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Conceptual Alternative 1: Increased Maintenance
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1. Retain existing Deml Fish Ladder
2. Increase maintenance activities

L 5 . L . = =" s . L Nl 5 : F .._ . . i-":‘_ . _‘-. -I ':-.- Il' r_ » : o . ta rJ; ]
P . ‘* -y Ty -:‘- I. 2. I{:- e ¥ '-' -~ _II| r *.jr'._.l il .:'I:_\:.'L‘:.*'- . _‘-.--‘.‘-:'I' . u i Page 50f 12 e
= = .1 P ol 5 L5 | | # 3 _'_ L = (T E i M | L 1



Conceptual Alternative 2: Improve Existing Drop Structure
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| 2. Install trash rack at upstream
3. Install curb at drop structure
4. Increased maintenance
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Conceptual Alternative 3 — Roughened Channel

1. Remove existing drop structure

2. Install a roughened channel with pools

3. Maintenance required to replenish
large boulders and bed materials
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4 - Vortex Weirs
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Conceptual Alternativ

1. Remove existing drop structure
2. Construct high flow bypass

3. Construct entrance pool

4. Construct vortex weirs

5. Least maintenance required
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CA-T: Increase Maintenance & - = F o o O T L .
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1. Lowest cost

d 2. Minimal construction impacts

Cons:

o ' 1. Poor attraction flows
= ), ngh maintenance
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¥ 1. Diverse fish hydraulics
2. Highest flow capacity
Cons:
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Constructa Concrete Vortex A .
Pros:
{ 1. Proven to function

2. Minimal maintenance
Cons:







Project Schedule
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Questions
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