
SIp Soluble Reactive Phosphaorus, mg/L
tn Total Nitrogen, mg/L
dn Dissolved Nitrogen, mg/L
tfe Total Iron, mg/L
tmn Total Manganese, mg/L
toc Total Organic Carbon, mg/L
doc Dissolved Organic Carbon, mg/L
turb Turbidity, NTUs
fluo Fluorescence, relative units
chia Chlorophyll a, mg/m”®
chib Chlorophyll b, mg/m?*
chlc Chlorophyll ¢, mg/m®
acla Acid-correcied Chlorophyll a, mg/m*®
pha Phaeophytin, mg/m>
sd Secchi Disk Transparency, m

Appendix C Supplemental Water Quality Data for West Point Lake for 1991 _ C1



c2

ton toc doc turb fluo chla chlb chle acla pha sd

tfe

tn  dn

srp

tsp

tp

spc pH

do

dep tem

time

m d y sta

0.66 10.9 0.6 1.2 9.4 2.0

420 91 11
420 91 101

1.6 14.6 3.9

30.0 2.0 3.1 23.9 8.6

0.0 22.4 9.8 82.0 7.6 0.067 0.032 0.030 1.00 0.77 0.48 0.07 3.50 2.80 6.0 1.71 23.5 1.1

2.0 22.4 9.7 B2.0 7.6

16.9 0.8

1.64 0.11 3.00 2.40 20.0

0.115 0.056 0.017 1.05 0.95

¢
¢
8

84,0 7.0
6
[
[

6.9 83.0
8
8

2.0 21.2 7.1
3.0 211

4.0 21.0
5.0 21.0
0
0

1635
1635
1635
1635

—r— o Oh
. .

CEC

— e = v -

2.3 18.0 8.0

1725
1725

1.06 3.6 0.2 0.6 2.7

1.13 0.24 3.90 3.60 18.0

2.3 70.0 6.5 0.068 0:044 0.006 0.86 0.75

2
2
4.8 81.0 6.8
0.0 22.0 8.6 91.0 7.2

2
2
8.0 20.1
10.0 18.3 3.5 77.0 6.7 0.064 0.044 0.027 0.92 0.85 0.77 0.09 3.10 3.00 13.0

12.0 17.2 2.9 72.0 6.6

14.0 16.1

1725
1725
1725
1725
1725
1725
1700

4 20 91 &0
4 20 91 60
4 20 91 60
4 20 91 84
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P A e e A e e e e R

e - —

1.3 8.9 4.5
1.5 10.9 5.5
1.2 7.6 3.2
0.5 2.7

12.0 0.0
9.8 0.0

.
-
.
.

3.10 4.0

40
50

tmn toc doc turb fluo chla chlb chlc acla pha sd
3.00 4.2 1.93 27.1 2.0 2.8 21.4 8.

0.05 3
05 3
1.25 0.48 3.60 3.70 20.0

1.32 0.50 3.60 3.90 20.0

.040 0.015 -0,005 0.84 0,56 0.32 -0.05 4.00 3.00 4.1
0.90 0.19 3.40 3.20 17.0

7.0 0.047 0.01% 0.008 0.86 0.77 0.35 -0.05 3.20 3.10 5.0 1.16 14.6 0.4
1.06 0.14 3.50 3.30 15.0

tfe

dn
0
0
0.008 0.69 0.60 0,88 0.08 3.80 3.60 15.0

srp

tsp

"

6.6 0.045 0.035 0.014 0.75 0.73 0.65 0.08 3.10 2.70 13.0

6.9 0.048 0.012 -0,005 0.92 0.64 0.38 -0.05 3.50 2.60 5.1

6.5 06.053 0.033 0.016 0.79 0.33

0730
.07.3
7
7
0
0

06
7
6

1.0 6.6

2.0
59.0 6.5 0.012 0.018 -0.005 0.55 0.47 0.38 0.19 2.70 2.60 5.2

65.0 6.8 0.010 ¢.010 -0.005 0.55 0.45% 0.27 0.05 2.40 2.20 4.5

69.0 6.9

3
79.0
79

oo
b: P Fe P 0

spc pH tp
8
8
8
7
7
7

tn
1.4 63.0 6.9 0.043 0.020 0.012 0:56 0.68 0.8¢ 0.09 3.70 3.60 15.0
0
7
4

1.4 63.0 6.9 0.038 0.021
1.8 68.0 6.3 0.058 0.040 0.027 0.78 0.7

76
76
6
6
6.7 75.07.0
10.0 16.9 3.6 69.0 6.7 0.030 0.074 0.006 0,77 ¢.73 0.34 -0.05 3.00 2.20 6.0

do
1
1

[

0 9.
6 8.
8
8

0.0 19.9 8.0 65.0 7.1 0.019 0.009 -0.005 0.57 0.46 0.35 -0.05 2.40 2.90 6.0 0.28 3.8 0.1

2.0 19.5 7.9 &67.07.1

0.0 19.9 8.7 69.0 7.4 0.024 0.01% -0.005 0.60 0.42 0.31 -0.05 2.80 2.90 4.8
4,0 19.5 7.6 65.07.0

2.0 20,0 8.6 69.07.5
4,0 20,0 8.0 69.07.3

6.0 19.3 5.1
8.0 17.2 2.2 62.0 6.5 0,012 0.008 -0.005 0.48 0.43 0.28 0.09 2.40 2.10 4.5

8.0 17.4 3.6 70.0 6.5 0.045 0.029 0.015 0,86 0.75 0.41 -0.05 3.30 2.80 10.5
10.0 16.2 0.7 63.0 6.4 0.012 0.008 0.012 0.51 0,37 0.42 0.32 2.40 2.20

10.0 16.4 2.7 65.0 6.4

12.0 15.9
0.0 19.8 8.6 71.0 7.3 0.024 0.013 -0.005 0.74 0.44 0.28 -0.05 3.20 2.80 5.1

8

8
6.0 19.5% 7.5 £9.0 7.1
6.0 19.3 5.8 63.0 6.9

8.0 17.4 &1

2
8
2.0 19.7 8.3 78.0
3
7
10.0 16.3 2.1

8.0 18.9 4.3 69.

2

2
2.0 22.7 1
4.0 21.2
8.0 19.1

0.0 20.
2.0 19.

12.0 16.3 0.8 64.0 6.8 0.038 0.024 0.012 0.66 0.67
12.0 16.3 0.8 64.0 6.8 0.039 0.024 0.010 0.66 0.60

10.0 16.7
10.0 16.7

dep tem

1150
tse
1150
1150
910
910
910
910
210
210
8
8
850
850
850
850
1050
1050
1050
1050
1050
1050
1025
1025
1025
1025
1025
1025
1120
1120
1120
1120

time
145%
1455
1455
1455
1455
1455
1455
1455
1455
145%

91 YC2HC

91 41

91 41
4 22 91 MC2
4 22 91 5C2
4 22 91 s€2
4 22 91 sc2
4 22 91 sc2
4 22 91 scC2
4 22 91 sc2
4 22 91 vC3
4 22 91 ve3
4 22 91 ve3
4 22 91 vC3

4 20 91 YC2HC

[ Ry

22 91 36AWIC

4 20 91 YC24C
22 91 21AC

4 22 91 21aC

4 22 91 36AMWIC
4 22 91 36AWIC
4 22 91 36AWIC
4 22 91 36AHIC
4 22 91 36MmIC
4 22 91 MECYE

m <4 y sta
4 20 91 YC2HC
4 20

4 20 91 YC2HC
4 20 91 YC2HC
4 20 91 YC2HC
4 20 91 YC2HC
4 20 91 YC2HC
4 20 91 YC2HC
4 22 91 21aC
4 22 91 21AC
4 22 9% 21AC
4 22 91 4%
622 91 41

4 22 91 &
42291 41

4 22 91 ve3

4 22 91 VC3

4 22 91 WECTS
4 22 91 WEC16
4 22 91 WEC16

~

4
[
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Appendix D

Water Quality Data for LANDSAT Comparisons in

1991

Variable

m
d

y

sta
time
do
spc
ph
tp
tsp
sIp

dn
tfe
tmn
toc
doc
turb
fluo
chla
chlb
chlc
acla

pha

Description

Sample Month

Sample Day

Sample Year

Station ldentilication Code
Sample Time

Dissolved Oxygen, mg/L
Specilic Conductivity, gmhos

pH

Total Phosphorus, mg/L

Total Soluble Phosphorus, mg/L
Soluble Reactive Phosphorus, mg/L
Total Nitrogen, mg/L

Dissolved Nitrogen, mg/L

Total Iron, mg/L

Total Manganese, mg/L

Total Organic Carbon, mg/L
Dissolved Organic Carbon, mg/L
Turbidity, NTUs

Fluorescence, relative units
Chlorophyll a, mg/m®
Chlorophyll b, mg/m*
Chlorophyll ¢, mg/m?*
Acid-corrected Chlorophyll a, mg/m’®
Phaeophytin, mg/m*

Secchi Disk Transparency, m

Appendix D Water Quality Data for LANDSAT Comparisons in 1991
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m d y sta time dep tem tp tsp srp th  dn turb fluo chla chlb chlc acla pha sd

10 14 91 YC17 1421 0.0 21.9 0.020 0.52 5.1 0.50 10.1 0.5 1.5 8.5 2.1 0.6
10 14 %1 yCc27BEC 1359 0.C 21.0 0.027 0.40 6.1 0.96 19.1 1.4 2.3 16.6 3.3 0.8
10 14 91 YC29 1355 0.0 21.0 0.027 0.37 6.9 1.00 18.9 0.8 2.2 16.6 2.9 0.7
10 14 91 YC2HE 1441 0.0 21.0 0.031 0.67 4.0 0.82 15.7 0.5 2.3 13.6 2.6 1.4
10 14 91 YC7 1434 0.0 21.1 0.037 0.70 4.2 0.88 20.1 0.5 3.117.9 2.5 1.5
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Appendix E

Water Quality Data for the West Point Lake
Forebay for 1991

Variable Description

m Sample Month

d Sample Day

y Sample Year

sta Station Identification Code

time Sample Time

do Dissolved Oxygen, mg/L

spc Specific Conductivity, pmhos

ph pH

tp Total Phosphorus, mg/L

tsp Total Soluble Phosphorus, mg/L.
sTp Soluble Reactive Phosphorus, mg/L
tn Total Nitrogen, mg/L

dn Dissolved Nitrogen, mg/L

tle Total Iron, mg/L

tnn Total Manganese, mg/L

toc Total Organic Carbon, mg/L
doc Dissolved Organic Carbon, mg/L
turb Turbidity, NTUs

fluo Fluorescence, refative units

chla Chiorophy!l a, mg/m?

chlb Chlorophyll b, mg/m*

chlc Chlorophyll ¢, mg/m*

acla Acid-corrected Chlorophyll a, mg/m?®
pha Phacophytin, mg/m*

sd Secchi Disk Transparency, m

Appendix E Water Quality Data for the West Point Lake Forebay for 1981 E1



E2

acla pha sd

tmn  dmn toc doc turb fluor cla clb clg

nh3 no3no2 tfe dfe

dn

tsp srp

tp

i dep tem do pH spe

sta time

m d vy

[ R A e i
P e e L L L

— T e -

12.2 0.1 1.8 10.0 2.9

0.0

4 22 91 WEST

2.8 2.4 7.5

. -0.05

0.32

0.0 20.5 9.1 7.5 75.0 0.030 0.016 -0.005 0.80 0.65
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7 26 91 MES]

P v U i
b ooe e e e
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2.9 25 2.70.93
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-0.005 0.74 0.55
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7!
83.0

6.0 28.1 3.6 7.5 B84.0
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0.0 28.6
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Appendix F

Water Quality Data for West Point Dam Tailwater

for 1991

Variable Description

m Sample Month

d , Sample Day

y Sample Year

sta Station Identification Code

time Sample Time

dep ‘ Sample Depth, m

tem Watcr Temperature, °C

do Dissolved Oxygen, mg/L

pH pH

spc Specific Conductivity, pmhos

tp Total Phosphorus, mg/L

isp Total Soluble Phosphorus, mg/L
srp Soluble Reactive Phosphorus, mg/L
tn Total Nitrogen, mg/L

dn Dissolved Nitrogen, mg/L
no3no2 Nitrate Nitrite Nitrogen, mg/L
tfe Total Iron, mg/L

dfe Dissolved Iron, mg/L

tmn Total Manganese, mg/L

dmn Dissolved Manganese, mg/L.

toc Total Organic Carbon, mg/L
doc Dissolved Organic Carbon, mg/L
turb Turbidity, NTUs

tss ' Total Suspended Solids, mg/L
alk Total Alkalinity, mgCaCO /L

Appendix F Water Quality Data for West Point Dam Tailwater for 1991 F1
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0.0 17.5 6.5 6.4 72.0 0,028 6.01¢ 0.011 0.82 0.73 0.64 0.44 0.05 -0.05 -0.05 2.85 2.71

355

0.43 0,07 0.05 -0.05 2.57

0,025 0.018 0.012 0.76 0.74 0.61

.

72.0
0.0 17.3 6.4 6.5 72.0 0.029 0,018 0.010 0.85 0.&9 0.66 0.42 0.07 -0.05 -0.05 2.65
0.0 17.2 6.3 6.5 72.0 0.02% 0.021

5
5

0 6
6 6

91 40
?1 50
4 24 91 50
4 24 91 50

1~
[AVEaY]

7.5 B.014.3
6.7 0.0 15.2

410
810

0.092 0.77 0.78 0.66 0.39 0.08 -0.0% -0.05 2.63

Appendix F Water Quality Data for West Peint Dam Tailwater for 1991




alk

turb tss

dfe tmn dmn toc doc

dn nodne2 tfe

me dep tem do pH spc tp tsp srp

ti

m d y sta

7 28 91 108
7 28 91 108
7 28 91 108
7 28 91 108
7 28 91 10D

910
910

2.0 27.3 5.0 6.6 74.0
3.0 27.3 5.0 6.6 74.0
0.0 27.2 4.9 6.6 75.0

210

NS
915

1.0 27.2 4.8 6.6 75.0
2.0 27.3 4.8 6.6 76.0
0.0 27.4 4.7 6.6 75.0
1.0 27.3 4.5 6.5 74.0
2.0 27.2 4.4 6.5 74.0
3.0 27.2 4.3 6.5 74.0

3.8 27.2 4.1

7 28 91 10D

215
935
93%

7 28 91 10D
7 28 91 10E
7 28 91 10E

935

7 28 91 10E
7 28 91 10E
7 28 91 10€E

935

6.5 74.0

935

0.0 27.2 4.7 6.6 73.0

920

7.28 91 10F

1.0 27.2 4.5 6.6 73.0

2.0 271
3.0 27.1

920

7 28 91 10F
7 28 91 10F
7 28 91 10F

4.4 6.575.0
4.4 6.5 74.0

g20
§20

0.0 27.2 4.6 6.5 74.0
1.0 27.2 4.5 6.5 75.0
0.0 26.5 5.5 6.6 69.0

925

7 28 91 10K
7 28 91 104

925
1100
1100
1130
1130
1130
1130
1135
1135
1135
1140
140
1140
1300
1300
1300
1305
1305
1305
1310
1310
1310
1400
1400
1405

¥ 28 91 208
7 28 91 208

1.0 26.5 5.5 6.6 69.0
0.0 27.0 5.2 6.7 71.0

7 28 91 308
7 28 91 308
7 28 91 308
7 28 91 308
7 28 91 30C

1.0 26.9 5.3 6.6 74.0
2.0 26.9 5.0 6.6 70.0

2.8 26.% 4.9 6.6 71.0

Appendix F Water Quality Data for West Point Dam Tailwater for 1991

0.0 27.2 4.8 6.6 72.0

1.0 27.2 4.8 6.5 72.0
2.0 27.0 4.8 6.5 71.0

7 28 91 30C
7 28 91 30C
7 28 91 300
7 28 91 30D

0.0 27.7 4.6 6.5 74.0

1.0 27.2 4.6 6.5 74.0

4.6 6.5 74.0
0.0 28.4 4.8 6.5 71.0

1.5 27.1

7 28 91 30D
7 28 91 408

1.0 28.4 4.7 6.5 71.0
1.5 28.4 4.6 6.6 71.0

0.0 2B.4 4.9 6.7 71.0

7 28 91 408

7 28 91 408
7 28 91 40C
7 28 91 40C

1.0 28.4 4.7 6.6 71.0

1.5 28.4 4.6 6.5 71.0
0.0 28.7 5.3 6.7 71.0

7 28 91 40C
7 28 91 40D
7 28 91 40D

1.0 28.4 4.9 6.6 70.0
2.0 28,3 4.7 6.6 70.0
0.0 28.6 5.6 6.8 78.0

7 28 91 40D
7 28 91 S0A
7 28 91 504
7 28 91 50C
7 28 91 50C
7 28 91 50E

1.0 28.6 5.4 6.8 78.0
0.0 27.7 5.3 4.7 77.0

1.0 27.8 5.5 6.7 77.0

1.827.8 5.3 6.7 75.0

1410

F3




F4

turb tss alk

dn no3ne2 tfe dfe tmn  dmn toc doc

pH spc tp tsp srp tn
0.0 27.4 4.4 7.2 75.0 0.037 0,013 0.008 1.53 1.17 0.60 0.62 0.35 0.24

dep tem do

time

m d y sta

3.4
4.5

4.93

115
1255
1310
1325
1340
1355
1430
1500

729 9 10

. 26.9 2.7 6.5 72.0 0.025 0.007 -0.005 0.97 0.96 0.50 0.34 0.05 0.246 0.23 3.25
27.1

729 9110
7299110

2.7 6.372.0

4.5

27.0 2.7 6.3 72.0 D.026-0.005 -0.005 1.04 0.85 0.47 0.39 -0.05 0.26 0.26 2.94

L 27.0 2.7 6.3 72.0

7299110
7299110

7299

4.5

27.0 2.7 6.3 72.0 0.027 0.005 -0.005 0.98 0.73 0.46 0.36 0.05 0.27 0.27 2.90
26.9 2.7 6.3 72.0 0.026 0.005 -0.005 0.96 0.93 0.23 0.39 0.06 0.27 0.27 3.03

10

4.4
4.6
4.9

729 91 10
72991 10
7299110
729 91 10
72991 10
729 91 10
729 91 20
729 91 20

0.27 2.89

06

0.47° .

2.6 6.3 71.0 0.025 0.006 -0.005 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.42 0.06 0.27 0.26 3.27

26.8 2.7 6.3 72.0 0.025 0.005 -0.005 0.95 0.91
26.6 2.6 6.4 64.0 0.026 0.005 -0.005 0.97 0.92 0.51

27.1

1600
1700
1800
1955
1127
1245

4.7
4.9

4.8
6.7

0.40 0.06 0.26 0.25 2.67

0.08 0.26 0.26 3.03

0.52 0.4
0.0 26.8 2.8 4.4 72.0 0.031 0.009 0.005 1.15 1.02 0.55 0.41

0.0 26.4 5.1

26.7 2.6 6.3 72.0 0,026 0.007 -0.005 1.07 0.91
0.0 27.0

0.09 0.25 0.24 3.27

7.1 70.0 0.025 0.008 -0.005 0.83 0.79 0.36 0.89 0.18 0.20 0.19 3.57

o g WM Y M W -] o~
F - T R T R B I R P
~T OO~ M e ~ o ~
- -
S T A R L R S
o F Er =2+ SR s B o o
€0 — O e O &© - O
F e D D T T T T S L U R
g Bl Y] N N N La] (']
o4 On N oy N T 0 o
MR s B T S TR S .
P D A R
oo o oo Q o [=] (=]
wviooon M o
M AR RRLE, B R0,
e R o e T T R I B
== o o O (=] o
[+ " 4 I\ =]
8&ER e 2 & N =
e D P - T D R R |
coo o o ©o (=] (=]
M N o o
P~ ENN <] -
e e e I P A - T T T B R
< o - - — —
o~ [ +]
o -
=]
o
L=
o
o
—
[%al
—
o
(=

6.6 75.0 0.031 0.022 0.021 1.84 1.58 0.49 0.54 0.07 0.33 0.315.29

6.7 72.0 0,030 0.019 0.016 1.26 1,08 0.50 0.51
0.0 26.3 3.3 6.5 72.0 0.029 0.009 0.005 1.05 0.95 0.50 0.60 0.14 0.31

0.0 26.4 3.3 6.5 72.0 0.029 0.007 -0.005 1.10 0.98 0.46 0.61
6.4 72.0 0,037 0.009 0.005 1.08 1.07 0.46

6.5 72.0 0.051 0.023 0.018 1.22 0.98 0.44
0.0 26.7 2.9 6.4 72.0 0.033 0.009 0.005 1.27 1.05 0.49 0.92 0.09 0.36 0.30 2.92

0.0 28.0 5.0 6.8 72.0 0.030 0.015 0.009 1.14 0.92 0.59 0.69 0.17 0.16 0.14 3.50

0.0 27.6 4.7 6.6 72.0 0.047 0.025 0.018 1.17 0.98 0.60

-
2
2
=
+ a3
o o™
. s
- o
o
< [=]
d 4
- e
(= o
(=) —
& o
o o
—- o
& = o
o o o
A R T I
o o o
I~ el «©
M oM
o o o
T R G T
o o o
o cooocoLODOODORONAOO
e e e S e T T i
od 0 I A
| ol S A A A M A A A A A A e
[*N T - RV - SN R R e s i
. . X . e e i L A
' ' <’ {0 0 O 10 <0 0 0 G0 00 0 00BN
- - W0 P Ml = s N O OO O Oy
P T IR RN
mim T M R G Y L L R VLT
O NN N O M W NN MO 00 IO M N DO g 0 Py
N EnnN i S i R e
. G e P e 60 60 P Pe B Pe Pe P e 28 50 %0 30 W0 0 0
RNERIELERIIZIRRR A N N N N R I R VY
ooooo coo cocoooooeoCoeReasg
coocoo coo COCOoNOO000O0OO000
~o o v O oONMOINOINOINDINSND NSNS0
e e R R N R S AR AN T AT rMIO A ORI O
MM I e A RInNCAMMM I I T T NNNOR OO~
O L e rr e e e - e
P - L i L ke R R R
AERARARANMMEAMMI T T I T T I TFI T T T3 3T
B el e
b S N e R N R N N R - - - - - - SRR
P e - = - N N N A N . - N - =
%?‘\Ja%aaggamNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN;\INN
PR N S S S N N N N N N O N o el S o S e

Appendix F Water Quality Data for West Point Dam Taiiwater for 1891

0.0 26.7 2.9 6.4 72.0

1730

1745

7 29 91 40
729 91 40
729 91 40

0.0 26.6 2.8 6.4 72.0

0.0 26.5 2.8 6.5 71.0 D.030 0.008 -0.005 1.21 1.05 0.52 . 5.9

1947
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Appendix F Water Quality Data for West Point Dam Tailwater for 1891 F5




Fé

turb tss alk

dn nodnoz tfe dfe tmn dmn toc doc

dep tem de pH spc tp tsp srp  tn

me

ti

m d y sta

2.0 26.6 2.6 6.5 72.0
3.0 26.6 2.6 6.5 72.0

1506
1506
1520
1540
1540
1905
1540

7309120
7 30 91 20
73091 20

27.0
0.0 26.8 2.8 6.6 72.0 0.031 0.009 -0.005 0.95 0.84 0.46 0.43 0.09 0.31

1.0 26.9 2.9 6.6 72.0

5.0

+

0.31

7 30 91 2HDINTAK
7 30 91 2NDINTAK

7309120

5.7

26.8 3.7 6.4 73.0 0.029 0.007 -0.005 1.01 1.05 O©.47 0.55 0.13 0.27 0.27 3.31

2.0 26.9 2.8 6.8 72.0

7 30 91 2NDINTAK

7309130
730 91 30
730 9130
7 30 91 30
730 91 30
7 30 91 30

3.8

11.0

0.0 27.2 4.2 6.7 72.0 0.025 0.008 -0.005 0.88 0.08 0.35 0.95 0.33 0.24 0.22 2.40

30
825
1210
1230
1240
1250

1.00 0.40 0.24 0.20 3.15

0.0 25.5 4.7 6.9 68.0 0.027 0.027 -0.005 1.0t 0.89 0.43

28.0

28.2

29.0

- wh o o W [Tl

P e T T R R A R
[Fali¥al ~r w ~g od ~r

- —

e T L R L L
L] [3] [ o o P

~ o 1 < b= S K
T T T T T
NN (3] o M s lp]

| P~ Lt] o D~y

N o [3Y] — —
T T T S T S R L .
[=1=—] (= (=] (=] o C

[ o o (=} O~ -

Nm » o M Mg
e T T T T R S S R s
oo [>~] (=] (= [ar =]

[ 0] - ~F o — N

oo — -— — Mo~
e T R L R L R L L iy
(= = (=] L= (=] oo

(=2 L o (= -~ =

[Ta s ~3 M ~r [+ Ty

R T T T T R L L R Ay
oo (=] o Lad — O

Mo (=4 o (= 3a) 0

~F U ("2 v [Fa ] [Ta) -7
R T T T S R R B R L A .
oo (= (=} o (=] o

[ uwy u ~0 ~O

@ — i~ [ P~ K: M~
e T S R S T T R R S L
=0 ot o o o (=3 [=]

e ~F 2] [7s) = n ]

o — o < o o L=
T T T T T R R T I S LR
- o o < o o

Al a) w [Ta) ["a) [Tal"al

== (=3 o (=] o0

[= =} (= (=} [~ oo

N T T T T e T T R B R R R
[ =] (= (=2 o oo

o . ] [ 13

O o od M o

o - (=] - — —

[= =] o o =] oo

e L I T e T R T TR S R
oo < (=] =] oo

(=N} — =4 M MO~

MM od My ~F a0l

Qo o o o oo
P T R S ST R S S |
(== < o L] oo
OODQOODOQOOQODOOQOQOODQDQ

P T T R R S R S A e
qFMﬂ\T\!\TﬂMENNNNNNNNNNN - e

o S S e e P P P e e P B P P B B P e P P
‘rmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm\t\t

R T T S S R T T R L .
O 0 N0 0 G 00 0 0 D D 0 D0 N2 000 0 e DD 0
OOEQP'-OO\ONDVOM-J‘Q‘\T\TG\TNTmF—DOr—QWO‘
R T B T T I L L B
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm\r-:-t-:rw-a

o O~ @ MNN"‘ODDmOGQOOODWOOQON‘OO‘
A A e R N R L I L - S S P B
[l o ol el . " OOOQ@‘O‘OWHQ‘ONNNNQNNNFNP—N
YA VAN I A N o8] NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
SOMNOMOON A F WA O OV S N 0 e D
e R e T T R R R B L R
L=l = I = I = ] OO0 O0 0D v mr T
ounoneunnooococe CoCoOoONMINCSSNDNOoOO O CW
[l B =g (= OOODDM#‘J‘OD'—"M\?U\ODFMQ
MM R P S O PNH\‘SV\\OQNNNmMMMMMMQ‘J"T#\?
_r - — — T T T et
DOODOODODOGDDDOOOOOOQDQOODOOCO
MMMMMM\?\?@‘Jq’*-f-?\?\-?s?\?ﬂ-?#\f‘-?\?ﬂq#\fs?\!‘\d‘
JE - -l - -~
O\DO(}OOO‘-D-O\O‘O-O'-OOQO-O‘O-O\O\O-OO-OO-DD*DDO\
ODOOODQODQODQDOOQOODQCQOODOQDG
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
h—h—h—h—hl‘-hh—l\l‘-hh—hhhhhhh—l\-hhl‘-h—hh—h—l’*—l‘-—l"—

Appendix F Water Quality Data for West Point Dam Tailwater for 1991

14.0

1.89 0.22 0.53 0.26 3.24

1.9 27.7 4.4 6.3 72.0 0.056 0.009 -0.005 0.90 0.76 0.22
2.0 27.4 3.9 6.3 73.0

1500
1515
1530

7 30 91 40
7 30 91 40
7 30 91 40

10.0

1.27 0.14 0.45 0.30 2.82

2.0 27.2 3.6 6.3 73.0 0.047 0.008 -0.005 1.07 0.76 0.46
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Appendix F Water Quality Data for Wesl Point Dam Tailwater for 1991
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2.0 27.2 31

3.0 27.2 3.1

5.7
6.2
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0.0 27.1

0.3

1630
1630
1630
1630
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1540

7 30 91 BDBELWES
7 30 91 BDBELWBS
7 30 91 BDBELWSS
7 30 91 BDBELWES
7 30 91 HWY29
7 30 91 HWy29
7 30 91 HWYZ9

7 30 91 185

7 30 91 185
7 30 91 185

3.0 27.0 2.8 6.6 71.0

5.0

0.50 0.38 0.08 0.38 0.29

2.9 6.5 72.0 0.030 0.008 -0.005 0.9% 0.81

1.0 27.0 2.8 6.5 72.0
2.0 26.9 2.8 6.5 72.0

0.0 27.0

5.0

0.50 0.38 0.08 0.38 0.29

0.0 27.0 2.9 6.5 72.0 0.030 0.008 -0.005 0.99 0.81

1.0 27.0 2.8 6.5 72.0
2.0 26.9 2.8 6.5 72.0

5.0

0.31

0.0 26.8 2.8 6.6 72.0 0.031 0,009 -0.005 0.95 0.84 0.46 0.43 0.09 0.31

1.0 26.9 2.9 6.6 72.0
2.0 26.9 2.8 6.8 72.0

0.0

7 30 91 INTAKE
7 30 91 INTAKE

1540
1540
1518

7 30 91 INTAKE
7 30 91 RRBRIDGE
7 30 91 SMALLDAM

5.2

0.031 0.010 -0.005 0.99 0.85 0.44 0.47 0.15 0.37 0.37

3.3 66710 .

27.4

1710

F7




F8

alk
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dn no3no2 tfe dfe
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pH
0.0 27.4 3.3 6.6 7.0

do
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ime
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1710
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Appendix G

Supplemental Water Quality Data for West Point

Lake for 1992

Variable
m

d

y

sta
time
secchi
depth
temp
pH
do
spc

Description

Sampie Month

Sample Day

Sample Year

Station Identilication Code
Sample Time

Secchi Disk Transparency, m
Sample Depth, m

Water Temperature, °C

pH

Dissolved Oxygen, mg/L
Specilic Conductivity, umhos

Appendix G Supplemental Water Quality Data for West Point Lake for 1982
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m d y sta time secchi depth temp pH do  spe

513 92 56YC 0.0 22.2 8.7 11.2 97.0
513 92 56YC 1.0 22.2 9.0 1.2 97.0
513 92 56YC 2.0 22.1 9.1 1.2 97.0
5 13 92 56YC . . 3.0 21.7 9.110.8 96.0
5 13 92 56vC . . 4.0 20.5 8.6 8,7 9.0
5 13 92 5érvC . . 5.0 19.5 8.1 6.6 9.0
513 92 56YC . 6.00 18,2 7.7 6.1100.0
513 92 S6YC . 7.0 18.0 7.6 6.2 96.0
513 92 YCi3 1.7 0.0 22.8 8.910.3 75.0
513 92 Y13 1.7 2.9 22,3 9.010.6 77.0
513 92 YCi3 . 1.7 3.0 21.8 8.8 10.4 77.0
513 92 YC13 . 1.7 4.0 19.4 8.3 6.7 71.0
513 92 yci3 . 1.7 6.0 18,9 7.7 5.3 70.0
513 92 YC13 . 1.7 8.0 18.5 7.7 3.5 72.0
513 92 YC13 1.7 0.0 17.2 7.3 1.0 78.0
513 92 vzt 1.5 0.0 22.9 B8.2 9.4 7.0
313 92 ezt 1.5 1.0 22.9 8.2 9.3 7t.0
513 92 ye2i 1.5 2.0 22.8 8.2 9.2 .0
513 92 YL 1.5 3.0 20.4 7.9 8.3 71.0
513 92 Y£21 1.5 4.0 9.4 7.7 7.1 69.0
513 92 Yi21 1.5 5.0 19.2 7.5 6.5 68.0
513 92 vye21 1.5 6.0 18.7 7.4 5.8 68.0
513 92 yc21 1.5 7.0 18.6 7.3 5.2 69.C
514 92 51 . 6.0 24.4 9.110.9 98.0
514 92 5% 1.0 22.9. 9.2 11.4 98.0
514 92 51 2.0 21.6 9.2 11.3 93.0
51492 5 3.0 21.2 8.9 10.4 956.0
514 92 51 4.0 20.3 8.5 8.2 97.0
31492 51 5.0 18.9 7.9 6.6 99.0
51492 51 6.0 18.6 7.8 6.6 98.0
5 14 92 51 7.0 183 7.7 6.2 98.0
5 14 92 51 . 8.0 17.9 7.6 6.6 93.0
5 14 92 51 . 9.0 17.6 7.6 6.6 90.0
5 14 92 51 10.0 17.2 7.5 6.7 87.0
514 92 N 1.0 16.9 7.4 6.8 86.0
514 92 91 12.0 16.8 7.6 6.8 85.0
514 92 5 13.0 16.7 7.3 6.8 85.0
514 92 51 4.0 16.6 7.3 6.8 84.0
514 92 51 . 15.0 16.4 7.2 6.7 83.0
514 92 51 . 16.0 16.4 7.2 6.6 83,0
51492 7N - 0.0 24,9 9.212.3 97.0
514 92 1 . 1.0 23.7 9.4 12.1 96.0
514 92 11 . 2.0 21.4 9.011.2 8&7.0
51492 N 3.0 20.6 8.4 9.8 8.0
51492 N 4.0 19.6 8.1 8.5 85.0
514 92 N 5.0 18.5 7.8 7.3 8.0
51492 1N 6.0 17.9 7.7 6.9 84.0
514 92 7 7.0 17.5 7.6 6.7 84.0
516 92 M 8.0 17.2 7.5 6.7 84.0
3192 N . 9.0 17.1 7.5 6.6 84.0
5192 N - 0.0 16.9 7.4 6.6 83.0
51492 7 . 1.0 16.7 7.4 6.7 84.0
5192 71 - 2.0 16.5 T.4 6.2 85.0
514 92 86 0.0 24.8 9.1 11.7 B6.0

G2 Appendix G Supplemental Water Quality Data for West Point Lake for 1992



m d y sta time secchi depth temp pH do  spc
5 14 92 86 1.0 23.3 8.9 1.1 85,
514 92 86 2.0 21.9 8.8 10.1 83.
514 92 86 3.0 20.4 8.1 7.5 85.
514 92 B6 4.0 19.5 7.8 6.9 83.
514 92 86 5.0 19.0 7.6 6.5 B84.
5 14 92 86 6.0 18.3 7.5 5.9 84.
5 14 92 86 7.0 18.2 7.5 5.6 B4.
5 14 92 86 8.0 17.8 7.4 5.9 B84.
5 14 92 86 9.0 17.6 7.3 5.9 85.
5 %4 92 Bé 0.0 17.1 7.3 5.5 86.

Appendix G Supplemental Water Quality Data for West Point Lake for 1992
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