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Authority: Dallas

PIF# | 11845[Program: [cwsrF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Collection System Improvements (5 Year)

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Design & Construction

with a total construction value of $100M dollars.

Project Description: Dallas Water Utilities' annual capital budget includes $20M/year for the rehabilitation/replacement of existing
wastewater mains citywide. This wastewater main replacement program is intended to maintain overall system age and integrity by
replacing older wastewater mains. Replacement of older mains has many benefits including the reduction of inflow and infiltration, as
well as reduced sanitary sewer overflows resulting from collapsed or broken pipes. This project is intended to be a 5-year program

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $0.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: 10/01/2016 $10,000,000.00
Est. 10/01/2016 10/01/2023 $100,000,000.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 5a 40.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
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Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed No 0.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 40.00
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Texas Water
Development Board

Authority: Alamo

PIF# | 11903[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: New 2.5 MGD WWTP

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

Project Description: The project consists of construction of a new 2.5 MGD mechanical sewer plant to replace outdated lagoon
system; the project includes planning, design, and construction. TCEQ is encouraging the phase out of the lagoon systems which is
not the most efficient method of treating sewage. Mechanical plants are much more efficient and produce less odor which is better for
the public. In the past year, the amount of rain was extremely high and produced obnoxious odors and nuisance conditions due to the
lack of sunshine. The odors were so bad that the possibility of losing winter visitors and business was very high. The City of Alamo
owns the property where the plant will be located. The city will prepare an Asset Management Plan.

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $298,000.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $753,000.00
Est. 01/15/2017 01/14/2019 $8,680,000.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |Orders 30.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Non-Priority 5b 20.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 61.00
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Authority: Albany

PIF# | 11904[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Wastewater System Improvements

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

Project Description: The City of Albany needs to replace or rehab multiple components of its collection system and WWTP.

Project Rating:

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $557,000.00 Green Project:
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount:
Design: $210,000.00
Est. 08/04/2017 08/31/2018 $4,204,000.00
Construction:

Yes-BC

$4,971,000.00

Criteria Answer Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to N/A 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized

collection system?

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment N/A 0.00
technology?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? N/A 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) N/A 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the

proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
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Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water Yes 1.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water Yes 2.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 14.00
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Authority: Alto

PIF# | 11905(Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Collection System and WWTP Improvements

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Planning & Design

Clarifier. Collection System Improvements. Develop Asset Management Plan.

Project Description: Rehabilitation of Primary Aeration Basin, Yard Piping and Influent Lift Station. Installation of new Secondary

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $35,000.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $150,000.00
Est. 09/30/2017 06/30/2018 $1,190,000.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 30.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =

90% and proj.

improves

problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
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Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 41.00
Report No: 13318v3_06182015 9 of 249 10/25/2016




Texas Water Development Board
Texas Water Clean Water State Revolving Fund
Development Board Project Information Form Rating Report

Authority: Alton

PIF# | 11906[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Drainage Master Plan

Project Type: Nonpoint Source Project Phase: Planning

City of Alton to develop an asset management plan for their storm system.

Project Description: The City of Alton is requesting planning funds to prepare a master drainage study of the city that will help
identify areas with high risk of flooding. Proposed storm system improvements will be identified and a Capital Improvement Program
will be developed. Recommended improvements will include servicing of anticipated future growth. This project will also allow for the

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $500,000.00 Green Project: Yes-BC
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $150,000.00
Design: $0.00
Est. $0.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative  |N/A 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to N/A 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment N/A 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? N/A 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) N/A 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic N/A 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |No 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact Yes 30.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Report No: 13318v3_06182015 10 of 249 10/25/2016




Texas Water Development Board
Texas Water Clean Water State Revolving Fund
Development Board Project Information Form Rating Report

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 41.00
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Authority: Alton

PIF# | 11907[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: New WWTP

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: P A D & Construction

Project Description: The City of Alton is requesting funding from the Texas Water Development Board in order to construct a

Project Rating:

wastewater treatment plant in their CCN and provide wastewater treatment for existing disadvantaged areas.

Start Date Completion Phase Cost

Date

Planning: $423,500.00 Green Project:
Acquisition: 03/31/2017 $455,000.00 Green Amount:
Design: $786,760.00
Est. 01/31/2018 02/28/2019 $10,390,770.00
Construction:

Yes-BC

$1,557,500.00

Criteria Answer Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized

collection system?

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the

proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
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Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed No 0.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water Yes 1.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 16.00
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Authority: Arlington

PIF# | 11908[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Collection System Improvements 2017

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Construction

or final design and construction is planned for first quarter 2017 when funding will be required.

Project Description: The City of Arlington project for which funding is requested includes prioritized wastewater pipeline
replacement segments that consist of 29 gravity segments owned by the City. The total length of pipeline replacement segments is
19,075 linear feet with pipe sizes ranging from 4 to 24 inches. The segments were noted to have high amounts of Inflow and
Infiltration (1/1) and the majority of the lines have been in service for at least 30 years. The project has been divided into six areas:
Circle, Six Flags, High Point, Trinity, Johnson creek, and Davis Pressure Plane Expansion. Each of these pipelines are in preliminary

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $0.00 Green Project: Yes-BC
Acquisition: 08/01/2016 $0.00 Green Amount: $5,512,408.00
Design: 01/01/2017 $0.00
Est. 03/01/2017 03/01/2018 $5,512,408.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |Orders 30.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 30.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =
90% and proj.
improves
problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 5a 40.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
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Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s Yes 5.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed No 0.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWSs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 110.00
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Authority: Buckholts

PIF# | 11909[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Wastewater System and Drainage Improvements

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: P A D & Construction

package plant, as well as improvements to the wastewater collection system to reduce /1.

Project Description: The project includes the replacement of the existing wastewater treatment plant with a new, energy efficient,

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $327,000.00

Green Project:

Acquisition: $43,000.00 Green Amount:

Design: $188,000.00

Est. 03/15/2017 12/28/2018 $2,028,000.00
Construction:

Project Rating:

No

$0.00

Criteria

Answer

Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment
technology?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria)

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

No

0.00

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?
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Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed No 0.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 15.00
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Authority: Combes

PIF# |

11910|Program:

|cwsrF

[PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Liftstation Rehabilitation Project

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Design & Construction

appurtenances

Project Description: Rehabilitation of 8 lift stations including new pumps, rails, lifting systems, electrical controls, wiring and related

Start Date

Completion
Date

Phase Cost

Planning:

$0.00

Acquisition:

$0.00

Design:

$86,000.00

Est.

01/02/2017

07/01/2017

$664,000.00

Construction:

Project Rating:

Green Project:

Green Amount:

No

$0.00

Criteria

Answer

Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Accepted

10.00

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment
technology?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria)

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Non-Priority 5b

20.00

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?
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Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.

Yes

10.00

Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.
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Authority: Corrigan

PIF# | 11911fpProgram:  |cwSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: WWTP Expansion

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: P A D & Construction

Project Description: Expand Wastewater Treatment Plant that has reached the end of its useful life and has reached 85% of
treatment capacity.

standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $128,600.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: 12/31/2016 $9,000.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $167,900.00
Est. 03/01/2018 03/01/2019 $3,037,300.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 20.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =
75% and <
90% and proj.
improves
problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 30.00
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Authority: Denton
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Related PIFs:

Project Name: Collection System Improvements

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Construction

Sycamore Street, Hill Alley, Dallas Drive, Kerley Street, Kendolph Drive, and Lindsey Street.

Project Description: The City of Denton intends to replace approximately 24, 916 linear feet of 8-inch to 30-inch wastewater mains
at 11 locations within the City. The locations include the Pecan Creek Interceptor IV, Westgate Drive, North Bell Avenue, Foxcroft
Circle, Victoria Drive, Emerson Lane, Thomas Street, Paisley Street, North Texas Boulevard, Rose Street, South Wood Street, East

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $0.00 Green Project: Yes-BC
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $4,265,620.00
Design: 01/01/2017 $0.00
Est. 03/01/2017 03/01/2018 $4,265,620.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |Orders 30.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 30.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =
90% and proj.
improves
problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s Yes 5.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed No 0.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 70.00
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Authority: Donna

PIF# | 11913[Program:  |cwsSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Wastewater Collection Line Replacement

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

the streets and alleys.

Project Description: Replacement of existing wastewater collection lines. Many of the City's wastewater collection lines are
constructed out of clay and are over 60 years old and are collapsing and deteriorating. Collapsed lines are causing existing manholes
to fill and run over. Wastewater sewer water is backing up into household residences and manholes are spilling over and running in

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $40,000.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $120,000.00
Est. 07/01/2017 12/01/2018 $1,130,000.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |Accepted 10.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 4a 50.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
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Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

N/A

0.00

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.

Yes

10.00

Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

No

0.00
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Authority: Donna

PIF# | 11914[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs: 11913

Project Name: WWTP Expansion

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

and regulations.

Project Description: Expand existing Wastewater Treatment Plant from 1.8 MGD to 2.4 MGD. The existing plant has reached it's
treatment capacity. The plant is currently treating approximately 95% of its rated capacity and is out of compliance with TCEQ rules

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $40,000.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $460,000.00
Est. 07/01/2017 12/01/2018 $5,500,000.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |Accepted 10.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 30.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =

90% and proj.

improves

problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 4a 50.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

N/A

0.00

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.

Yes

10.00

Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

No

0.00
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Authority: Eagle Lake

PIF# |

11915|Program:

|cwsrF

[PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: 2016 Wastewater System Improvements

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Acquisition Design & Construction

Project Description: Rehabilitate existing 0.75 MGD wastewater plant including repairs to existing mechanical screen, replace
existing influent lift station pumps, replace existing RAS/WAS pumps, replace existing final clarifier equipment, replace existing
diffused air system in aerobic digesters and chlorine contact chamber, install new emergency generator and other related items to the
wastewater treatment plant. The project will also include replacing existing clay and concrete sanitary sewer gravity collection lines as
well as rehabilitation or replacement of existing lift stations in the system.

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $0.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: 01/01/2017 $15,000.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $324,375.00
Est. 09/01/2017 01/01/2019 $3,947,350.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |Accepted 10.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 15.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =
65% and <
75% and proj.
improves
problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
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Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWSs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 25.00
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Texas Water
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Authority: El Paso PSB

PIF# | 11916[Program:  |cwsSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: New Collection System for Canutillo

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Construction

Project Description: El Paso Water Utilities proposes to construct the infrastructure to provide first time sanitary sewer to the Four
Streets section of the colonia of Canutillo, Texas. Canutillo was platted in 1910. This community now has approximately 6100
residents in two areas, Canutillo Township, and Canutillo Industrial Park (which was platted in 1975). Improvements to properties
over the years have generally been at the expense and effort of the homeowners. the area where the sewer will be constructed has
neither water service nor sanitary sewer: residents have been using cesspools or septic tanks. The area has been tested and these
test indicate that seepage from on-site septic tanks or cesspools is taking place. The seepage could be affecting the Mesilla Bolson:
at least one well tested revealed coliform contamination. The area is considered low income and its area median household income
(AMH]I) is 66% of the Texas AMHI. EPWU received PAD funding from TWDB for this project from its EDAP Fund. We have
concluded Categories A-D; A-C have been approved; we are awaiting approval of Category D. We are requesting funding to
commence and complete project construction of 41 sewer connections. Please see Attachment 6.A.

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $0.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $0.00
Est. 10/01/2016 04/30/2017 $912,246.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to Yes 11.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |Yes 30.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |Accepted 10.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 5¢ 20.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
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Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed No 0.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water Yes 2.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWSs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 73.00
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Authority: Ennis

PIF# | 11917[Program:  |cwWSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Downtown Sewer Line Improvements 1

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

Project Description: Replacement of aged and deteriorated sewerlines and appurtenances within the City of Ennis collection
system. Preparation and implementation of Asset Management Plan.

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $60,000.00 Green Project: No
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount: $0.00
Design: $410,934.00
Est. 09/01/2017 06/01/2017 $3,407,496.00
Construction:
Project Rating:
Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |N/A 0.00

order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to N/A 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment N/A 0.00
technology?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? N/A 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) N/A 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00

capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality [No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Report No: 13318v3_06182015 32 of 249 10/25/2016



T Water Devel t Board
Texas Water Clean Water State Revolving Fund

Development Board

Project Information Form Rating Report

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 1.00
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Authority: Ennis

PIF# | 11918[Program:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Downtown Sewer Line Improvements 2

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

system. Preparation and implementation of Asset Management Plan.

Project Description: Replacement of aged and deteriorated sewerlines and appurtenances within the City of Ennis collection

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date

Planning: $125,000.00

Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount:

Design: $1,003,847.00

Est. 09/01/2017 12/29/2017 $8,338,468.00
Construction:

Project Rating:

Green Project:

No

$0.00

Criteria

Answer

Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment
technology?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations?

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria)

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

No

0.00

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?
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Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 1.00
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Authority: Evant

PIF# | 11919Program:  |CWSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Wastewater System Improvements

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Planning Design & Construction

improvements to reduce inflow and infiltration.

Project Description: The proposed project will restore the aging wastewater treatment plant’s (WWTP) ability to consistently meet its
permit limits. The project includes rehabilitation and upgrades to the existing treatment processes, as well as collection system

Start Date Completion Phase Cost

Date

Planning: $133,500.00

Acquisition: $0.00

Design: $81,000.00

Est.
Construction:

07/03/2017 02/28/2018 $1,405,000.00

Project Rating:

Green Project:

Green Amount:

Yes-BC

$623,100.00

Criteria

Answer

Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment
technology?

Yes

15.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria)

N/A

0.00

Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Non-Priority 5¢

10.00

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?
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Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community. Yes 10.00
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 36.00
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Authority: Fort Worth

PIF# |

11920|Program:

|cwsrF

[PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Collection System Improvements

Project Type: POTW

Project Phase: Construction

Project Description: The City of Fort Worth intends to rehabilitate and replace approximately 7,309 linear feet of 30-inch to 54-inch
wastewater mains with 36-inch to 60-inch pipe at three locations within the City. The three project locations are portions of the Village
Creek Parallel Interceptor System, along the northwest side of Lake Arlington.

Green Project:

Green Amount:

Yes-BC

$6,307,715.00

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $0.00
Acquisition: $0.00
Design: 01/01/2017 $0.00
Est. 03/01/2017 03/01/2018 $6,307,715.00
Construction:

Project Rating:

Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |SSO Plan 20.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |Under 5.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB? Development
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 20.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =
75% and <
90% and proj.
improves
problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 5a 40.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

Yes

5.00

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.

Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?

Yes

5.00

Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

No

0.00
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Authority: Grand Prairie

PIF# | 11921[pProgram:  |cwsRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Collection System Improvements

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Construction

Springdale Lane and Beltline Road.

Project Description: The City of Grand Prairie's replacement segments within the City's collection system intends to replace
approximately 23, 477 linear feet of existing 8-inch to 12-inch wastewater mains with 12-inch to 18-inch pipe in various locations
within the City. The project names for the segments to be replaced are NW 23rd. Street to Roman Road, North Carrier and Hill, High
School Drive, NE 5th Street and Tarrant Road, NE 19th Street, Gifford Street, Hensley Drive, Idlewild Road, Lakeview Drive, and

Project Rating:

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $0.00 Green Project:
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount:
Design: 01/01/2017 $0.00
Est. 03/01/2017 03/01/2018 $5,644,252.00
Construction:

Yes-BC

$5,644,252.00

Criteria Answer Score
Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |SSO Plan 20.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized
collection system?
Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?
Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?
Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic % permitted 30.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow? capacity is =
90% and proj.
improves
problem
Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 5a 40.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the
proposed project?
Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed
project?
Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?
Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed
Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality?

Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access?

Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management?

Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines?

Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources?

All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s
governing body?

Yes

5.00

All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed
project?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and
employees?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.

Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?

No

0.00

Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?

No

0.00

All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

No

0.00
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Authority: Harris Co MUD # 167

PIF# | 11922[program:  |CWSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Water Meter Replacement

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Construction

preparation of an asset management plan.

Project Description: Installation of "smart" water meters to meet the district's goal of water efficiency goals. This would include the

Project Rating:

Start Date Completion Phase Cost
Date
Planning: $0.00 Green Project:
Acquisition: $0.00 Green Amount:
Design: $0.00
Est. 01/01/2017 01/01/2020 $2,000,000.00
Construction:

Yes-BC

$2,000,000.00

Criteria Answer Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized

collection system?

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment No 0.00
technology?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |[No 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the

proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?

Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
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Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00
governing body?
All Proj. - Is the entity planning to prepare an asset management plan as part of the proposed Yes 1.00
project?
All Proj. - Has asset management training been administered to the entity’s governing body and No 0.00
employees?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific targets, goals, or measures in a water No 0.00
conservation or drought contingency plan that has been adopted by the entity’s governing body
within the past 5 years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project address specific goals in a system-wide or plant-wide energy |No 0.00
assessment, audit, or optimization study that has been conducted within the past three years?
All Proj. - Does the proposed project implement elements contained in a state or regional water No 0.00
plan, integrated water resource management plan, regional facility plan, regionalization or
consolidation plan, or TMDL implementation plan?
All Proj. - Entity qualifies as a disadvantaged community.
Sec. 212 - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to Yes 5.00
implement measures to reduce the demand for publically owned treatment works capacity through
water conservation, efficiency, or reuse?
Sec. 212 - For a qualified nonprofit, will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for |No 0.00
the project be used to assist owners and operators of small and medium POTWs?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement innovative approaches to manage, reduce, treat, or recapture stormwater or
subsurface drainage water?
All Proj. - Will a majority of the funds being requested from the SRF for the project be used to No 0.00
implement reuse or recycling wastewater, stormwater, or subsurface drainage water? If yes,
please explain.

Rating: 6.00
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PIF# | 11923[Program:  |cwsSRF [PPL vear: [2017

Related PIFs:

Project Name: Copperfield WWTP Reuse

Project Type: POTW Project Phase: Design & Construction

Project Description: The Copperfield WWTP is a regional plant that serves Harris County MUD Nos. 162, 163, 179, 186,188 and
208. The plant is managed collectively by the six districts through the Copperfield Joint Operations Board (CJOB). All six MUDs will
benefit from the implementation of the Project. The Project consist of tertiary treatment and storage at the WWTP site and a
distribution system to supply Type 1 treated effluent for irrigation and non-potable industrial purposes. The project is currently through
the schematic planning phase with funding being sought for design and construction phases. As part of this project, the asset
management plan will be updated to reflect the new infrastructure. Water conservation and drought contingency plans will also be

updated.

Start Date Completion Phase Cost

Date

Planning: $0.00 Green Project: Yes-BC
Acquisition: 06/01/2017 $0.00 Green Amount: $10,120,000.00
Design: $860,000.00
Est. 12/01/2017 12/01/2018 $9,260,000.00
Construction:

Project Rating:

Criteria Answer Score

Sec. 212 - Is the work required by a schedule that is imposed by court order, EPA administrative |No 0.00
order, TCEQ enforcement order, or participation in SSO Initiative?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve extending service (centralized or alternative system) to No 0.00
populated areas of an existing developed community that are not served by a centralized

collection system?

Sec. 212 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |[No 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the project?

Sec. 212 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan [No 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 212 - Will the project include innovative or alternative types of collection or treatment Yes 15.00
technology?

Sec. 212 - Does the project involve more stringent permit limitations? No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the project result in regionalization? (See specific criteria) No 0.00
Sec. 212 - Does the proposed project involve a facility that requires expansion of its hydraulic No 0.00
capacity or removal of extraneous flow?

Sec. 212 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |Priority 4a 50.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).

Sec. 319 - Has a public health official found that a nuisance dangerous to public health and safety |N/A 0.00
exists resulting from water supply and sanitation problems in the area to be served by the

proposed project?

Sec. 319 - Does a threat exist to an aquifer or groundwater that may be impacted by the proposed |N/A 0.00
project?

Sec. 319 - Is a water body impacted by the proposed project listed in a Watershed Protection Plan |N/A 0.00
that is under development or has been accepted by the TCEQ or TSSWCB?

Sec. 319 - The proposed project impacts a water body that does not meet applicable water quality |N/A 0.00
standards. (refer to water bodies listed as Category 4a, 5a, 5b, or 5c¢ in the latest Watershed

Action Planning Strategy Table).
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Sec. 319 - Does the project include stream bank restoration or contain elements of Low Impact N/A 0.00
Development, such as vegetated filter strips, bio-retention, rain gardens, or porous pavement?
Sec. 320 - Does the project restore, protect, and enhance coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve water quality? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project enhance public access? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project improve onshore infrastructure and environmental management? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project mitigate erosion and stabilize shorelines? N/A 0.00
Sec. 320 - Does the project educate the public on the importance of coastal natural resources? N/A 0.00
All Proj. - In the past 5 years, has an asset management plan been adopted by the entity’s No 0.00