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LAKE TEXOMA REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY
PHASE II
TEXAS REGIONS
FINAL

PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION

This report continues the analysis done in The Lake Texoma Regional

Sewer Syster Study Phase I, which was completed in November 2001. This

study addresses only the Texas regions. The Texas service regions were revised
as recommended in the Phase I report. Three alternatives to address the sewer

needs in the Texas regions were developed through conceptual design level.

STUDY AUTHORITY

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE), Tulsa District conducted the
study for the Greater Texoma Utility Authority (GTUA), under authority of
Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1974 (Public Law
93-251). This authority establishes cooperative assistance to states for

preparation of comprehensive water plans.

Section 319 of the Water Resource Development Act of 1990 (Public Law
101-640) provides authority for cost sharing of the Planning Assistance to States
Program. The cost-sharing ratio for this study is 50% Federal and 50% non-
Federal. A Letter Agreement for this study between the COE, Tulsa District and
the GTUA was signed on June 24, 2002. The Letter Agreement is shown in
Appendix 1.




PURPOSE

The Phase I report concluded that creation of regional wastewater treatment
systems would be the best option to meet current and future needs of the Lake Texoma
area. Based on that conclusion, the Greater Texoma Utility Authority decided to move
forward with development of concept designs for regional wastewater treatment systems
in Texas. The purpose of this study, Phase II, is to develop, through a conceptual-level
design, three alternative plans to provide regional sewer systems serving each of the four

study regions on the Texas side of the Lake Texoma area.

A cost analysis is included to provide an estimate of monthly cost per connection.
Study results can be used to determine the economic feasibility of establishing one or

more regional sewer systems to serve the Texas side of the Lake Texoma area.

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

Under current conditions, State legislators, community leaders, residents, and
local leaders have expressed concern about potential water quality problems at Lake
Texoma. These groups consider residential and commercial wastewater treatment
practices as one potential source of water quality degradation at the lake. Residents
around Texoma have limited access to sewer system services and many depend on
private individual septic systems to meet their wastewater treatment needs. Aging septic
systems have a high potential for contamination of surface and groundwater in the Red
River watershed. Some communities surrounding the lake have sewer service, but have
limited financial and physical capacity for expansion. The number of residents involved
and the geographic distribution of the residents make wastewater treatment an issue

beyond the scope of any one municipality or water supply entity.

The Phase II study area is on the south central and southeast end of Lake Texoma

in northern Grayson County, Texas, as shown in Figure 1. Lake Texoma has a surface




area of approximately 89,000 acres at normal pool. Construction of the lake was
completed in 1944. Residential and commercial development of lands around the lake
since 1944 has been substantial. Most of the homes were constructed as sammer or
weekend homes, but in recent years the trend has been toward construction of homes for
year-round living. Due to the rural setting of the developed areas adjacent to the lake, the
majority of landowners are on septic systems. Some of the septic systems are as much as

50 years old, and many are located in soils that are not well suited for septic systems.

PROBLEMS AND OPPORTUNITIES

Interest in studying the feasibility of constructing regional sewer systems to serve
the Lake Texoma area began in 1997 at a Lake Texoma Advisory Board meeting. The
Board members expressed concern over potential water quality impacts from continued
lakeside development. Factors contributing to water quality degradation include
undersized or improperly operating septic systems, livestock and agricultural operations

in the watershed, and direct discharge of human waste from boats into the lake.

The Lake Texoma watershed is predominantly rural, with land used primarily for
grazing of cattle and other agricultural uses. Runoff from cropland and grazing lands
contributes to nutrient loading and coliform concentration in the lake. Dumping of
human waste from boats on the lake is also a problem. While this activity is illegal,

manpower is not available in sufficient quantities to stop dumping in Lake Texoma.

Opportunities exist in the Lake Texoma area for economic development and for
reducing some sources of contamination to the lake. By serving the area with regional
sewer systems, developers would be able to sell smaller lots, thus bringing a larger
population to the region. Providing sewer service for existing homes would ensure that

waste from aging septic systems did not enter the lake.
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INSTITUTIONAL OPTIONS
The Phase I report identified seven options for addressing wastewater treatment
needs in the Lake Texoma area. The seven options are summarized below. The Phase I

report includes a detailed description of each option.

A. No Action. There would be no change to the current regulations. Most new

development would be on septic systems.

B. Inspection of Existing Septic Systems. Under this option the State of Texas would

require an inspection of septic systems. Users would be faced with upgrading aging

septic systems to meet requirements.

C. Mandating More Effective Septic Systems. This option would require selection of

new septic technologies, such as aerobic systems using land applications of treated
effluent. These types of systems produce a higher quality outflow than conventional

septic systems.

D. Expanding Existing Sewer Systems. This option would involve expanding the largest

existing systems in the area and extending lines to areas currently not served by a

sewer system.

E. Mandating New Development to be Connected to Existing Systems. County

governments would require any new development to connect with a sewer, if

available.

F. Creation of New Regional Sewer System. Under this option, a new regional sewer

- system authority would build and operate a sanitary sewer system serving

communities and those living in unincorporated areas.



G. Privatization. Under this option, privately owned companies would provide

wastewater treatment.

The creation of wastewater conveyance and treatment infrastructure requires
more than just identifying potential service regions and quantifying the amounts of
wastewater to be treated. For each region, an entity must be identified or created to
design, construct, and run the proposed sewer system. The Phase I report provided some
discussion of institutional goals and concerns that could assist local groups in making
decisions on wastewater issues. This report presents concept designs based on the
options to expand existing sewer systems (Option D) and creation of new regional sewer

systems (Option F).

DETERMINATION OF SERVICE REGIONS

Service regions presented in the Phase I report were selected in coordination with
the study sponsor and public input on the study and the service regions which was
solicited at public meetings held in March and June 2000. However, much of the area in
those regions is undeveloped. Providing sewage collection to a sparsely populated area
would substantially increase the cost for each user. For this report, the Texas service
regions were revised to connect the largest number of users for the least amount of
collection line. Most of the service regions extend only 1 or 2 miles away from the
lakeshore. The Phase I service regions and the Phase Il service regions for the Texas side

are shown in Figure 2.
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TEXAS SERVICE REGIONS

REGION TX1

Geographic Description. The TX1 region occupies approximately 11 square

miles extending from roughly 1 mile east of Denison Dam to the Little Mineral Creek
area in the west. The southern limits are approximately 0.25 miles north of Randall
Lake. This area is heavily populated near the lake, from west of the spillway to
Grandpappy Point. The section of TX1 east and south of the spillway was recently
annexed by Denison and is expected to grow quickly. Figure 3 shows the detail of
Region TX1.

Description of Facilities/Existing Infrastructure. No large-scale public sewer

facilities exist in TX1. The city of Denison, located outside the limits of TX1, has most
of this region covered by a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (CCN) and would
be the entity most capable of providing large-scale sewer service in the region. The
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality grants a CCN to a water or sewer provider
for a specific service area. No other provider may furnish water or sewer service within a
certificated region without the consent of the utility provider that has been granted the
CCN. Certificates of Convenience and Necessity are described in the Texas Water Code
Chapter 13, Subchapter G. For purposes of this study, it was assumed that the city of

Denison is not interested in providing sewer service to the study area.
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REGION TX2

Geographic Description. Region TX2 is approximately 14.9 square miles and

covers the Preston Peninsula area. Starting just east of the Little Mineral Creek area,
TX2 extends west to the Cambridge Shores area. The southernmost limit of the region is
about 2 miles south of the lake, just south of Fink. A topographic map of the region is

shown in Figure 4.

Description of Facilities/Existing Infrastructure. The city of Pottsboro is not
included in the revised Region TX2; however, Pottsboro Public Works provides sewer
service to approximately 700 connections, including Tanglewood and Summer Cove.
Pottsboro treatment facilities were considered during the development of alternatives (see
Alternative 2). The Pottsboro plant’s extended aeration treatment facilities were
expanded in 2000 from 0.21 million gallons per day to 0.35 million gallons per day.
Tecon provides most water service in the region but some areas receive water from the

Red River Authority.
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REGION TX3

Geographic Description. Region TX3 extends from the Big Mineral Arm east to
Region TX2 and south to just below Paradise Cove. Region TX3 covers only about 5.8
square miles and is the smallest of the regions studied. Major developments include Mill

Creek and Paradise Cove. Region TX3 is depicted in Figure 5.

Description of Facilities/Existing Infrastructure. There are no large-scale public
sewer facilities in TX3. Small-scale facilities may be present in some of the developed
areas but would be of insufficient size to serve as the basis for a regtonal system. Tecon

provides water service in the area.
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REGION TX4

Geographic Description. Region TX4 occupies approximately 15 square miles,
bounded on the east by the Big Mineral Arm and extending to just west of Gordonville.
The southern boundary is just below Brushy Creek. Major developments include
Sherwood Shores, Cedar Bayou, and Walnut Creek. Region TX4 is shown in Figure 6.

Description of Facilities/Existing Infrastructure. There are no large-scale public
sewer facilities in TX4. Limited facilities, serving a cluster of homes, may be present in

the region but would not be large enough to serve as the basis for a regional system.

TR |

Tecon provides water in Region TX4.
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WASTEWATER PROJECTIONS

Sizing wastewater treatment facilities is a function of the number of connections
and the volume of wastewater. The number of connections depends on the number of
household and RV and campsites that will be connected to the system. Wastewater
volume is based on population. The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

(TCEQ) sets the standards for design of wastewater treatment facilities in Texas.

Projections for the number of connections and wastewater volume that were
developed in the Phase I report were revised to fit the new service regions and more
recent data available from Grayson County. A digital drawing provided by Grayson
County was used for a housing count of each study region. Table 1 shows the baseline
number of connections for the Texas study regions. Decennial growth rates shown in

Table 2 were developed during the Phase I study.

The projected number of connections was calculated for each study region by
applying the decennial growth rates from Table 2 to the number of baseline connections
in Table 1. The projections for household sewer connections are shown in Table 3.
Projections for RV and campsite connections are shown in Table 4. The projected total
number of sewer connections for each study region is shown in Table 5 below. The
collection facilities for each alternative were designed to accommodate needs for 2050
~ based on the projected number of connections, as required by the TCEQ Standard
Chapter 317, Design Criteria for Sewerage Systems.

Table 1. Baseline Sewer Connections (2003)

Study Housing Persons per | Household RV/ Baseline

Region Units Household Population | Campsites | Connections
TX1 385 2.6 1,001 335 720
TX2 2,983 24 7,159 0 2,983
TX3 519 2.6 1,349 84 603
TX4 1,573 23 3,618 407 1,980

16




Table 2. Decennial Growth Rates for County Population

County 2000-2010 2010-2020 2020-2030 | 2030-2040 | 2040-2050

Grayson 12.2% 8.0% 6.4% 5.4% 5.1%

Table 3. Projections of Household Sewer Connections

Study Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 385 432 467 496 523 550
TX2 2,983 3,347 3,615 3,846 4,054 4,260
TX3 519 582 629 669 705 741
TX4 1,573 1,765 1,906 2,028 2,138 2,247

Table 4. Projections of RV/Campsite Sewer Connections

Study Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 335 376 406 432 455 478
TX2 0 0 0 0 0 0
TX3 84 94 102 108 114 120
TX4 407 457 493 525 553 581

Table 5. Projections of Total Sewer Connections

Study Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 720 808 872 928 978 1,028
TX2 2,983 3,347 3,615 3,846 4,054 4,260
TX3 603 677 731 777 819 861
TX4 1,980 2,222 2,553 2,553 2,601 2,828

Estimates for wastewater generation were calculated as required by TCEQ
Standard Chapter 317. Wastewater generation is estimated at 100 gallons per person per
day for residential connections. Projections for wastewater generation from household
connections were calculated according to the following equation: 100 gallons/person/day
* persons/household (from Table 1) * number of household connections (from Table 3) =
volume of wastewater per day. For example, wastewater volume for TX1 in 2020 would
be calculated as follows: 100 gallons/person/day * 2.6 persons/household * 467
household connections = 121,420 galions per day. Wastewater volume projections for

RV/campsite connections were calculated according to the following equation: 50

17




gallons/connection/day * number of RV/campsite connections (from Table 4) = volume
of wastewater per day. For example, wastewater generation for recreation areas in TX1
for 2020 would be calculated as follows: 50gallons/day * 406 connections = 20,300
gallons per day. Adding the residential wastewater estimate and the RV/campsite
estimate produces the total wastewater volume projection, which is used to design the
system. For the examples given, 121,420 gallons/day from households + 20,300
gallons/day from RV/campsites = 141,720 gallons per day. This volume is rounded up as
shown in Table 6. Table 6 shows projections for wastewater generation for the service
regions. Treatment facilities for each alternative were designed to meet wastewater

projections for 2020, as required by the TCEQ Standard Chapter 317.

Table 6. Projection of Wastewater Generation Per Day (1,000 gallons)

Study Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 117 131 142 151 159 167
TX2 716 803 368 923 973 1,023
TX3 139 156 169 179 189 199
TX4 382 429 463 493 519 546
Totals 1,354 1,519 1,641 1,746 1,840 1,934

CONCEPT DESIGN

The conéept designs developed for this report provide alternatives to regionalize
wastewater treatment by expanding existing facilities (Option D) and/or creating new
wastewater treatment systems (Option F). The Phase I report analysis indicated that a
regionalized system was most likely to satisfy the majority of the concerns expressed by
State and local interests. Three alternatives were developed to concept design level.
Each alternative would provide regionalized wastewater treatment for the study area.

The alternatives are described later in the report.

18




COLLECTION

The collection system consists of a primary collection system and a secondary
collection system. For this study, the primary collection system is defined as the system
of force mains, 3 inches in diameter and larger, and the lift stations that connect the
secondary collection systems and the treatment facilities. The secondary collection
system is defined as the gravity mains, force mains, and lift stations that collect the waste
from existing structures and transport the waste to the primary collection system. This
study includes a concept design of the primary collection system. The study scope does
not include design of the secondary collection system. Design specifications for the

primary collection system are located in Appendix 2.

Concept level costs were developed for the primary collection system on each of
the three altermatives. The cost for the secondary collection system was estimated from

costs developed for the Grand Lake Water Association in the Grand Lake Regional

Sewer System Study compieted in May 2000. More detailed cost information is provided

in Appendix 3.

DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES

Three alternatives were developed which would meet the projected needs for
wastewater treatment in the study area. The alternatives include various combinations of
treatment options. The Cost Analysis Section explains the estimated monthly cost per

user for each alternative.

Effluent requirements for the alternatives were taken from TCEQ Standard
Chapter 309, Domestic Wastewater Effluent Limitations. Since Lake Texoma is a source
for public drinking water, Effluent Set 2 is the minimum that must be achieved. Effluent
Set 2 requirements are a 30-day average biological oxygen demand (BOD) of 10 and
total suspended solids (TSS) of 15.

19
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The existing treatment plant at Pottsboro is an extended aeration plant with a
capacity of 0.35 million gallons per day. The treated effluent is discharged to Mineral
Creek. This plant is currently treating waste from the Tanglewood and Summer Cove

areas, in addition to Pottsboro.

The new treatment plants proposed in the alternatives would be sequential batch
reactors. The sequential batch reactor treatment process is an activated sludge system in
which mixing, aeration, and clarification occur in one basin instead of several separate
units. Advantages of this process include decreased capital costs, more easily tolerated
loads, higher overall aeration efficiency, and reduced operator demands. Sequential
batch reactors can be installed underground, which eliminates odor and allows them to be
installed in residential areas. Sequential batch reactors can be easily expanded to meet
increased wastewater volume. A standard system includes the following elements:
influent lift station, bar screen, flow measurement, sequential batch reactor treatment,
aerobic sludge digester and thickening basin, chlorination equipment, and contact

chamber.

Constructed wetlands are shallow pools with saturated substrates, emergent and
submergent vegetation, and animal life that simulate natural wetlands. There are two
types of constructed wetlands: submerged flow and free water surface systems. The free
water surface (FWS) type was chosen for this study. Constructed wetlands treatment
systems are inundated or saturated by wastewater flows at a frequency and duration
sufficient to support flora and fauna typically adapted for life in saturated or inundated
soil conditions. In accordance with TCEQ Standard Chapter 317, the constructed
wetlands must be preceded by primary treatment. A partially aerated lagoon was chosen
as the primary treatment. A partially acrated lagoon was chosen over a facultative lagoon
to reduce odors. The lagoon is designed for a 50% reduction in BOD. Chapter 317
requires the constructed wetlands to the sized for a 15-day detention time to meet the

Effluent Set 2 requirements when the influent is 50% reduced BOD.

20
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Chapter 317 requirements for FWS type constructed wetlands include: average
depth no greater than 18 inches, plug flow design (length to width ratio of at least 3:1),
minimal impact from prevailing wind (long side oriented north and south with inlet on
windward side), minimum slope along the bottom of 0.075% for complete drainage, and
multiple units sized so that total capacity is adequate with largest unit out of service.

Appendix 2 contains the design details and calculations.

ALTERNATIVE 1

For Alternative 1, each region would have its own treatment plant. The existing
treatment piaht located north of Pottsboro would be expanded to serve all of TX2. The
existing facility is an extended aeration plant with a capacity of 0.35 million gallons per
day (mgd), which would be expanded to 1.28 mgd. New sequential batch reactor
treatment plants would be constructed for TX1, TX3, and TX4. The new TX1 plant
would have a capacity of 0.142 mgd. The new TX3 plant would have a capacity of
0.169 mgd. The new TX4 plant would have a capacity of 0.463 mgd. The location plan
for Alternative 1 is shown on Figure 7. For more detail, see Appendix 2 drawings G1
and M1 through M4. Treated wastewater would be discharged from the constructed

wetlands directly to the lake or to a stream near the treatment plant.
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ALTERNATIVE 2

For Alternative 2, the existing Pottsboro treatment plant would be expanded to
serve TX1, TX2, and TX3. The existing plant at Pottsboro is an extended aeration plant
with a capacity of 0.35 million gallons per day. It would require expansion to treat
1.529 mgd. A new sequential batch reactor with 0.463 mgd capacity would serve TX4.
Figure 8 shows the plan location for Alternative 2. For more detail, refer to Appendix 2
drawings G2 and M5 through M7. Treated wastewater would be discharged directly to

the lake or to a stream near the treatment plant.
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ALTERNATIVE 3

For Alternative 3, each region would have separate treatment facilities. TX1
would have a new sequential batch reactor with 0.142 mgd capacity as in Alternative 1.
TX2 would be served by the expanded Pottsboro facility, as in Alternative 1. TX3 would
be served by a constructed wetlands preceded by a partially aerated lagoon. A new
sequential batch reactor with 0.463 mgd capacity would serve TX4, as in Alternative 1.
Figure 9 shows the plan location for Alternative 3. For more détail, refer to Appendix 2,
drawings G3 and M8. Treated wastewater would be discharged from the constructed

wetlands directly to the lake or to a nearby stream.
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REAL ESTATE

A number of assumptions were used to develop the real estate cost estimate for

this study.

¢ Pipelines will use existing rights of way, at no cost.

¢ Property owners will donate easements needed for the secondary
collection system.

e All private lands would be acquired by negotiation or condemnation in
excess of the current fair market value.

e No utility or facility relocations would be required to implement this
project, and no homes or other significant improvements would be

adversely impacted

Real estate for the primary collection system consists of easements for pipeline
and lift stations, fee purchase of lands for treatment facilities, and administrative costs. It
was assumed that pipeline easements along public roads would be acquired from the state
at no cost. Table 7 summarizes the real estate costs for the primary collection system of

each alternative. Contingencies represent the risks of negotiation and condemnation.

Table 7. Real Estate Costs for Primary Collection System
Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3

Land for Treatment Facilities 40 Acres 35 Acres 70 Acres
Lands & Damages $216,000 $189,000 $294,000
Relocation Assistance $0 $0 $0
Minerals $0 $0 $0
Contingencies $ 54,000 $ 47,250 $ 73,500
Administrative $ 85,000 $ 51,000 $102,000

Total: $355,000 $287,250 $469,500

For this study, it was assumed that owners would donate easements for the
secondary collection systems and that the admunistration cost for obtaining the easements

would bee $500 per owner. Easements will be required from about half of the owners for
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the secondary collection system, for a total of 2,730 easements. Therefore, the cost for

obtaining easements for the secondary collection system will be about $1,365,000.

The real estate valuation study is included as Appendix 5.

COST ANALYSIS

The study sponsor has indicated that the Regional Sewer System would be
financed entirely with revenue bonds with terms of 20 years at 4% interest. All system

components were assumed to have a life of at least 20 years.

The total initial cost of the system includes construction cost, engineering and
construction management, and real estate. The fee for engineering and construction
management is estimated to be 12% of the construction cost. Estimates for costs
associated with endangered species and/or cultural resources investigations that may be

required were beyond the scope of this study and are not included in the cost analysis.

The initial cost would be financed by the sale of revenue bonds, which include a
3-1/2% charge for legal fees and commissions. The annual capital cost is calculated
using a capital recovery factor, based on bond terms of 20 years at 4% interest. The
average annual cost is calculated using the annual capital cost and estimated annual
operation and maintenance costs. Operation and maintenance costs include energy costs,
labor, sludge disposal, and chemicals for waste treatment. Tables 8, 9 and 10 show a cost

summary for each alternative. Costs are in June 2003 dollars.
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Table 8. Alternative 1 Cost Summary

X X TX TX Total
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Study Area
Construction Cost $1,650,000 | $8,936,000 | $1,775,000 | $4,680,000 | $17,050,000
Engineering & $198,000 | $1,072,000 | $213,000 | $562,000 | $2,046,000
Management
Real Estate Costs $147,000 $898,000 $180,000 | $494,750 | $1,720,000
Total First Costs $1,995,000 | $10,906,000 | $2,168,500 | $5,736,750 | $20,816,000
Average Annual Costs | $201,500 | $1,099,080 | $218250 | $577,400 | 3$2,096,500
Monthly Cost per $44 $31 $35 $31 $32
Sewer Connection
Table 9. Alternative 2 Cost Summary
TX X TX TX Total
Region 1 Region 2 Region3 | Regiond4 | Study Area
Construction Cost $1,639,000 | $9,044,000 | $1,749,000 | $4,680,000 | $17,120,000
Engineering & $197,000 | $1,085,000 | $210,000 $562,000 § $2,054,000
Management
Real Estate Costs $114,650 $888,350 $154,550 $494,750 | $1,652,250
Total First Costs $1,950,650 | $11,017,350 | $2,113,550 | $5,736,750 | $20,826,250
Average Annual Costs | $198,170 { $1,110,320 | $213,470 $577.400 | $2,099,600
Monthly Cost per $43 $31 $34 $31 $32
Sewer Connection
Table 10. Alternative 3 Cost Summa
TX TX TX TX Total
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Study Area
Construction Cost $1,650,000 | $8,936,000 | $1,658,000 | $4,680,000 | $16,930,000
Engineering & $198,000 | $1,072,000 | $199,000 | $562,000 | $2,032,000
Management
Real Estate Costs $147,000 $898,000 $295,000 | $494,750 | $1,834,500
Total First Costs $1,995,000 | $10,906,000 | $2,152,000 | $5,736,750 | $20,796,500
Average Annual Costs | $201,500 | $1,099,080 | $213,740 $577,400 | $2,091,900
Monthly Cost per $44 $31 $34 $31 $32
Sewer Connection
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

INTRODUCTION

Existing environmental conditions were investigated to identify potential problem
areas such as endangered species, cultural resources, wetlands, and water quality. The
scope of this investigation does not include documentation consistent with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, but does identify significant environmental issues that
would need to be addressed prior to any construction. Please refer to Appendix 4 for the

complete Environmental Report.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed project area lies within the central lowlands located in the Prairie
Division, Pratrie Parkland Province, Cross timbers and Southern Tallgrass Prairie Section
(Bailey 1980). The region is gently rolling to flat plains. Over 50% of the area is gently
sloping. Average annual rainfall varies from 35 to 40 inches per year and falls mainly
during the 235-day growing season (April-October). The average annual temperature is
55° to 63° Fahrenheit.

The vegetation is characterized as cross timbers and oak-hickory forest. The area
is dominated by various short and medium to tall grasses, along with a few hardy tree
species. Forest cover consists of post, live, and blackjack oaks; and pignut and
mockemut hickories. Post oak and blackjack oak dominate the cross timbers region.
Grasses are the dominant plants on the prairies. The most prevalent type is bluestem
prairie. Other dominant grasses are indiangrass, and switchgrass. Soil is a key factor in
local distribution. Fine, heavy soils generally support grassland vegetation, and coarse,

lighter soils are covered with stands of savanna.
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Land use is varied consisting of developed, recreational, residential, agricultural,
and pasturelands, all of which are heavily influenced by recreational activities associated

with Lake Texoma.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

A number of Federally listed threatened and/or endangered species are present in
the project area. There is no designated critical habitat for listed species in Grayson
County. Federally listed threatened bald eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) winter and
may be spring residents at Lake Texoma and along the Red River. They utilize the
lakeshore for perching and secluded areas for roosting. They also use the river area
downstream of the dam for feeding and perching. The threatened piping plover
(Charadrius melodus) and potentially threatened mountain plover (Charadrius montanus)
are migrants within thé project area. The endangered interior least tern (Sterna
antillarum) nests along the Red River, and a nesting colony has been documented using
areas around Lake Texoma at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge in recent years.
Protocol for dealing with Federally listed species (if found to exist) is contained in a
letter from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) dated February 4, 2003, and is
included in Appendix 4.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Archaeological sites representative of the Early Archaic Period through the
Middle and Late Archaic, Woodland, Caddoan, and Historic Periods are known in the
larger vicinity of Lake Texoma in northern Texas. This culture-historical sequence falls
generally within the overall sequence that has been established for northern Texas and
southern Oklahoma. Many sites in this area have undisturbed, deeply-buried deposits;
many are comprised of multi-component prehistoric and/or historic occupations. A
number of cultural resources investigations, including survey and excavation, were
conducted incident to the construction of Lake Texoma. While archacological

reconnaissance efforts undertaken in the area by the Army Corps of Engineers resulted in
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identification of hundreds of archaeological sites, none of these investigations occurred
within the proposed project areas/alignments, which remain largely uninvestigated. In
the larger regional area, however, there are hundreds of archaeological sites and historic

standing structures on record with the Texas Historical Commission (THC).

Any of the proposed Texoma Regional Sewer System alternatives has the
potential to impact cultural resources. Sections 106 and 110 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (as amended) require agencies to evaluate the impacts
of Federal undertakings on historic properties, which include prehistoric and historic
archaeological sites and historic standing structures. Section }06 recjuires the
identification of all historic properties, which emphasizes an evaluation of eligibility for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Agencies must then
determine which historic properties (those eligible for listing on the NRHP) will be
adversely impacted. Sections 106 and 110 require that agencies resolve adverse effects
to these properties. Plans for resolving adverse effects will be determined through
consultation with the Texas Historical Commission, potentially the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP), and appropriate and interested Native American tribes and

other interested parties.

To fulfill the requirements outlined in Sections 106 and 110 of the NHPA,
archaeological reconnaissance investigations, to include archival research, will be
necessary to identify archaeological sites and standing structures that exist within the
proposed project area. Each site and structure will require National Register evaluation;
some will require subsurface evaluation, detailed archival research, or architectural
documentation. NRHP-eligible sites and structures that will be adversely impacted by
the undertaking will require mitigation, which will be determined through formal
consultation with the THC, and potentially the ACHP.
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WATER QUALITY

Moderate to high levels of salinity characterizes general water quality in Lake
Texoma with a predominance of sodium and calcium salts of chloride and sulfate
(Leifeste et al. 1971). In terms of productivity, the lake has been classified as

mesotrophic based on chlorophyll a concentrations (Ground and Groeger 1994).

WETLANDS

Wetlands and deepwater habitats are essential for many species of fish and
wildlife. In addition to providing habitat for fish and wildlife, they also perform
important roles and function in controlling floods and pollution abatement. The USFWS
developed and adopted a classification system to be used for classifying wetlands and
conducted a national inventory of wetland habitats (National Wetland Inventory Maps
[NWI]). The four service regions were evaluated for the presence of wetlands based on
the NWI maps. Numerous wetland types were found to be present in the delineated

project arca and are listed in Appendix 4.

A large number of the wetlands appear to be small farm ponds or impoundments.
All sewage collection facilities and pipelines should be carefully evaluated to avoid

wetland habitats and adverse impacts associated with construction in wetlands.

SECTION 404, CLEAN WATER ACT

The proposed project would be subject to Section 10 of the River and Harbors Act
of 1899 as well as Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The construction and placement
of outfall structures, intake structures, and sewer lines would be subject to Section 10 and
Section 404 permitting activities. The construction of an intake structure should fall
within the scope of a Nationwide permit or a General permit. Construction of wastewater
processing facilities could require a determination of status regarding jurisdictional

waters of the United States. The placement of sewage collection lines and lift stations
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should fall within the scope of Nationwide Permit No. 12, Utility Line Discharges. Prior
to construction, a Section 404 (Clean Water Act) determination should be requested from

the Tulsa District, COE (Regulatory Branch) to assure compliance with Federal law.

NATIONAL FORESTS AND OTHER PUBLIC USE AREAS

The proposed project area is not located within any National Forests, National
Parks, or National Monuments. However, the Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge is
located on the Big Mineral Arm of Lake Texoma, just south of the proposed project area
that encompasses Flowing Wells Camp and Big Mineral Camp. These two parks are
adjacent to the northern boundary of the wildlife refuge. The 11,320-acre refuge was
established in 1946 and includes 3,000 acres of marsh and water and 8,000 acres of
upland and farmland.

Numerous public recreation sites within the project plan exist around Lake

Texoma on COE owned lands or immediately adjacent.

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLLICY ACT (NEPA)

Should Federal funds be expended for construction of any part of the proposed
alternatives and/or should the proposed facilities be constructed on Federal property,
NEPA coordination would be required. Documentation required by NEPA would consist
of either an Environmental Assessment and signed Finding of No Significant Impact or

an Environmental Impact Statement and signed Record of Decision.

CONCLUSION

Concept designs and cost estimates were developed for three alternatives, which
would provide wastewater treatment to the four Texas service regions at Lake Texoma.

Alternatives include expansion of existing treatment plants and construction of new
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facilities. Table 11 shows the cost per connection for each alternative in each service

region.
Table 11. Summary of Cost Per Connection
Cost per Connection | Cost per Connection { Cost per Connection
Region Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3
TX1 $44 $43 $44
TX2 $31 $31 $31
TX3 $35 $34 $34
TX4 $31 $31 $31
Average Cost $32 $32 $32

The three alternatives vary little in cost per connection. Decisions will have to be
based on considerations other than cost. Without action, aging septic systems will
continue to be a potential contributor to ground and surface water contamination. Users
have few direct economic incentives to ensure that the outflow of their septic systems
does not degrade water quality for the basin. Even with a regional treatment system in
place, development will occur in areas where sewer lines will not reach. The new and
existing septic systems will pose potential water quality problems in the future if the

systems are not monitored, maintained, and operated correctly.

Construction of any of the alternatives for a regional sewer treatment system
would have a positive impact on water quality at Lake Texoma. Construction of such a
project could have potential adverse impacts to cultural resources, wetlands, and possibly
listed endangered species in the Lake Texoma area. However, with proper planning and
coordination with resource agencies including the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Texas
Historical Commission, Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department, and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Regulatory Branch, any

possible impacts can be avoided or mitigated.

The alternatives developed for this report are a start towards solving water quality

problems in the Lake Texoma area. Residenté, State and local leaders and developers
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must understand and appreciate their roles in improving water quality for Lake Texoma.
All groups will share in the cost of any alternative chosen and so each group must
understand how they will benefit. Local officials and community leaders are central to
any institutional arrangement to help solve wastewater issues in the Lake Texoma area.
These leaders must ensure that all groups understand the benefits of moving ahead with a
regional wastewater treatment system. Any institutional plan to deal with wastewater
and water quality issues will require close coordination and cooperation between all

groups.
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LETTER AGREEMENT
PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES

Lake Texoma Regional Sewer System Study, Phase II
Lake Texoma Area, Texas

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this ;j_iﬂaay of Foai , 2002, by and between the United
States of America (hereinafter called the “Government”), representad by the District Enginear for the

Tuisa District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the Greater Texoma Utility Authority (GTUA)
{hersinafter calied the "Sponsor”),

WITNESS THAT:

WHEREAS, Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1974 {Public Law 93-261), as
amended, authorizas the Secretary of tha Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, to assist the

states in preparation of comprehensive plans for the development, utilization and conservation of
water and related land resources; and

WHEREAS, Section 319 of the Water Resources Developrhent Act of 1990 {Public Law 101-84()
authorizes the Sacretary of the Army to collect from non-Federal entities fees for the purpose of
recovering 50 percent of the cost of the program established by Section 22; and

WHEREAS, the Sponsor has reviewsd the State’s comprehensive water plans and Identified the need
for planning assistance as described in the Scope of Studies incorporatad into this agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Sponsor has the authority and capability to furnish the cooperation hereinafter set
forth and is willing to participate in the study cost-sharing and financing in accordance with tha
tarms of this Agreement;

NOW THEREFORE, the parties agree to the following:

1. The Government, using funds contributed by the Sponsor and appropristed by the Congress shall
expeditiously prosecute and complete the Study, currently astimated to be complated within a
twalve {12) month study period (not to excead 12 months), substantialty in compliance with the
Scape of Study attached as Appendix A and in conformity with applicable Federsal laws and
regulations and mutually acceptable standsrds of sngineering practice.

2. The Government shall contribute in cash fifty (50) percent, and the Spansor shall contribute in
cash fifty (50) percent of the total study cost which Is currently estimated to be $68,500; provided,
tht the Govaernment shall not obligats any oash contribution toward Study costs uritil such cash
contribution has actually been made available to it by the Sponsor. The Sponsor afrees to provide
funds in the amount of $34,250, which shall be made payable to the Finance and Accounting
Officer, Tulsa District, 1645 South 101 East Avenus, Tulse, Oklashoma 74128-4809.

3. No Federal funds may be used to meet the local Sponsot’s share of study costs under thiis
Agraement unless the expenditure of such funds ig expressly authorized by ststute as verifisd by the
granting agency.

4. Bsfore any Party to this Agresment may bring suit in any court concerning eny Issues relating to
this Agresment, such Party must first seek in good faith to resolve the issue through negotiation or
other form of nonbinding altemative dispute resolution mutuslly acceptable to the Parties.



5. This Agreement shall tarminate on Junhe 30, 2003, or upon the complation of the Study,
whichaver eceurs earlier; provided, that, prior to such time and upon thirty days written nctice,
either party may terminate or suspend this Agreement without penaity. It is further understood and
agreed that if the Study is not completed by June 30, 2003, or cannot be completed within the totaf
study cost of $68,600, this Agreement may be renewed or amended by the mutual written
asgreement of thie parties.

6. Within ninety days upon termination of this Agreemant, the Government shall prepare a final
accounting of the Study costs, which shall display (1) cash contributions by the Federal
Government, {2} cash contributions by tha Sponsor, and (3] disbursemerits by the Government of all
funds. Subject to the availability of funds, within thirty days after the final accounting, the
Government shall reimburse the Spensor for non-Federal cash contributions that exceed the
Sponsor’s required share of the total stydy costs. Within thirty days after the final accounting, the
Sponsor shall provide the Government any cash contributions required to meet the Sponsor's
required share of the total study costs.

7. In the svent that any {one or mors) of the provisions of this Agreement is found to be

invalid, illegal, or unenforceable, by a court of competent jurisdiction, the validity of the remaining
provisions shail not in any way be affected or impaired and shall Gontinue in effect until the
Agreement is complated.

8. This Agreemaent shall bécome effective upon the signatures of both Parties.

FOR THE SPONSOR; FOR THE GOVERNMENT:

@wﬂ gt ~ e,

President Colonel, Corps of Enginecrs
Greater Texoma Utility Authority District Engineer
Tulea District

«e

5730/ 2 Date: _;éqé

{Seal)



APPENDIX A

SCOPE OF STUDY
PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES

LAKE TEXOMA REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY, PHASE II
{Conceptual Designs and Cost Estimates - Lake Texoma Area, Texas)

I. GENERAL.

The Tulsa District will provide preliminary design and cost
estimates for constructing regional sewer systems in the Lake
Texoma, Texas, area under authority of Section 22 of the Water
Rescurces Development Act of 1974, also known as the Planning
Assistance to States Program.

1II. WORK TO BE PERFORMED.

a. PLAN FORMULATION. The Corps will work with the Sponsor to
develop a plan for each of the four study regions identified in
the Phase 1 report to provide sewer gervice for the current and
projected future population in each region.

b. PRELIMINARY DEZIGNS. The Corps will provide reconnaissance-
level preliminary designs for the plans developed in each study
region. The designs will inciude selection of sites for the
sewage treatment plants, locaticnh and sizing of reguired pump
stations, layocut of main pewage lines, sewsage plant type and
size, disposal of treated sewage, and preliminary cost estimates.
The design will alsc include an economic analysis that will
consider all costs associdted with the regicnal sewage system to
determine an estimated monthly cést per sewage connection for
each of the four regions.

Aerial photography will be utilized for asizing and locating main
sewage lines and lift stations. The moat recent aerial
photographs obtained by the Texoma Project Office will be used.

The most economical form of acceptable treated sewage disposal
will be determined through coordination with the Oklahoma
Department of Environmental Quality and the Texas Natural
Resource Conservation Commission.




¢. ENVIRONMENTAL BSTUDIBS.

(1) Endangered 8pecies coordination. The Corpe will coordinate
the study with the United States Fish and Wildlife BService and
the Oklahowz Department of Wildlife Congervation to learn the
impacts, if any, on any listed endangered species. If endangered
species are found in the project area, the Corps will recommend

the Bponsor conduct a biological assessment and possibly formal
consultation.

(2) HEPA and other environmental reguirementg. The Corps will
discuss, in narrative format, National Environmental Policy Act
(MEPA) and other environmental requirements the Sponsor will need
for the detailed study. The Corps will also prepare discussion
concerning coordination with Pederal, State, and local agencies
having legislative and adminisgtrative responsibilities for
environmental protection.

- REAL ESTATE STUDIES.

{1} Real estate activities necessary for the project consist of
all tasks related to identifying and providing real estate cost
estimates, determining real estate requirements, and coordinating
the acquisition of lands with the Sponsor.

(2) The Corps will conduct a gross appraisal of each altermative
to decide the estimated real estate costs and estates purcliase
requirements, 1.e., fee or type of easement. The Corps will
obtain maps of the study area that contain sufficlent detail, to
identify the types of land and. improvements that the proposed
project would affect. The Corps will research the local real
estate market to gather data concerning recent sales of improved
and unimproved properties comparable to the right-of-way
required. ‘The research will involve searching deed récords and
contacting local appraisers, brokers, attorneys, centxal
appraisal district, and others knowledgeable of the local real
estate market. The Corps will ude the market information as a
bagis for the values of the various types of properties within
the proposed project.

{3) After all fieldwork is completed, the Corps will prepare the
real estate text for the main report. The valuation portion of
the report will include the following: 1land values {surface and
minerals), severance damage, improvement value, contingencies,
acquisition costs, and & total of the estimated real estate cost.

e. CO8T RETIMATEE. Cost estimates will be provided that include
preliminary degigns and real estate costs. The Corps will use
the Microcomputer-Aided Cost Estimating System (MCACES) Gold
computer préogram for all study-related cost estimates.



ITI. STUDY MNANAGEMENT .

This work item will include scheduling and organizing of the
study; regular periodic meetings with technical elements to
review progress; preparing budget documentation; wonitoring and
managing all funds being obligated and expended; preparing
project-related correspondence; coordinating with Federal, State,
and local agencies; and providing guidance and support as
required to ensure that all study-related questions have been
answered, and all study-related problems have been solved. This
task will be performed for the duration of the study.

IV. REPORT PREPARATION.

{1} Report preparation will consigst of preparing a draft report,
duplicating and distributing the draft report, réviewing and
editing the draft report to final form, and then duplicating and
diatributing the final yeport. The report will be direct,
concise, and written in a style that is easy to understand. The
report will also include the study findings and recommeridations.

(2) The Corps will document the study results in report form.

The Corps will base the report on all studies and investigatious
conducted and on published reports applicable to the study area.
The Corps will prepare report originals on 8-1/2 inches by 11
inches plain white bond paper, one side only. Plates will be 8-
1/2 inches by 11 inches or 11 inches high and folded to conform
with the 8-1/2 inches width of the main deocument. The Corps will
submit draft and 31 rep rts to the Sponsor in one and one-half

spaced text. ¥ L - L
be provided to the Spi BhE '
version of the report, in PDF format will be prov1ded to the
Sponsor with the submission of the draft and final reports.

V. DELIVERY AND 808RﬁHLE. i

FT_L 3.1, The Corps will provide a draft copy of the
report to the Sponspr. The report will include discussion
concerning twethodology, data sources, findings, and other
appropriate data for review and approval. It will be one and
one-half spaced, unbound, with all pages consecutively numbered.
The report will identify all data sources and references.

; CUMBNT Upon the Sponsor’s approval and return of the
edited draft to the Corpa, the Corps will type the document in
cne and one-half spaced format, with corrections made as noted on
the first draft. The Corps will furnish the final original
docunment to the Sponsor, unbound, with pages numbered.

EEETINGS AN ONFEE '88. The Corps and the Sponsor will hold
monthly maetings, either face-to-face or through telephone



conference calls. The corps or the Sponsor will request other
meetings as needed for digcussion of questions and problems
relating to work.

d. SCHEDULE. The Corps will submit the above items according to
the following schedule.

Item Schedule

Draft Document 392 calendar days after the date of the
signed agreement and receipt of Federal
funds.

Sponsor Review 42 calendar days after submittal of
the draft document.

Final Document 28 calendar days after receipt of
Sponsox’s comments on the draft
document .

VI. STUDY MANAGER.

The Government manager for this contract will be Mr. Phillip A.
Cline, Project Manager, Planning Assistance to States Program,
Civil Works Branch, Prograwms aid Project Management Divisicn,
Tulgsa District, Corps of Efngineers. Questions or problems that
may arise during the performance of the work specified in this
Agreement should be discussed with Mr. Cline. The Sponsor should
coordinate entry clearance with Mr. Cline before planning site or
office visits. The Sponsor should appoint a project coordinator
to serve as a single point of contact or liaison with the Corps
of Bngineers. The name of the individual so designated will be
furnished in writing to the Corps. The project coordinator will
be responsible for complete coordination of the work.



APPENDIX B

TI OST _EST TE

PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES

IAKE TEXOMA REGIOMNAIL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY, PHASE IT
(CONCEPTUAL DESIGNS AND COST ESTIMATES LAKE TEXOMA AREAR, TEXAS)

Study Item

Duration - Coat
(Workdays) %)

1. Plan Formulation 30 4,000

2. Preliminary Designs 110 27,500
3. Environmental Studies

a. Endangered Species Coordination 30 2,500

b. NEPA and Other Requirements 30 2,500

4. Real Estate Studies 90 8,000

5. Cost Estimates 20 2,500

6. Data Processing and Report Prep. 50 9,000

7. Study Management/Meetings 330 12,500

TOTAL STUDY COST $68,500
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TEXOMA REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY

CONCEPT DESIGN

INTRODUCTION

This design includes collection, treatment, and disposal for regional sanitary sewer
systems in the Lake Texoma area. The eastern portion of the Texas side of Lake Texoma has
been divided into four geographic regions, Texas regions 1 through 4. These regions are shown
on Drawing G1. The purpose of the regional systems. is to replace individual septic systems and

small private systems that are contributing to the pollution of Lake Texoma.

Three alternatives have been analyzed. The alternatives are explained in the “Treatment”
portion of this report. Calculations for force mains and lift stations are included with the

drawings. See attached drawings for locations and sizes of piping and other system components.

According to data provided by Grayson County, there are currently 5,460 housing units
served by septic systems and small private systems in the geographic study area. Population
estimates developed for the Phase I report show that there are 2.6 people per housing unit for
regions 1 and 3, 2.4 people per housing unit for region 2, and 2.3 people per housing unit for
region 4. Projections developed during the Phase I study indicate that there will be 21.2%
growth by 2020 and 42.9% growth by 2050. Based on these growth rates, the total number of
housing units will be 6,618 in 2020 and 7,802 in 2050. As indicated in the Texas Commission
on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Standard Chapter 317, Design Criteria for Sewerage Systems,
the collection facilities have been designed for 2050. The treatment facilities have been designed
for 2020.

Wastewater generation is based on 100 gallons per capita per day and 50 gallons per day
for RV’s or campsites as indicated in TCEQ Standard Chapter 317. See attached tables for

wastewater generation projections.



TABLE 1
WASTEWATER PROJECTIONS

Projections of Numbers of Household Sewer Connections

Study
Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 385 432 467 496 523 550
TX2 2,983 3,347 3,615 3,846 4,054 4,620
TX3 519 582 629 669 705 741
TX4 1,573 1,765 1,906 2,028 2,138 2,247
Totals 5,460 6,126 6,616 7,040 7,420 7,798
: Projections of Numbers of RV Sites/Campsites
Study
Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 335 376 406 432 455 478
TX2 0 0 3,615 0 0 0
TX3 84 94 629 108 114 120
TX4 407 457 1,906 525 553 581
Totals 826 927 6,616 1,065 1,122 1,180
Projections of Total Sewer Connections
Study
Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1 720 808 872 928 978 1,028
X2 2,983 3,347 3,615 3,846 4,054 4,620
TX3 603 677 731 777 819 861
TX4 1,980 2,222 2,399 2,553 2,691 2,828
Totals 6,286 7,053 7,617 8,105 8,542 8,978
Modified Decennial Growth Rates
Study 2003- 2010- 2020- 2030- 2040-
Region 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
TX1,2,3,4 0.122 0.08 0.064 0.054 0.061
Projection of Wastewater Generation Per Day (1,000 gallons)(assume 100 gal/person/day)
Study People per
Region 2003 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050 | Connection
TX1 117 131 142 151 159 167 2.6
TX2 716 803 868 923 973 1,023 2.4
TX3 139 156 169 179 189 199 2.6
TX4 382 429 463 493 519 546 2.3
Totals 1,354 1,519 1,641 1,746 1,840 1,934




COLLECTION

For this study, the collection system has been divided into the primary collection system

and the secondary collection system. The primary collection system is defined as the system of

force mains, 3 inches in diameter and larger, and the lift stations which connect the secondary

collection systems and the treatment facilities. The secondary collection system is defined as the

gravity mains, force mains, and lift stations which collect the waste from existing structures and
transports the waste to the primary collection system. This study includes a concept design of
the primary collection system. The secondary collection system design is not included. See the

attached tables for design specifics of the primary collection system.

The cost for the secondary collection system was estimated from costs developed for the

Grand Lake Water Association in the Grand Lake Regional Sewer System Study completed in

May 2000. The cost per structure for the secondary collection system was multiplied by the total
number of structures served by the proposed regional sewer systems to determine the secondary

collection system cost.

The force main piping for this project will be PVC pipe conforming to AWWA C900,
working pressure not less than 150 psi. Polyethylene piping conforming to ASTM D 3350 and
ASTM D 3035 may also be used for force main piping, especially the smaller sizes. Gravity
main piping will be PVC pipe conforming to ASTM D 3034 type PSM with a maximum SDR of
35.

Large lift stations will be duplex with each pump capable of pumping the extreme peak
flow rate. Lift stations serving single structures will contain a single grinder pump and will be

similar to those manufactured by E/One Sewer Systems.

Force mains and lift stations have been sized based on sewage flows of 100 gallons per
capita per day and 50 gallons per day for RV’s or campsites as indicated in TCEQ Standard
Chapter 317.




TREATMENT

Three alternatives have been analyzed for treatment of sewage. For alternative 1, each

region will have its own treatment plant. The existing treatment plant located north of Pottsboro
will be expanded to serve all of region 2. New treatment plants will be constructed for all other
areas. New treatment plants will be sequential batch reactors. Locations of existing and new
treatment plants are shown on Drawings G1 and M1 through M4. Alternative 2 includes
expanding the existing Pottsboro treatment plant to serve regions 1, 2, and 3. Refer to Drawings
G2 and M5 through M7. Treatment for region 4 is the same as alternative 1. Alternative 3 is the
same as alternative 1 except region 3 will be served by constructed wetlands preceded by a

partially acrated lagoon. See Drawings G3 and M8 for alternative 3.

Treatment options include expanding the existing treatment plant located north of
Pottsboro, sequential batch reactors, and constructed wetlands preceded by a partially aerated
lagoon. Effluent requirements are taken from TCEQ Standard Chapter 309, Domestic
Wastewater Effluent Limitations. Since Lake Texoma is a source for public drinking water,
Effluent Set 2 is the minimum that must be achieved. Effluent Set 2 requirements are a 30-day
average BOD of 10 and TSS of 15.

The existing plant at Pottsboro is an extended aeration plant with a capacity of 0.35 mgd.
The treated effluent is discharged to Mineral Creek. This plant is currently treating waste from

the Tanglewood and Summer Cove areas.

The sequential batch reactor treatment process is an activated sludge system in which

mixing, aeration, and clarification occur in one basin instead of several separate units.
Advantages of the proposed process include decreased capital costs, more easily tolerated
hydraulic and organic “shock™ loads, higher overall aeration efficiency, and reduced operator
demands. A standard system includes the following elements: influent lift station, bar screen,
flow measurement, sequential batch reactor treatment, aerobic sludge digester and thickening

basin, chlorination equipment, and contact chamber.



Constructed wetlands are designed and man-made complexes of saturated substrates,

emergent and submergent vegetation, animal life, and water that simulates natural wetlands.
Constructed wetlands consist of two varieties: submerged flow and free water surface systems.
The free water surface (FWS) type was chosen for this study. Constructed wetlands are
constructed treatment systems that are inundated or saturated by wastewater flows at a frequency
and duration sufficient to support a prevalence of flora and fauna typically adapted for life in
saturated or inundated soil conditions. In accordance with TCEQ Standard Chapter 317, the
constructed wetlands must be preceded by primary treatment. A partially aerated lagoon was
chosen as the primary treatment. A partially aerated lagoon was chosen over a facultative lagoon

to reduce odors.

The lagoon is designed for a 50% reduction in BOD. Chapter 317 requires the
constructed wetlands to the sized for a 15-day detention time to meet the Effluent Set 2

requirements when the influent is 50% reduced BOD.

Chapter 317 requirements for FWS type constructed wetlands include average depth no
greater than 18 inches, plug flow design (length to width ratio of at least 3:1), minimized effects
of prevailing wind (long side oriented north and south with inlet on windward side), minimum
slope along the bottom of 0.075% for complete drainage, multiple units sized so that total

capacity is adequate with largest unit out of service. See computations attached.

DISPOSAL

Treated wastewater will be discharged directly to the lake or to a stream near the

treatment plant.



TABLE 2
ALTERNATIVE 1
CALCULATIONS

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXASREGION 1
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length | Flow { Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total
Mark | (inches) | (feet) (gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) psi psi
F1 3.230 3,300 54 2.1 75 0.002275 16 24
F2 3.230 10,300 62 2.4 43 77 0.002884 42 72
F3 4.266 10,300 165 3.7 233 184 0.004621 -3 45
F31 4.266 8,200 165 3.7 233 184 0.004621 30 68
F4 4.266 6,800 141 3.2 102 176 0.003458 17 40
F5 4.266 5,000 159 3.6 102 201 0.00432 22 44
F6 6.134 2.600 325 3.5 335 385 0.002748 -13 -6
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 2
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length Flow Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total
Mark | (inches) (feet) (gpm) [ (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) psi | psi
F1 3.230 3,400 96 3.8 144 0.006558 7 30
F2 6.134 3,600 397 4.3 596 0.003995 4 10
F3 8.044 8,500 449 2.8 38 665 0.001336 0 11
F4 8.044 4,400 618 39 38 919 0.002415 35 46
F5 9.866 4,200 1033 4.3 38 1542 0.002313 | -23 -14
F6 9.866 3,600 1125 4.7 38 1680 0.002709 -8 2
F7 9.866 10,700 1303 5.5 38 1946 0.003551 12 50
F8 9.866 5,800 1409 5.9 38 2105 0.004104 0 24
F9 4.266 4,400 55 1.2 82 0.000597 | -17 -15
F10 6.134 7,800 243 2.6 365 0.001613 28 41
Fl11 6.134 3,500 342 3.7 513 0.003027 -2 8
F12 6.134 8,600 585 6.4 878 0.008180 | -29 41
F13 11.734 8,800 1994 5.9 38 2983 0.003355 | -14 15
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 3
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length Flow Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total
Mark | (inches) (feet) (gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) psi psi
F1 3.230 8,900 64 2.5 89 0.003122 3 31
F2 4.266 5,400 204 4.6 11 280 0.006808 0 37
F3 6.134 1,000 387 4.2 84 519 0.003796 6 10




TABLE 1 (Continued)

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXAS REGION 1
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark (each pump) _psi
L1 62 72
L2 165 45
L3 165 62
L4 141 40
L5 159 38
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION2
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark (each pump) psi
L1 96 30
L2 449 74
L3 169 34
L4 1303 89
L5 106 39
L6 243 41
L7 585 57
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 3
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark {each pump) psi
L1 64 31
L2 204 47
L3 53 29
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 4
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark {each pump) ~ psi
L1 342 60
L2 671 52




TABLE 3
ALTERNATIVE 2
CALCULATIONS

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXAS REGION 1
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length | Flow | Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total
Mark | (inches) (feet) | (gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feef) psi psi
Fl 3.230 3,300 54 2.1 75 0.002275 16 24
F2 3.230 10,300 62 24 43 77 0.002884 42 72
F3 4.266 10,300 165 37 233 184 0.004621 -3 45
F31 4.266 8,200 165 37 233 184 0.004621 30 68
F4 4.266 6,800 141 32 102 176 0.003458 17 40
F5 4.266 5,000 159 3.6 102 201 (.00432 22 44
F6 6.134 19,100 325 3.5 335 385 0.002748 -43 9
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 2
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length | Flow | Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total
Mark | (inches) (feet) (gpm} | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) | psi | psi
F1 3.230 3,400 96 3.8 144 0.006558 7 30
F2 6.134 3,600 397 4.3 596 0.003995 4 10
F3 8.044 8,500 449 2.8 38 665 0.001336 0 11
F4 8.044 4,400 618 3.9 38 919 0.002415 35 46
F5 9.866 4,200 1033 43 38 1542 0.002313 | -23 -14
F6 9.866 3,600 1125 4.7 38 1680 0.002709 -8 2
F7 9.866 10,700 1303 55 38 1946 0.003551 12 50
F8 9.866 5,800 1409 59 38 2105 0.004104 0 24
F9 6.134 4,400 442 4.8 82 0.004858 | -17 4
F10 8.044 7,800 630 4.0 365 0.002506 { 28 48
F11 6.134 3,500 342 3.7 513 0.003027 -2 8
F12 8.044 8,600 972 6.1 878 0.005587 | -29 19
F13 11.734 8,800 2381 7.1 38 2983 0.004658 | -14 27
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXASREGION 3
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length { Flow | Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total
Mark | (inches) | (feet) (gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) psi psi
F1 3.230 8,900 64 2.5 89 0.003122 3 31
F2 4.266 5,400 204 4.6 11 280 0.006808 0 37
F3 6.134 4,600 387 4.2 84 519 0.003796 0 18
F4 3.230 8,800 53 2.1 23 69 0.002187 0 19
F5 6.134 12,000 387 4.2 84 519 0.003796 | 23 69




TABLE 3 (Continued)

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXAS REGION 4
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length | Flow | Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static { Total

Mark | (inches) (feet) (gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) { psi psi
F1 4,266 3,200 342 7.7 70 520 0.017741 | -12 45
F2 6.134 3,300 635 6.9 70 978 0.009498 | -16 15
F3 8.044 8,000 671 4.2 85 1032 0.002814 | 23 45

F4 8.044 1,800 1063 6.7 407 1575 0.006586 -5 7

F5 6.134 6,000 314 34 112 467 0.002583 -9 7
F6 3.230 4,200 95 3.7 5 148 0.006463 | -14 13
F7 6.134 4,700 219 24 107 319 0.001323 20 27
F§ 4.266 6,700 178 4.0 107 256 0.005325 | -22 14
F9 4.266 3,900 124 2.8 107 171 0.002721 1 11
F10 4.266 10,200 108 24 107 146 0.002109 19 41

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 5
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length Flow Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static | Total

Mark | (inches) (feet) | (gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) psi psi
F1 4.266 3,200 342 7.7 70 520 0.017741 | -12 45
F2 6.134 3,300 635 6.9 70 978 0.009498 | -16 15
F3 8.044 8,000 671 4.2 85 1032 0.002814 23 45

F4 8.044 1,800 1063 6.7 407 1575 0.006586 -5 7

F5 6.134 6,000 314 3.4 112 467 0.002583 -9 7
F6 3.230 4,200 95 3.7 5 148 0.006463 | -14 13
F7 6.134 4,700 219 24 107 319 0.001323 20 27
I8 4.266 6,700 178 4.0 107 256 0.005325 | -22 14
F9 4.266 3,900 124 2.8 107 171 0.002721 1 11
Fi0 4.266 10,200 108 24 107 146 0.002109 19 41




TABLE 3 (Continued)

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXAS REGION 1
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark (each pump) psi
Li 62 72
L2 165 45
L3 165 77
L4 141 40
L5 159 33
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
" TEXAS REGION2
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark : (each pump) psi
L1 96 30
L2 449 74
L3 169 34
L4 1303 101
L5 106 1
L6 630 48
L7 972 46

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXAS REGION 3
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GPM Head
Mark (each pump) psi
L1 64 31
L2 204 35
L3 53 37
14 387 69

10




TABLE 4
ALTERNATIVE 3
CALCULATIONS

TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM

TEXAS REGION 3
FORCE MAINS
Diameter | Length Flow Velocity No. of No. of Friction | Static { Total
Mark | (inches) (feet) {gpm) | (feet/sec) | Campsites | Connections | (psi/feet) | psi psi
F1 3.230 8,900 342 7.7 70 520 0.017741 | -12 45
F2 4.266 5,400 635 6.9 70 978 0.009498 | -16 15
F3 6.134 4,600 671 4.2 85 1032 0.002814 | 23 45
F4 3.230 8,800 1063 6.7 407 1575 0.006586 -5 7
F5 6.134 7,500 314 3.4 112 467 0.002583 -9 7
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TEXAS REGION 3
DUPLEX LIFT STATIONS
Flow in GFM Head
Mark (each pump) psi
1.1 64 31
12 204 55
L3 53 37
14 387 32

11




Figure 1. Computation Sheet

COMPUTATION SHEET
PROJECT PAGE COMPUTED BY DATE
Texoma Regional Sewer System 10f3 K. Lehman Dec 2002
SUBJECT CHECKED BY DATE
Constructed Wetlands Computations — Alternative 3

Reference TCEQ Standard Chapter 317

Free water surface type

Maximum Depth — 18 inches

Detention time with 50% BOD remaining is 15 days

Calculate area required for 1.0 mgd (million gallons per day) sewage flow
Assume average depth of 18 inches

15 days x 1 mgd = 15 million gallons (volume)

15 million gallons = 31 acres
1.5 fit (depth) x 325,900 (gallons per acre)

Constructed wetlands for Texas Region 3
Sewage generated in area 3 in the year 2020 is 0.169 mgd
Area required is 0.169 mgd x 31 acres/mgd = 5 acres
Chapter 317 requires multiple units, assume largest unit is out of service
Select 4 units, 1-2/3 acre each
1-2/3 acres x 43,560 sq ft/acre = 72,600 sq ft
select length to width ratio of 4:1

Width=135ft Length=>5401ft

12




]

COMPUTATION SHEET

PROJECT PAGE COMPUTED BY DATE
Texoma Regional Sewer System 20f3 K. Lehman Dec 2002
SUBJECT CHECKED BY DATE
Partially Mixed Aerated Lagoon — Alternative 3

Partially Mixed Aerated Lagoon (surface aeration)

E = 1 From Chapter 317
1+ K(V/Q) E = fraction BOD remaining
K = BOD removal rate constant
Use 0.28 per chapter 317

V = volume of lagoon
Q = influent flow rate
V/Q = t = detention time

For Q = 1 mgd and pond depth of 8 feet and a detention time of 4 days
E=47%

Pond Area

V=tx Q=4 days x 1 mgd =4 million gallons

Area = 4 million gallons

8 feet x 7.48 gals/cu ft x 43,560 sq fi/acre
= 1.5 acres = 65,000 sq ft

Use 4:1 length to width ratio (chapter 317)

Partially Mixed Aerated Lagoon for Region 3

1.0 mgd requires 1.5 acres, 8 feet deep
0.169 mgd x 1.5 acres = 0.25 acres

select 0.5 acres

Use 4:1 length to width ratio (chapter 317)
L=296ft W=T74 £

13




COMPUTATION SHEET

PROJECT PAGE COMPUTED BY | DATE
Texoma Regional Sewer System 3o0f3 K. Lehman Dec 2002
SUBJECT CHECKED BY DATE

Partially Mixed Aerated Lagoon — Region 3

Oxygen Requirements

1.6 1bs of oxygen per 1b of BOD applied (chapter 317)
1.6 Ibs x 1 mgd x 200 mg/1 x 8.34 (Ib/million gal x mg/1)
= 2670 1bs of oxygen per day

Assume typical aerator will transfer
2 Ibs oxygen per hp hour = 48 1bs oxygen per hp day

2670 1bsperday = 56hp
48 Ibs per hp day

14
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TEXOMA REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY

COST ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

It is assumed that the Regional Sewer System will be financed entirely with revenue
bonds. The Texas Water Development Board indicates that the terms for the bonds will be
20 years at 4% interest. All system components were assumed to have a life of at least 20 years.

All costs are in today’s dollars.

The total initial cost of the system includes construction cost, engineering and
construction management, and real estate. The fee for engineering and construction management

is assumed to be 12% of the construction cost.

The initial cost will be financed by the sale of revenue bonds, which includes a 3-1/2%
charge for legal fees and commissions. Using a capital recovery factor, based on bond terms of

20 years at 4% interest, an annual capital cost is calculated.
Included in the total annual cost is the annual capital cost and costs for operations and
maintenance. Included in the operations and maintenance costs are energy costs, labor, stuﬁge

disposal, and chemicals for waste treatment.

The following tables show costs associated with each alternative.



]

TABLE1
ALTERNATIVE 1

Texoma Lake Regional sanitary Sewer System

Alternative 1
Total Cost
Construction Cost ($) 17,041,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 2,045,000
Real Estate Cost ($) 1,720,000
Total Initial Cost ($) 20,806,000
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 728,000
Total Bond Amount ($) 21,534,000
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 1,584,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost ($) 511,230
Total Annual Cost ($) 2,095,230
Number of Septic Systems Connected 5,460
Annual Cost Per Connection ($) 384
Monthly Cost Per Connection ($) 32




TABLE 2
ALTERNATIVE 2

Texoma Lake Regional Sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 2, Texas Region 1

Total Cost
Construction Cost ($) 1,639,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 197,000
Real Estate Cost ($) 114,650
Total Initial Cost ($) 1,950,650
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 68,000
Total Bond Amount (§) 2,018,650
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost (§) 149,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost ($) 49,170
Total Annual Cost (§) 198,170
Number of Septic Systems Connected 385
Annual Cost Per Connection ($) 515
Monthly Cost Per Connection ($) 43
Texoma Lake Regional Sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 2, Texas Region 2
Total Cost
Construction Cost (§) 9,044,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 1,085,000
Real Estate Cost ($) 888,350
Total Initial Cost ($) 11,017,350
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 386,000
Total Bond Amount ($) 11,403,350
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 839,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost ($) 271,320
Total Annual Cost ($) 1,110,320
Number of Septic Systems Connected 2,983
Annual Cost Per Connection (3) 372
Monthly Cost Per Connection (3) 31




TABLE 2 (Continued)

Texoma Lake Regional Sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 2, Texas Region 3

Total Cost
Construction Cost (§) 1,749,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 210,000
Real Estate Cost (8) 154,550
Total Initial Cost ($) 2,113,550
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 74,000
Total Bond Amount ($) 2,187,550
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 161,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost ($) 52,470
Total Annual Cost ($) 213,470
Number of Septic Systems Connected 519
Annual Cost Per Connection () 411
Monthly Cost Per Connection ($) 34
Texoma Lake Regional Sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 2, Texas Region 4
Total Cost
Construction Cost (§) 4,680,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 562,000
Real Estate Cost (3) 494,750
Total Initial Cost ($) 5,736,750
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 201,000
Total Bond Amount ($) 5,937,750
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 437,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost (§) 140,400
Total Annual Cost (§) 577,400
Number of Septic Systems Connected 1,573
Annual Cost Per Connection ($) 367
Monthly Cost Per Connection ($) 31




TABLE 2 (Continued)

Texoma Lake Regional Sanitary Sewer System

Alternative 2
Total Cost
Construction Cost ($) 17,112,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 2,053,000
Real Estate Cost (§) 1,652,300
Total Initial Cost (§) 20,817,300
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 729,000
Total Bond Amount (§) 21,546,300
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 1,585,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost (§) 513,360
Total Annual Cost ($) 2,098,360
Number of Septic Systems Connected 5,460
Annual Cost Per Connection (§) 384
Monthly Cost Per Connection (§) 32
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TABLE 3 (Continued)

Texoma Lake Regional Sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 3, Texas Region 3

Total Cost
Construction Cost (§) 1,658,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 199,000
Real Estate Cost ($) 295,000
Total Initial Cost (8) 2,152,000
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 75,000
Total Bond Amount ($) ' 2,227,000
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 164,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost ($) 49,740
Total Annual Cost ($) 213,740
Number of Septic Systems Connected 519
Annual Cost Per Connection (§) 412
Monthly Cost Per Connection (§) 34
Texoma Lake Regional sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 3, Texas Region 4
Total Cost
Construction Cost (§) 4,680,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 562,000
Real Estate Cost ($) 494,750
Total Initial Cost ($) 5,736,750
Bond Legal Fees and Commussions (3-1/2%) 201,000
Total Bond Amount ($) 5,937,750
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost ($) 437,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost (§) 140,400
Total Annual Cost (3) 577,400
Number of Septic Systems Connected 1,573
Annual Cost Per Connection () 367
Monthly Cost Per Connection ($) 31




TABLE 3 (Continued)

Texoma Lake Regional sanitary Sewer System
Alternative 3

Total Cost
Construction Cost (§) 16,924,000
Engineering and Construction Management (12% of construction cost) 2,031,000
Real Estate Cost (3) 1,834,750
Total Initial Cost ($) 20,789,750
Bond Legal Fees and Commissions (3-1/2%) 728,000
Total Bond Amount ($) 21,517,750
Capital Recovery Factor (20 years at 4%) 0.07358
Annual Capital Cost (§) 1,583,000
Annual Operations and Maintenance Cost ($) 507,720
Total Annual Cost (§) 2,090,720
Number of Septic Systems Connected 5,460
Annual Cost Per Connection (§) 383
Monthly Cost Per Connection () 32

CONSTRUCTION COST

For a detailed cost estimate, refer to the cost estimate performed by Cost Engineering

Branch. The estimate is located at then end of this appendix.

REAL ESTATE COST

For details of real estate costs, refer to Appendix 5. Easement costs for the primary

collection system are as follows: Alterative 1, $355,000; Alternative 2, $287,250; Alternative 3,
$469,500.

It has been assumed that easements for the secondary collection system will be donated
by the owner. The administration cost for obtaining the easements is assumed to be $500 per
owner. Easements will be required from about one-half of the owners for the secondary

collection system, for a total of 2,730 easements. Therefore, the cost for obtaining easements for



the secondary collection system will be about $1,365,000. The following table shows the

estimated real estate needed for each altemnative.

TABLE 4

ALTERNATIVES 1-3

ALTERNATIVE 1
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TREATMENT PLANTS
Plant Capacity | Land Area | Primary Collection System
Region Treatment Plant Type (mgd) {acres) Real Estate Cost
TX1 Sequential Batch Reactor 0.142 5 ¥ 50,750
TX2 | Existing Mechanical Aeration | Expand from 20 $152,000
0.35t0 1.218
TX3 Sequential Batch Reactor 0.169 5 $ 50,750
TX4 Sequential Batch Reactor 0.463 10 $101,500
: Totals 40 $355,000
ALTERNATIVE 2
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TREATMENT PLANTS
Plant Capacity | Land Area | Primary Collection System
Region Treatment Plant Type (mgd) {acres) Real Estate Cost
TX1 To Region TX2 0 $ 0
X2 Existing Mechanical Aeration | Expand from 25 $185,750
0.35 t0 1.429
TX3 To Region TX2 0 b 0
TX4 Sequential Batch Reactor 0.463 10 $101,500
Totals 35 $287,250
ALTERNATIVE 3
TEXOMA REGIONAL SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM
TREATMENT PLANTS
Plant Capacity | Land Area | Primary Collection System
Region Treatment Plant Type (mgd) (acres) Real Estate Cost
TX1 Sequential Batch Reactor 0.142 5 $ 50,750
T2 Existing Mechanical Aeration | Expand from 20 $152,000
0.35t01.218
X3 Constructed wetland (four 0.169 35 $165,250
units/1.67 acres each)
preceded by partially aerated
lagoon (0.5 acre)
TX4 Sequential Batch Reactor 0.463 10 $101,500
Totals 70 $469,500
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. LABOR ID: CIVLOZ

U.5. Army Corps ©f Engineers

PROJECT TEXSEH: Texaoma Regional Sewer System - Taxcma lake, Grayson o., Texas

CONCEPT DESIGN ESTIMATE

This estimace 15 for three alternative pians, for the primary and secondary
coliecrion sawage systeme, as well &s the treatmsny fanilivies for an azea on
the eourh side of Leke Texoma. The costs shown neve are interded o show
prabable SOnALYUWCLIOR contract coshs. They do not isclude the non contrack
costs, such as fesign cosSts, or goverrment supervision and abtministrabtion
eosuy. The costs for ivems that are not designed yet, such as l1ifc stations,
wag based on past slmilar projects. The cost for the secondary collection
sysTem was basssd on an existing desgign used at Grand Lake. A ratio of the
quartities of pipelines, manholes & lift stations etc. was based on the
nuther of connections at each location. The cost for the sewage brezatment
farilities was based on costs from AY Means Building Cost Data and from past

projects.
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; T 33 Fed 2003 U.8. Arey Corps of Engineers TIME 10:53:25
! EFI. Daps 01714702 FROJECT TEXSEW: Texama Regional Sewer Bystem - Texoma Lake, Grayson Co., Texas
CONCEFT DESIUN ESTIMATE BUMMARY PRGE :

+¢ FROJECT THOIRECT SUMMARY - Facllicy w»«

QUANTITY LOM DIRECT OVERHUAD ROME OFC PROFTT BOND TOTAL Q08T UMIT

£: Alternative Mo, 1

I :

; 93.63 Region Ho. I 839,038 2,927 45,058 94,706 10,418 1,052.17%
§1.02 Regian No. 2 3,293,732 284.%31 182,414 3F3,070C 42,138 4 255 %05
81,83 Regiem Vo, 3 769,208 S7,692 41,345 E5,824 8,551 964,618
. 01.04  Region NG, 4 1,761,050 132,973 94,6356 198,778 ZL,B6EL  2,208,42%
; t1.¢5 Secomdary Csllection Systenm 6,833,306 512,488 3£7,25%0 771,3Db 84,844 B,5G69,248
| S
TOTAL Alternative No, 2 13,5%6, 348 1019726 730.B0e 15348885 168,816 17,050,308

02 Alternmative No. 2
. 02.01 Region No. 1 548,204 33,618 24,093 50,591 5,563 S6Z, 068
¢2.52 Regiopn Ho, 2 4,313,898 323,542 231,872 486,931 53,562 5,409,808
€2.03 Region N5, 3 295,872 22,198 1%,808 33,408 3,878 371,163
$2.04 Region No. 1 1,761,050 132,079 94 ,8%6 198,779 21,868 2,208,409
; 42.05 Becordary Collection Systenm 6,833,306 512,498 367.290 T71,309 B4,824 8,585,249
TOTAL Alrermative No. 2 13,652,430 1023332 733,418 1541016 165,512 17,125,710

: 81 Alzernative Ro. 3

83,01 kegionm No. L 638,030 62,927 45,028 84,706 10,418 1,052,178
i
il 03.62 Region ¥u. 2 3,393,752 254,531 182.4%4 383,070 42,138 4,355,908
8 £3.03 Regiom No. 3 676,595 50,748 36,387 76,371 8,401 845,476
t3.04 Region No. 4 1,761,050 132,079 34,656 198,97% 21,866 2,208,429
$3.68 Secondary Osllection System 6,833,306 512,498 367,280 771,309 84,844 E,5€9,248
TOTAL Alterpative Ne. 3 13,803,736 AGL2IBO  1u5,826 1524234 167,656 18,234,235
¥
i
1
/
i
]
I
.J
|
]
|
! LABDR ID: CIVLOY BOUIP (D NATO9A Currency in DOLLARS CREW iD: NATOAC  UPR TD: UPOIRA
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Thu 33 Feb 2003 U.5. army Coxps of Engineers TIME 10:53:290
#if, Date

02734703 FROJECT TEXSEW: Texoma Recional Sewsr System - Texoma Lake, Graysen Co., Texas
CONCEFT DESIZN ESTIMATE SUMMARY PAGE p
e PROJECT INUDIRECT SUMMARY - gubsysom <>

DIRECT OVERHEAD HOME OF( PROFIT BOND TOTAL €OST 1NIT

¢1  Alternative No. 1

€1.81 Region Ko, 1

CL.01.01  Primary Collecticn Systen Piping

i ¢1.01.¢1.01 3% Foree Main {¥-1i} 3300.00 LF 1%, 665 1,178 642 2.768 155 19,845 5%
; C01.01.81.02 3* Porce Main (F-2) 10300.66 LF 43, 88% 3,687 2,828 5,518 807 61,30% 5.83

0:.21.01.03 4" Poree Maln {F-33 1939006 L 56,115 4,20% 3,01¢ £,334 657 70,371 $.EX
. 21.83.01.04 <Y Foree Main {(§-40 8300, . 0C iF 37,087 2,779 1,952 4,163 4€0 45,473 6.8
’é $L.81.01.08  &* Porce Main {F-% 5030 . €0 LF 27,242 2,043 1,454 3,075 338 34,182 5£.83
: D1.01.01.56 6" Force Main (F-&; I600.8C LF 15,858 1,489 1,087 2,241 247 24,933 $.By

$i.61.01.31 4Y Force Main (¥F-31) B250. OG0 LF 44,672 3,380 2,421 5.042 BES 4,021 6.8

' TOTLL Primary Collection Systew Piping 249,495 16,712 13,4313 28,162 2,0%8 312,883

€1.01.02 Lilr grarizas for Primary System

CE.61.082 L0 ©2 GPFM Duplex Lifr SLation 1.00 EA 7. 283 S48 32 622 a0 4,136
£1.01.02.L2 165 PN Duplex Lift Srarfzon 1.00 EA 16, 341 1,226 878 1,545 243 26,493
; £1.01.0%.L3  16% OPY Duplex Lifk Station 1.00 BA 16,341 1,226 Bl8 1,845 263 20,455
! G1.01.02.L4 14l QPN Duplex Lift Station 1.80 BA 16, 341 1,22¢ 874 1,845 203 20,493
Ci.9i.02.08 1S9 GbM Duplex Life gsuabtion 1.28 Bx i€, 341 1,226 BY6 1,845 203 208,493 2¢
i TOTAL Lifr Srations for Primary System 72,651 5,449 3,805 5,200 02 #1107
Py P1.01.04 Seweage Trealment Plant
€1.01.04.0)  0.142 W3 Segueptisl Batch React 514,880 38,786 27,782 58,343 6,418 648,189
i TOTAL Seweage Treavment Blant 516,080 38,76¢ 27,782 58,343 6,418 648,389
; .................. - - e mm A oo -
POTAL Xegiun NO. 1 81%, 030 €2, 927 45, 058 54,708 10,438 1,052,178
!
: ¢L.02 Reglon No. 2
£1.02.C1 Primary Collection Sysiem
|
|
01.02.01.01 3% Force Main {(F-1i} 3400.00 LE 16,142 1.211 BEE 1,832 200 29,2343 5.9%
01.02.051.02 € Porce Main (F-2} 36060.00 LY¥F 27,502 2,063 1.478 3,104 341 34 488 9.5%
p1.02 .43 8% Porce Main {F-3} 3506.00 LF 91,825 £, 887 4,538 i, 365 1,140 135,153 13.53
! $1.02 .04 B* Force Main {F-4% 44506.00 LF 47,528 3,565 2,55% 5,365 590 5%.&0¢ 13.55
! $1.0%.61 .63 1L Force Main (F-5} 420000 L¥ 63,719 4,773 3,425 7,192 791 78,506 19.03
01.02.01.06 10" Force Maln {F-§} 1800.00 LF 54,61¢ 4,096 2,536 6,165 578 68,491 15.03
01.02.02.87 1C* Force Mmin (F-7) 10766.00 LF 162,333 12,175 €,725 18,323 2,018 203,573 18.03
b eL.62.0L.08 10" Force Main {F-8) SB0OO. 00 LF B7,893 599 4,730 2,832 i, 082 130, M7 19.03
) £1.62.01.09 4" Force Main {F-5) 4500.0C LF 23,973 1,798 1,389 2,786 298 30,063 6.83
‘ i ID: CIvaoz BOAZP TL: NATHSA Currency in DOLLARS CREW ID: NATEOC UPE (D: UPOIRA




Thu 13 Feb 25643

.8, Army Corps of Enginetrs
Textms Regional Sewer System - Texuma Lake, Orayson Co., Tewas

Subsystm **

DIRECT OVERHTAD. HOME OFC PROFIT

Eff. Date 02714703 PROECT TEXSEW:
CONCEPT LESTUN EBIIMATE
** PROJECT INDIRECT SUMMAKRY
QUANTITY UOM

F1LORE.03.36 &7 Force Mein (FoL0; 800 .00 LF
£1.02.01.21 8" Forot Main [(F-11! 3580.80 LF
01.02.01.32 &" Foros Main {F-12) BSGG. 00 LF
£1.02,C03.13 327 Force Main [F-13} 8800.06L LF

01.02.0G2

Qi.¢2.02 . L1
01.02.02. L2
£3.02.02 .13
1.02.02.14
01.02.02.L%
TL.02.02. L&
G1.462.02.L7

o

©1.02.04

©

1

12.84.01

POTRL Pramary Coliection Systewm

Lift Stariong fuy Primary System

5% GP Duplex Lifb Scetion

4% OPM Duplex Lift Station
168 G Duplex Lifc Station
1352 G Duplex Lift Sration
106 6P Duplex Lilu Stalion
243 G Duplex LiTt Bration
585 $PM Duplex Lift Station

HHP;;&—»—-—I
gRgreg g

TOTAL Lift Sratisns for Primary Syshem

Sxpand Seweage Treatmen:t Plant
Expard 0,38 MOD UG 1.018 MGD

TOTAL Expand Beweage Treatment Plant

TCIAL Kegion Ko, 2

01.03 Region NO. 3

01.903.461 Primary CUpllection Bystem

01.93.01.81 3¢ FPorpe Main {F-1) 8900.00 LF
01.83.02.62 4% Forpe MHain {F-2) 5400.80 LF
01,03.01.63 6% Forde Main {F.3) 160000 ¥
01.03.01.84 3¥ Force Main {7-4) 8806.0Q0 LF
FOTAL Frimary Collection System

£1.03.02 TLift Stations for Prigary System

1.03.02.11 &4 GP¥ Duplex Lift Station 1.30 EA
0:.03.02.L2 204 G Duplex LEE Statian 1.80 EA
$1.03.02.L3 53 6 Duplex Lift Btation 1.00 Er

;iﬂs?g iD:

TOTAL iLAfr Stations for Primaxy Systen

CIVLDZ BOUIP ID: NRT¥A

Curreacy in DDLLARS

59,585 4,968 1,262 6,726
26,748 2,006 1,438 3,015
§5, 695 5,927 3,531 7,418
179,440 13,458 9,645 20,254
507,183 68,033 48,757 102,389
11,363 854 612 1.765
24,933 1,670, 1,340 2.8:4
16,343 1,228 278 1,848
48,050 3,604 2,583 &, 424
11,383 854 £12 1,285
16,352 1,37% 989 2,076

29,825 Z, 344 1,608 3,378

168,405 12,631 B,622 18,1306
R,32€,240 174,468 125,035 262,874
2,326,240 174,468 125,035 252,574

,393,752 254,531 182,434 381,070
42,244 3,168 2,271 4,768
25,423 2,20% 1,881 3,331

7,641 573 111 482
08,7 3,133 2,246 1,716
121, ¢85 9,081 6,568 12,687
7,285 546 352 823
18,382 1,373 : 13 2,076
7,285 S48 3% az2

TIME 13

£3:2¢

SUMMARY PRGE

BOND TOTAL 05T

748 73,7
332 33,548
815 82,385
2,228 228,025
311,263 1,137,533

141 14,295
0 31,287
203 26,493
" 597 G¢,257
141 14,295
228 23,064
172 31,528
1,8%2 283,188

28,883 2,817,202
28,883 2,517,283
42,138 4,255,905
525 52,576
365 1€, 898

55 9,582

519 52,390
1,503 151,846
2] BL13E

228 23,064

90 5,136

L 153-3 431,337

ire]
n
"

A
IS
o

n
ot

1427%
EFr
20493
#0357
14275
23064
37528

5.5%
5.22
9.5¢F
5.95

9136
23064

9126

CREW 10: NATOOC  UPE ID: UPGIEA



U.5. Army Corps of Engineers TINE 15:23.2%

CROTEST TEXSER: Texoma Reagicnal Sewer System - Texnma lake, Grayson 0o., jexas

CONCEPT RESICN ESTIMATE
“& PROJECT INDIRECT SUMMARY - Bubsyatm vr

SUMMARY PAGE 4

QUANTITY 1M DIRECT OVERNMEAD HIMEI OFC  PROFIT BOND TOTAL O0ST Nt
€1 .03,04 Beweade Treaoment Plent
)53.93.04.01  ©.169 MOD Sequential Barch React £15, 160 48,137 33,085 85,438 7,638 FUL, 4386
TOTAL Seweage Traacment Filant &15, Y60 48,137 35,065 £9 435 7,638 YL, 436
TOTAL Region Na. 3 769, 208 87,691 47,348 86,824 5,531 3¢5, 618
i
I
G1.24 Reglion No. 4
i
| {1.04.01 Primary Collecticn System
184,031,080 Main {¥-1) 3206.08 LF 37,430 3,307 $37 2,967 216 21,8559 &.H4:
5 D1.04.01.02 Main (-2 i30C.08 LF 25,216 1,5%i 3,355 Z,846 313 31,615 %.58
$L.54,0 42 Main ) #Lon.g¢ LF 86,413 €, 481 4,635 £, 734 1,873 TOB, 387 11 .87
01 G4.81.04 Main 1800.00 LY 19,445 1,458 1,045 2,188 241 24,385 13.85
oL, 94.01.03 Main (F-5) #580.00 LF 45,837 3,438 2,454 5,174 589 E7,482 B.%u
T1.04.01.06 Main {F-6) 4280.00 LF 18,827 1,455 3,071 2,249 287 24,559 5,53
£L.04.01.¢07 Main {F-7) 4700.00 L¥F 35,405 2,892 1,839 4,053 446 45,026 2.83
$1.84.01.0¢ &* Fozce Main {F-8) §100.60 LY 36,507 2,738 1,962 4,121 453 5,782 £.83%
£1.04.01.0% 4* Force Mzin [F-%) 3500.00 LF 21,245 1.5%¢ A, 142 Z, 358 284 26,687 6.83
’ 51.04.05.10 47 Fuzee Main {(F-10) 120000 LF 55,585 4,167 2,587 €,272 630 #3,681 6.83
TOTAL Primary JOollection Sysiem 383,492 27,282 1%,.338 41,029 4,812 455,833
Gi. 04,02 LitL Btatiens Inr Primary Syscem
% ¢1.06.03.11 332 GPM Duplex Lift Station 1.00 BA 22,755 1,707 1,223 2,588 282 28,535 28833
[ £1.04.02.12 671 GPM Duplex Lift Scatios 1.00 EA 34,666 2,600 1,863 3,913 <30 43,872 43472
- 01.04.02.13 108 GPM Duplex Lift SBtation 1.00 EA 11,383 BS54 £12 1,288 p13) 14,275 14275
$1.04.02.%2 178 GPM Dupiex Lift Station 1.00 £k 16,341 1,226 78 1,B48 2c3 20,492 204393
| ¢1.04.02.18 108 GPM Duplex Lifr Staticn 1.80 BA 11,383 854 612 1,385 131 14,275 14275
TOTAL Lift Statiens for Primary Systes 9%, 528 7,240 5,188 10,8996 1,198 171,081
:
' ¢1.04.04 Sewedge Ireatment Plant
\ 71.04.06.01 0.463 MGD Seguential Batch Readt 1,362,030 97,877 69,930 146,854 15,154 1,631,545
i e cenm——— e P
i TOTAL Sewesge Treatment Plang 1,301,930 87,577 &%,930 146,854 18,154 1,631,545
TOTAL Regian No. 4 1,761,050 130,099 84,858 1%%,772 21,865 2.B08,425

01.90% Secondary Qclleztion Systom

€%.05.61

1D: CIVLGZE

Secondary Collectlon Sys/Unit

BOJIP ID: NATRSA

Currency in DOLLARS

LRBA ID: NAZEOC

UrB ID: UPOLEA
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Thu 13 Feb 24593 V.8, Arwy Corps uf Engineers TIME 10:53:Z29
ELf. Daue 03734702 PROGUCT TEXSEW: Taxoma Regional Sewer Systen - TexOwma Lake, TGrayson Co., Texas
CONCEPT DESIGK ESTIMATE SUMMARY PASE 5
¥ PROJECT INDIRECT SUMMARY - Subsystim ==

QUINTITY Uom DIRECT OVERHEADR HOME OFC PROFIY BOND TOTAL COST UNIT
£1.95.81.01 4% Poerse Mains FL7ET7.60 LF 544,826 44,862 25,284 61,497 &, 765 6%F% 234 0.5
01.2%.0i.02 6% Force Maing 30169.4G0 LF 299,983 22,199 18,124 33,881 3,728 37¢,391 12.47
G1.05.01.03 87 Gravity Bswsr Mains 122460 LT L,E86,61% 141,49€ 101,406 212,952 23,425 2,36%,8%% 319 3z
01.85.01.04 House Copnections, 3% Gravity 330000 L¥ 2,205,854 155,888 113,727 238,827 26,27% 2,653,368 E.85
©1.05.01 .05 Manheles 71%.00 EA 990, 543 74,398 53,247 111,8l% 12,300 1,242,307 1728

GL.05.03.07  Lrfc ¥iavions 9383, 342 78, 654 53,562 112,354 12,359 1,245,250
TOTAL Secondary Collection Sys/Unit 5460.00 EA £,833,306 512,498 367,250 71,309 B4 844 B, 569,24F 15€3

TOTAL Secondary Ceollection Systom €,833,30¢ 512,498 3€7,280 771,309 84,844 8,589,244

TOTAL Alternative No. ) 13,596,348 1018726 730,834 1534888 166,618 17,05C,379

Y2 Alternative ¥o. 2

92.81 Regiom Roe. I

ry Collection System

£2.03.401.01 3™ Forge Main (F-1) 3300.00 & 15,865 1.17% 842 1,768 185 19,865 5.93
€z.01.01.02 3 Foree Main (F-2) 10300.00 LF 48,895 3,667 2.5628 5.5%8 £07 €1,308 5. 9%
062.01.03.03 4" Force Main (F-1} 10304.00 LF 5€,11% €,209 3.018 65,334 697 T¢,371 B.83
62.01.01.04 4% Porce Main {F-4} 6800.0C LP 37,087 2.7 1,892 4,183 460 4€,471 €.83
02.01.01.85 4™ Fourte Main (F-5) 5000.0C WP 27,242 2,043 1,464 3,073 338 34,16% €.&3
€Zz.01.01.0¢ 4" Foxce Main {F-8} 193100.00 LF 125,90 10,943 7,843 16.47C 1.E12 1B2,875 9.5%
G2.01.01.31 4" Ferce Main {F-31} 4200.09 LF 44,672 '3,35¢ 2,401 5,042 558 56,021 &.82
TOTAL Primary Collection System 375,553 28,166 20.185 44,391 4,663 470,939

02.01.27 Lifr staticas for Primary Symtew

02.01.02.L1 2 CPM Duplex Lift Station 1.00 BA 7,388 11 382 822 20 5,138 813%

0z2.01.02.12 165 OPM Dauplex Lift Station 1.00 Ba 1€,341 1,22¢ 478 1,845 203 20,493 20453

02.01.02.53 185 OMM Duplex Lift Bration 3.00 EA 16,341 1,22¢ 878 1,845 203 20,493 20433

$2.01.02.54 141 GP™ Duplex Lift Station .00 B8 16,341 1,226 878 1,845 252 20,493 20453

$%.01.02.15 159 COPM pDuplex Lift Station 1.08 EA 6,341 1,228 -3 ] 1,845 261 20,453 204393
TOTAL Lift Statioms for Primary Bygtem 72,651 5,449 3,565 8,200 907 1,187
TOTAL Region No. 1 448,204 33,618 24,081 £7,5%1 5,585 682, U6

$2.82 FReglom Ho. 2

02.02.01 Primary Collection Bystem

02.03.01.81 3" Force Main (F-1) 3400.00 LF 16,3143 1,211 868 1,822 200 20,242 5.853

£2.02.01.02 &° Force kain {F-I) 3600.00 LF 27,502 ,062 1.476 3,104 341 34,488 9.58

£2.02.01.03 8" Force Main {F-3) 8500.03 LF $1,825 6,887 4,936 10,365 1,140 115,153 13.%5

CRARGR 16 CIVLOZ EQULIP ID: NATSSA Currency in DOLLARS CREW ID: NATQOC UPB ID: UPOIEA
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Thu 13 Feh 2003

ELf. Date ©2/14703

B 02.01.04
53.02.081.05
$2.02.01.08
£2.02.01.07
5%.03.61. 08
$2.02.61.0%
£2.02.61.10
02.02.01.11
0%.02.51.12
0z.02.01.13

TOTAL

02.42.02 Lif

02 07,03, 62
£2.02.02.L2
L. g2.02.L3
Gz . 02.02.14
$2.G2.02.103
$2.0%.83.408

52.02.02.87

TOTAL

U.6. Army Corps of Bugineers

PROJECT TEXSEW:

&' Force Main {¥-4;

1% Force Main (F-5)
19" Force Main (F-£)
197 Force Main {F-7}
10% Force Main (F-B}
€4 Force Main {F-3)

8¢ Force Main {F-10}
% Force Main (P-11}
8% Torce Main {P-123
1z¥ Force Main (F-13;

Primary Collection System

t Btations for Primazy Svetem

9 ¢gpd Duplex Lifc Btavicon
449 GPM Duplex Lift Szabicn
169 GPM Duplex Lifr Staticn
1383 GPM Duplisx Lifr Statien
196 GPM Duplex Lift Stabion
€71 GPM Duplex Lifr Statien
972 GPM Duplex Lift Sration

Litr Stations tor Porimary System

02 .02.04 Expard Seweage Treatment Plaunt

$2.82.04.01

TCTAL

SOTAL

Tevoma Fegional Sewey System - Texoms Lake, Grayson Co., Texas
CONCEPT DESIGN ESTIMATE
s PROJECT INDIREST SUMMARY - Subsystn ov
QUANTITY TOM DIREST GVERHEAD ROME OFC PROFIT
44G0.00 TF 47,524 3,585 2,858 L£.365
4200.86 LF A2,71% 4,779 3.42% 7,192
3660.C6 LF 54,614 4,896 2.93¢6 5,163
1970L.C¢ LF 162,333 12,172 8,725 18,325
5800.00 LP $7,9%3 €, 599 4,730 9,832
£400.00 LF 33,813 2,821 1,807 3.7%4
7800.80 ¥ 84,2582 6,319 $,52% 9,511
3500.00 L 26.74% 2,808 1,438 31,819
8500.00 LF 32,655 6;5€7 4,993 1%,486
BAGH. 00 LF 178,440 13,458 9,545 29,254
FEE, 613 12648 55,063 1D%, 332
1.00 81 11,383 854 612 1,288
1.00- BA 24,532 1.87¢ 1,340 2,814
1.00 EA 16,341 1,228 B78 1,845
i.CO EA 48,06¢ 3,604 2,583 5,424
1L.G0 EA L1,3B3 £54 £12 1,485
1.C¢ BA 34,666 2,800 1,883 3,513
1.080 EA a8, 807 2,911 2,086 4,380
1B5,545 13,917 5,974 20,%46
3,159,786 236,979 169,B1S 155,653

Edpand €.35 MGD €o 1.520 wMGD

Expatd Sewsage Trestment Plant

Regivn No. 2

£8.03 kegion No. 3

$2.02.02

$%.03.05.02
02.03.02.02
Gz.03,01.03
02.053.01.04
£2.43.01.035

Primary Collection Systen

3% Force Main (F-1)
4* Force Main {¥-2}
€% Foree Maln (F.-3})
3% Forxve Main {(F-42
€Y Torce Main {F-5}

3,155,726 236,975

4,313,838 323,542

169,835 356,633

231.872 48§,90)

8900.9¢ LF 42,244 3,168

5400.40¢ LF 29,423 2,207

4500.0C L# 35,13¢ 2,635

BEOD. B0 LF 41,777 3,133

12000.00 L¥ 91,8675 &,876
246,258 18,01§

2,271 4,788
1,581 3,321
1,889 3,356
2,248 4,718
4,928 10,348
13,914 27,218

TOTAL Primary Colledrion System

02.63.02

LABOR: ID: CIVLOZ

Lifc Brations for Frimary system

EQUIP ID: WATSSA

Currency in DOLLARS

LREW ID: NATOOC

TIME 1C:53:%%
SUMMARY PASE :
BOND TOTAL COST OIY
530 5Y,604 13,53
721 75,506 13,02
678 b5, 451 19.02
2,016 203,573 19%.0:
3,093 118,347 15.02
417 42,152 ¥.5%
1,046 105,665 13,55
332 23,548 9.5%
3,183 116,485 13,539
2,228 225,025 25.57
12,027 3,234,683
341 14,275 1427
310 31,287 318¢"
203 20,4%3 204853
557 60,257 60257
131 14,375 14278
430 43,472 43472
4832 46,666 48665
Z,384 333,706
45,232 3,562,418
39,232 3,962,418
53,962 $.409,806
525 52,876 5.95
365 56,698 £.8>
438 44,062 9.5%
519 52,390 5.93
3,138 114,963 9.58
2,933 301,289

UPS ID: UPRLER



Tru 13 Teb 2002
BEL. Date $2/14/¢2

C.8. Army Coxps of gEnginsers
PROUTECT TEXSEW: Texoma Kegional Sewer System - Texoma Lake, Sreyscn Co.. Texas
COXCEPT DESIGN ESTIMATE
** PROJECT INDIRECT SubMARY - Subaystm *°

[ T VU QU

TIME 18:53:3%

SUMMARY PAGE T

CUANTITY TOM DIRECT QVERHEAD BOME OFC  PROFIT BOND TOTAL COST UWI®
02.03.02.L1 6% OFM bDuplex LAft Sfation 1.00 B2 7,265 =11 32 B2z beie] %,136 8137
£2.03.02.L 204 G puplex Lifr Stacion 1.00 EA 18,392 1,379 B 2,07¢ 228 23,064 23064
£2.03.02.5L1 53 G2M Duplex Lift Starion 1,00 Bh 7.38% 546 382 8232 23 ©,138 §134
$2.03.02.18 387 0PY Luplex Lilt Btation 1.00 EA 22,755 3,707 1,221 2,588 FiX] 28,535 285345
TOTAL L:ft Statioms for Primary System 55,717 i,17% 2,938 €, 288 642 £4,872
| TOTAL Regicn No. 3 295,872 22,188 15,90F 33,408 3,478 371,161
v t2.04 Region Ko, 4 .
02.04.03 Primiry Collection Systen
. 62.G4.01.902 4" Forge Main (P-1) 3200.00 LF 17,436 1,367 937 1,987 218 1,859 6.&3
' U2.04.01.02 €% Force Main {F-2) 330000 W 25,210 1,881 1,353 2,845 313 31,815 .58
02.04.01.03 &Y Force Main {¥-3 8GeD.GC LE 46,415 6,483 4,645 $,754 1,893 108,367 13,
02.04.01.04 8* Force Main {F-4) i860.60 LP 15,245 1.458 1,04% 2,159% 241 24,385 13.
07 .04.01.0% € Puroe Maln {F-5) 6000 .60 LF 45,837 3,438 2,468 £.174 5€% 57,482 9.58
042.04.01.66 3% Foree Main (F-68) 4208.00 LF 15,927 1,498 1,071 2.24% 237 24,985 5,43
$2.04.01.07 &% Force Main {F-7) 4700.00 LF 35,905 2,683 1,830 4,053 846 45,626 9.8%
52.04.01.08 4" Porce Main {F-8) &700.00 LF 36,507 2,738 1,962 4,12 483 §5%,7B2 65.E83
:' D2.04.81.8% 4" Force Main {P-3) 35%00.00 L¥ 21,245 1,559 1,142 2,398 2634 26,647 £.63
: $2.04.01.10 4" Forre Maln {(F-18) 16200.00 WF EL,56E 4,187 2.5987 &,272 £50 6¥.681 £.83
TOTAL Primary Collection Bystem 363,492 27,282 19,538 41,529 4,513 455,833
02.04.02 Lift Stations for Primary Syscem
£2.04.02.%L1 342 &P Duplex Lifc Station .00 EA 22,788 1,707 1,223 2.568 263 28,535 28535
02.04.03.02 €71 G Duplex Lift Starion 1.00 EA 34 SEE 2,600 1.B53 3,913 A3 43,472 43472
02.04.02.L2 108 GPM Duplex Lift Stacion 1.00 BA 311,383 BS54 612 1,285 141 14,275 14375
! 62.04.02.14 178 G Duplex Lift Stacion 1.80 BA 16,341 1,226 878 1,845 203 20,493 20493
': B2.04.02.L5 103 GP Duplex Lilt Station 1,00 EA 13,383 854 812 1,285 141 14,275 14275
TOTAL Lift $nations for Primary Syaten 96,528 7,840 5,185 10,858 1,199 121,051
i
i
02.04.04 Seweage Treatment Planut
|
; D2.C4.04.01 0.463 MGD Sequential Batch Reart 1,361,030 97,877 69,930 146,854 16,154 3,63L1,54%
j e M e mmn e mae - e
TOTAL Beweage Treatment Plant 1,361,030 97,877 €%,.530 145,894 16,154 2,631,5:5
: TOTAL Regicn No. 4 1,761,050 132,079 B4, 656 198,779 31,B65 2,208,429

02.0%  Secondary Ccllestion System

52.05.61 Secondary Collectics Bys/Unit

Currency in DOLLAKS CREW 1D: NATOOU UPE IL: UPRLIEA

b LABOR. 1D: TIVLOZ EQUIF 1D: NATH9A




j

i
i
i

Thu 13 Feb 2001

U.8. Amy Corps of Enginesrs

TIME 16:

Eff. Dace G2/14/03 PROJECT TRXSEW:  Texoma Regional Sewer Bystem - Texosw Lake, Srayson Co., Texas
CONCEPT DESISN BSTIMATE SHMARY FAGE
** PROGECT IND{RECT SIPBHARY - Subsystm *4
QUANTIZY UOM DIRECT OVERHEAD HOME OFC PROFIT BOND TCTAL 0CST
02.08.61.01 3™ TForge Mains 7i717.G0 g 544,846 48,86 23,284 81,4597 6,765 683,234
£2.05.01.82 £" Force Maing 30160.00 LF 293%,49¢82 22,499 16,324 33,881 3,725 378,181
02.05.01.03 g" Cravity Sewer Maing 122480 LF 1,886,619 141,498 102,406 212,952 23,425 2,18%,895
$2.05.03.04 Bouze Connections, 3% Gravity IY0RLS LF 2,115,854 153,489 113,727 235,827 26,271 2,653, 368
G2.05.01.63 #annoles T1%.050 BEA 938,643 74,298 53,247 111.B1% 12,300 1,342,307
T2 . £45.01.07 985, 382 74,654 53,502 112.3%% 12,3859 1,248,250
TOTAL Secondary {oliecnion 8ysfUnic SH60.00 EA £.833.306 S1Z.49¢ 367,290 771,309 84,844 8,565,248
TOTAL Secondaxry Collection Systen €,833,306 512,498 367,250 771,305 84,544 8,86%,245
TOTAL Alternative No. & 13,652,430 1023832 733,81iB 1551018 16%,512 17,12C,710
03 Alvermative No. 3
$3.01 Region Ho. 1
$3.02.0)  Primary Qoliestios Systes Piping
¢3.01.81,¢1 3¢ Force Main {F-13 33¢0.00 LF 15,863 1,175 842 1,788 185 1%, 645
£3.01.€1.22 3* Force Main (F-Z23 1030000 LF 48,889 3,667 2,628 5,518 €087 £1,3902
B3.01.81.0% 3¥ Force Mzin [F-3} 143C0.09 LF 56,115 4,408 3,018 6,334 597 T4, 371
£3.01.01.94 4° Force #ain [F-4) 680T.00 LF 37,087 2,77¢ 31,9892 4,183 <80 46,471
63.81.031.65 4" Force Main {F-5) 5000.08 LT 2, 4az2 2,043 1,483 3.09s 338 34,162
03.¢1.02.88 6" Foree Maln {F-6) 502,00 LE 19,4858 1.488 1,067 Z,241 247 24,563
£3.01.01.31 47 Poroe Main {F-31) B20C.00 ¥ 44,872 3,350 2301 5,042 558 56, 027
TOTAL Primary Collestaon System Piping d45,48% 18,712 12,411 28,362 ¥. 098 313,883
03.05.62 Lift Stacions for Primary System
©3.01.02.01 82 GP¥ Duplex Lifty Pration 1,00 BA 7,283 54§ 32 822 a0 8,136
03.01.02.1% 165 OPM Iuplex Lilt Bration 1.00 A 1€, 34} 1,228 878 1,848 W03 20,893
03.01.02.L3 185 OPM Duplex Lifr Station 1.80 ER 1€, 341 1.228 &7a 1,843 203 20,493
©3.01.02,L4 141 G Duplex Lifr Station 1.00 EA 16, 341 1,226 878 1,838 203 £05,453
03.81.02.105 1%5% Grf™ Duplex Lift Station 1.00 EA 16,341 1,226 878 1,883 203 06,483
TOTAL Lifr Stations for Primary Syaten 12,651 5,449 3,905 8.200 S0z 31,107
B3.01.04 Seweage Trestment Plant
03.D1.04.01 $.142 MOD Seguential Batch React 31&,8B0 38,766 27,782 58,343 5,418 648,189
TOTAL Seweage Treatment Plant E1€,88C 38, 765 27,382 58, 3¢3 6,418 645, 189
TOTAL Region No. 1 83%,030 B2, 927 45,098 94,706 1C,436 1,05%z,1%&

LABOK 1D: €IVLOC EQUID ID: HATH9A

Cuyrancy in DOLLARI

53128
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‘
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w

-
W85
-EB3
V83
83

4w ook ow o

LE2

9336
20493
204393
20493
20493

CREW ID: MATCOC  UEB ID: UPOIRA



Tra 13 Pel 2063

Bfe,

BASSE ID: CIVIOR

Date 04714703

PROJECT TEXSER.

U.8.
Texoma Regional Sewey System - Texoma lake, Grayson Co., Texas
CONCEPT DERION ESTIMATE
% PROJEDT INGIRECT SUMMARY - Subeyenm 4

Aymy Corps of Enginesss

Tivg 10

(830w

BUNNARY PAGE i

EQUIP ID: NATHSA Qurrency in DOLLARE

QUANTITY UOM DIRECQT OVEFHEAD HOME OFC  PROFIT
03.352 Region No. 2
€3.82.01 Primary Collecrion Bystem
£3.02.81.81 3* Force Main {P-1) 3400.00 LF 36,142 1.2a% L34 1,822
C3.62.81.02 %" Force Main (F-2 350¢.00 LF 27,807 2,063 1,478 3,104
83.02.01.63 E® Poyce Maln (F-3) 850G, 00 LF 91,825 §,BE7 4,936 16,365
65.82.01 .04 E* Porce Main (F-4) 4480.480 LF 47,828 3,568 2,.5%% 5,385
0x.02.01.0% 10" Force Main {F-3} 4200.00 LF 63,71% €,77¢e 3,425 7,392
¢3.02.01.08 10% Forre Main {¥-8) 3I600.08 LF 54,€61¢ 4,098 2,836 6,165
€3 02.01.07 18" Force Main (F-7; 1070¢.00 iF 182,333 12.17% &,72% 18,323
£3.02.01.08 10" Fores Main {F-§} 5806.00 LF B7, 593 €,59% 4,730 8;53
03.02.01.09 4" Porce Malp (F-'3) 4400.00 LF 23,973 1,788 1,28% 2,708
$2.02.41.10 6" Force Haln {FP-1¢ 7808.00 LF BE,58% 4,468 3,203 6,728
€3.02.01.11 &“ Force Main (F-11} I5006. 00 LF 26,745 2,006 1,438 z,019
€3.02.01.12 &* Force Main {F-12) 8600.G0 LF £€3,65% 4,927 3,511 7,415
©3.02.01.13 12" Force Maln {F-13} RBDO. 00 LF 17§,44C 13,458 9,645 20,254
TOTAL Frimary Tollection Syscem 507,105 a8,033 48,757 10z, 383
£2.42.02 Lift Scations fovr Primary System
©3.92.02.L1 96 GFM Duplex Lift Station 1.00 EA 1,383 54 €12 1,285
C3.02.04.52 449 GPM Duplex Lift Starion 1.00 EA 24,533 1,879 1,340 2,814
03.02.82.13 169 OPM Duplex Lift Station 1.080 En 16, 341 1,226 878 1,845
03.902.82.14 1301 GfM Duplex'Lift Station 1.00 BA 48, 050 3,804 2,583 5,434
3.02.02.18 3106 GPM Duplex Lifr Statichn 1.0¢ EA 13,333 254 612 1,283
©3.02.0%2.16 243 GP% Duplex Lifr Station 1.00 EA 18,392 1,379 SEY 2,078
€3.02.02.5L7 5685 GPM Duplex Lift Statiom 1.060 EA 29,828 2,264 1,608 3,378
TOTAL Lift Staticna for Primary System 163,402 12,031 8,622 18,3656
03 .82.04 Expand Seweage Treatment Plant
$3.02.,04.61 Expand C.25 M3 to 1.218 MD 2,326,240 174,468 125,035 262,574
TOTAL Expand Sawsage Treatment Plant 2,326,240 174,468 125,035 262,574
TOTARL Region No. 2 3,383,752 254,531 182,414 2383, 070
¢3.03 Region No. 3
$3.03.01 Primary Collecrion Sysued
£3.03.01.01 3" Force Main (F-1) 2500.00 LF 43,244 1,188 2,271 4,768
£3.{43.01.42 4% Force Main (F-2) 5400.00 LF 22,433 Z,207 1,581 3,322
£3.€3.02.03 €Y Force Main (¥-3} 4600.00 LF 35,136 2,638 2. BR9 3, 968
03.063.01.04 3" Force Wain (F-4) 8BDO .00 LF 421,777 3,133 2,248 4,718

BUND TOTAL COST UNIT

11,263

143
310
203
587
141
228
a7z

1,882

26,863

20,243
34,488
115,153
59,604
75,906

68,491 3

203,573
110,347
30,063
14,928
33, 540
57,383
435,02

g man
1,387,545

e
E

14,278 14278

31,287

31267

20,493 20493
60,257 60257

14,375

14278

23,064 23063

31,528

205,159

2,817,201

37528

28,883 2,217.20%
42,138  4,259%,505
525 52,97 5.3z
3¢5 36,858 €.53
438 44.062 9.5%
519 K2,/3%0 5.3%8

LREW ID: NATODC  UPH ID: UPGLEA



Thu 11 Peb 2003 U.8. Army Corps of Enginears TIME LL:53:2°0
Eff. Date {2/14/07 PROJEZT TEXSEW:  Texoma Regiocnal Sewer System - Texoma Lake, Crayson Co., Texas
CONCEPT DEBIGN ESTIMATE BINMARY PAGE it
% PROCVECT INDIRECT SUMMARY - Subsystm »»

QUANTITY UM DIASLT QVERFEAD EOME OFL PROFIYT BOND TOTAL COST DNIT
€R.23.01.08 6" Force pain {(F-57 TEEQ .00 LF 87, 29€& 4,287 1,089 £, 467 711 7L,B54 B,55
THTAL Primary Jollgction Syscewm 205,876 15,441 11,066 23,238 2,558 258,138
03.63.02 Lift Scavions for Primary System
i 02.93.02.L1 &4 GPM Duplex Lifs Station i.p8 EA 7,288 84¢ 3%2 B22 a0 9,338 DiE
: 83 63,02 L2 204 CBM Duplex Lift Starnion .00 BA ie,392 1,378 989 2,076 228 23,064 23064
©3.63.62.13 53 GPM Duplex Lift Station 1.4 BA T.28% 548 3352 £22 S¢ #3138 8136
£1.23.02.L4 387 GPM ouplex Lift Bracion 1.6 BA 22,75% 1,707 1,223 2,568 283 28,535 2BR3%
T i TN M e e e e w i R A a
TOTAL Lift Stations for Primary System B5,747 4,179 2.95% &,28%9 6542 69,872
03.03.0¢ Seweage Treatment Plant
$3.03.84.61 C(onstructed Wetlands, 0.16% 30 415, 0G0 31,128 22,306 46, 842 5,153 520,427
TOTAL Seweage Treatmenl Plano 415,000 31,128 22,308 46, 843 5,153 £25.427

TUTRIL kegion No. 3 676, 598 50,7458 38,347 78,371 8,401 H4g, 47

$*.04 Region Mo, 4

i 03.04.9% DPrimary Collecticn Svatem

£3.04.01.01 4" Forge Main (F-1) 3200.00 LF 17,439 1,307 537 1,587 216 21,858 6.8%
G4.04.01.02 &° Force Main {F-2) 3240.00 LP 25,218 1,891 1,388 2,848 313 31,615 5.58
03.04.01.03 BY Force Main {F-3) §000.00 LF 88,413 6, 461 1,645 5,754 1,873 108,387 13.58
@3.04.01.04 3% Force Main (F-4) 1800.00 L¥ 18,448 1,458 1,045 2,19% 241 2¢,38% 13.85
43,54.01.0% 4" Force Main (F-3) £000.00 LF 45,837 3,438 2,454 5,174 5569 7,482 9.58
©3.04.91.064 3" Force Main (F-6) 4200.98 LF 19,927 1,455 1,071 2,249 247 25,999 5.95
G3.04.01.07 &% Force Main {(F-7) 4700.00 LF 35,905 2,693 1,830 4,083 446 45,028 9.58
03.04.01.08 4* Force Main (F-8} €700.0C LF 36,507 2,738 1,962 4,123 453 45,782 .83
03.04.0%.0% 5" Force Main (¥F-9) 3900.00 1§ 23,349 1,594 1,342 2,398 264 26,647 £.83
01.04.0%,10 4™ Force Main {F-10; 10200.40 LF 58,585 4,167 2,587 6,272 638 8,681 6.83
TOTAL. primary Collection System 363,422 37,262 19,534 41,029 4,513 458,833
1 03.084.02 lifr Stacicons for Primary Systew
03.64.02.L1 342 GPM Duplex Lifc Station 1.90 EA 22,955 1,707 1,323 2,568 283 28,535 28%3%
03.04.02.02 €7@ GO Duplex LifL Station 1.00 BA 34,666 2,890 1,883 1,913 430 £3,473 43472
$3.04.02.L3 108 G Duplex Lifr Stavion 1.00 EA 11,385 as4 £i2 1.285% 141 14,275 14295
£3.04.02.14 178 O Duplex Lift Station 1.00 EBA 16,341 1,228 &78 1,845 203 20,493 20493
i 63.05.02.L% 108 GPM Duplex Lift Statiom 1.00 EA 11,383 854 612 1,285 143 14,275 14275
Lo e eee—a. e e mmmmmman ammm - e et mmmmmaa
AL Ldfr Btaticns for Primery System 96,528 1.340 338 10,856 1,159 121,051
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DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT
TEXOMA REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY
PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES

Existing environmental conditions were determined from investigations to identify
potential problem areas, such as endangered species, cultural resources, wetlands, and water
quality. The scope of this investigation does not include documentation consistent with the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, but does identify significant environmental issues

that would need to be addressed prior to any construction.

INTRODUCTION

The proposed project is located on the southeast end of Texoma Lake in extreme northern
Texas in Grayson County. Texoma Lake was constructed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
and impounds 89,000 surface acres at normal pool. The lake has two primary arms, the Red and
Washita rivers. Lake Texoma is approximately 5 miles northwest of Denison, Texas, and 15

miles southwest of Durant, Oklahoma, and became operational in 1944,

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed project area lies within the central lowlands located in the Prairie Division,
Prairie Parkland Province, Cross Timbers and Southern Tallgrass Prairie Section (Bailey 1980).
The region is gently rolling to flat plains. Over 50% of the area is gently sloping. Average
annual rainfall varies from 35 to 40 inches per year and falls mainly during the 235-day growing
season (April-October). The average annual temperature is 55° to 63° Fahrenheit.

The vegetation is characterized as cross timbers and oak-hickory forest. The area is
dominated by various short and medium to tall grasses, along with a few hardy tree species.
Forest cover consists of post, live, and blackjack oaks and pignut and mockernut hickories. Post

oak and blackjack oak dominate the cross timbers region. Grasses are the dominant plants on the



prairies. The most prevalent type is bluestem prairie. Other dominant grasses are indiangrass
and switchgrass. Soil is a key factor in local distribution. Fine, heavy soils generally support

grassland vegetation, and coarse, lighter soils are covered with stands of savanna.

Land use is varied consisting of developed, recreational, residential, agricultural, and
pasturelands, all of which are heavily influenced by recreational activities associated with

Texoma Lake.
ENDANGERED SPECIES

A number of Federally listed threatened and/or endangered species are present in the project
area. There is no designated critical habitat for listed species in Grayson County. Federally
listed threatened bald eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) winter and may be spring residents at
Lake Texoma and along the Red River. They utilize the lakeshore for perching and secluded areas for
roosting. They also use the river area downstream of the dam for feeding and perching. The
threatened piping plover (Charadrius melodus) and potentially threatened mountain plover
(Charadrius montanus) are migrants within the project area. The endangered interior least temn
(Sterna antillarum) nests along the Red River, and a nesting colony has been documented using areas
around Lake Texoma ét Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge in recent years. Protocol for dealing
with Federally listed species (if found to exist) is contained in a letter from the USFWS dated
February 4, 2003, and is included at the end of this appendix.

CULTURAL RESOURCES
Cultural Resources Overview

Archaeological sites representative of the Early Archaic Period through the Middle and
Late Archaic, Woodland, Caddoan, and Historic Periods are known in the larger vicinity of Lake
Texoma in northern Texas. This culture-historical sequence falls generally within the overall
sequence that has been established for northem Texas and southern Oklahoma. Many sites in this area
have undisturbed, deeply buried deposits; many are comprised of multi-component prehistoric and/or
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historic occupations. A number of cultural resources investigations, including survey and
excavation, were conducted incident to the construction of Lake Texoma. While archaeological
reconnaissance efforts undertaken in the area by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers resulted in the
identification of hundreds of archaeological sites, none of these investigations occurred within the
proposed project areas/alignments, which remain largely uninvestigated. In the larger regional area,
however, there are hundreds of archaeological sites and historic standing structures on record with the
Texas Historical Commission (THC).

Cultural Resources (Impacts)

Any of the proposed Texoma Regional Sewer System alternatives/alignments has the
potential to impact cultural resources. Sections 106 and 110 of the National Historic Preservation
Act (NHPA) of 1966 (as amended) require agencies to evaluate the impacts of Federal undertakings on
historic properties, which include prehistoric and historic archaeological sites and historic standing
structures. Section 106 requires the identification of all historic properties, which emphasizes an
evaluation of eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Agencies
must then determine which historic properties (those eligible for listing on the NRHP) will be
adversely impacted. Sections 106 and 110 require that agencies resolve adverse effects to these
properties. Plans for resolving adverse effects will be determined through consultation with the
Texas Historical Commission (THC), potentially the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(ACHP), and appropriate and interested Native American tribes and other interested parties.

To fulfill the requirements outlined in Sections 106 and 110 of the NHPA, archaeological
reconnaissance investigations, to include archival research, will be necessary to identify
archaeological sites and standing structures that exist within the proposed project area. Each site
and structure will require National Register evaluation; some will require sub-surface evaluation,
detailed archival research, or architectural documentation. NRHP-eligible sites and structures that
will be adversely impacted by the undertaking will require mitigation, which will be determined
through formal consultation with the THC, and potentially the ACHP.



WATER QUALITY

General water quality in Lake Texoma is characterized by moderate to high levels of
salinity with a predominance of sodium and calcium salts of chloride and sulfate (Leifeste et al.
1971). Chloride and sodium are the most abundant ions in Lake Texoma. In terms of
productivity, the lake has been classified as mesotrophic based on chlorophyll a concentrations
(Ground and Groeger 1994). Based on chlorophyll a concentrations for the Main Lake Zone
(near dam) from Atkinson et al. (1999) during the summer months, trophic status ranged from
mesotrophic to hypereutrophic with a mean trophic classification of slightly eutrophic.

In a report by Atkinson et al. (1996), selected water quality data from Lake Texoma were
reviewed. Historical data relating to chioride and sulfate concentrations throughout the lake defined
four zones: the Upper Red River Arm (lotic zone), the Red River Transition Zone, the Main Body
(lacustrine zone), and the Washita Arm (lotic zone). Chloride and sulfate concentrations are highest in
the Upper Red River Zone and are more variable than in other zones. The Red River Transition Zone
shows decreasing concentrations from west to east and is influenced by loadings from Big Mineral
Creek. The Main Lake Zone is rélatively homogenous in surface layers in terms of chlorides and

sulfates and shows much less variability than the other zones.

The Oklahoma Conservation Commission listed Texoma Lake in the Oklahoma Nonpoint
Source Pollution Program's 2001 Annual Report as having several non-point source pollution
problems. Sources for these pollutants included non-irrigated and irrigated crop production, animal

holding/management, and unknown sources.
WETLANDS

Wetlands and deepwater habitats are essential for many species of fish and wildlife. In
addition to providing habitat for fish and wildlife, they also perform important roles and function
in controlling floods and pollution abatement. The USFWS developed and adopted a classification
system to be used for classifying wetlands and conducted a national inventory of wetland habitats
(National Wetland Inventory Maps [NWI]). The four regions were evaluated for the presence of
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wetlands based on the NWI maps. Numerous wetland types were found to be present in the delineated
project area and are summarized as follows:

Texas Region 1. A majority of wetlands within this project component are farm ponds
characterized as Palustrine Open Water Permanently Flooded Diked/Impounded (POWHh). Other
wetlands identified are classified as Palustrine Emergent Persistent Seasonally Flooded (PEM1C),
Palustrine Emergent Persistent Semi-Permanently Flooded (PEMIF), Riverine Intermittent Streambed
Seasonally Flooded (R4SBC), and Riverine Lower Perennial Open Water Permanently Flooded
(R20WH).

Texas Region 2. Wetlands within this project component are sparse. The majority of
wetlands are farm ponds characterized as Palustrine Open water Permanently Flooded
Diked/Impounded (POWHh). Other wetlands identified are Palustrine Emergent Persistent
Semi-Permanently Flooded (PEM1F) and Riverine Intermittent Streambed Seasonally Flooded
(R4SBC).

Texas Region 3. Wetlands identified in this project component are sparse as well. It
includes farm ponds characterized as Palustrine Open Water Permanently Flooded
Diked/Impounded (POWHh), Palustrine Forested Broad Leaved Deciduous Temporarily
Flooded (PFO1A), and Riverine Intermittent Streambed Seasonally Flooded (R4SBC).

Texas Region 4. Wetlands identified include Palustrine, Lacustrine, and Riverine wetland
types. Specific wetland types present in the area include Palustrine Open Water Permanently Fiooded
Diked/Impounded (POWHM), Riverine Intermittent Streambed Seasonally Flooded (R4SBC), and
Palustrine Scrub-Shrub Broad-Leaved Deciduous Seasonally Flooded Diked/Impounded (PSS 1 Ch)

A large number of the wetlands appear to be small farm ponds or impoundments. All sewage
collection facilities and pipelines should be carefully evaluated to avoid wetland habitats and

associated adverse impacts associated with construction in wetlands.



e

SECTION 404, CLEAN WATER ACT

The proposed project would be subject to Section 10 of the River and Harbors Act of
1899 as well as Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The construction and placement of outfall
structures, intake structures, and sewer lines would be subject to Section 10 and Section 404
permitting activities. The construction of an intake structure should fall within the scope of a
Nationwide permit or a General permit. Construction of wastewater processing facilities could require
a determination of status regarding jurisdictional waters of the United States. The placement of
sewage collection lines and lift stations should fall within the scope of Nationwide Permit No. 12,
Utility Line Discharges. Prior to construction, a Section 404 (Clean Water Act) determination should
be requested from the Tulsa District, Corps of Engineers (Regulatory Branch) to assure compliance

with Federal law.

NATIONAL FORESTS AND OTHER PUBLIC USE AREAS

The proposed project area is not located within any National Forests, National Parks, or
National Monuments. However, the Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge is located on the Big
Mineral Arm of Lake Texoma, just south of the proposed project area that encompasses Flowing
Wells Camp and Big Mineral Camp. These two parks are adjacent to the northem boundary of the
wildlife refuge. The 11,320-acre refuge was established in 1946 and includes 3,000 acres of marsh.
and water and 8,000 acres of upland and farmland.

Numerous public recreation sites within the project plan exist around the Lake Texoma
on Corps of Engineers owned lands. Park and recreation areas operated by various public entities
immediately adjacent to or within Corps of Engineers boundaries include the spillway, overlook,
Denison power plant and Texoma Area Office, Island View, Straight Arrow Clubs and Camps, Inc.,
Texas Baptist Bible Fellowship, Austin College, Preston Point, Episcopal Recreation Center, Preston
Bend Resort, Sherman-McKinney District of Methodist Church, Presbytery of Trinity, United
Presbyterian Church, Boles Orphans Home, Preston Fishing Camp, and Cedar Mills Resort. Other
park and recreation areas in the project area include Highport Resort, Paradise Cove, Flowing Wells
Camp, Juniper Point, Walnut Creek Resort, Future Farmers of America, Texas State College for
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Women, Big Mineral, Mill Creek, Grandpappy Point, and Big Mineral Camp. Eisenhower State Park,
operated by the State of Texas, is also located in the area.

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA)

Should Federal funds be expended for construction of any part of the proposed
alternatives and/or should the proposed facilities be constructed on Federal property, NEPA
coordination would be required. Documentation required by NEPA would consist of either an
Environmental Assessment and signed Finding of No Significant Impact or an Environmental Impact
Statement and signed Record of Decision.

Public involvement is an important component to the NEPA process. It requires full
disclosure of project purpose(s), design, alternatives, and environmental impacts. The public
should be given an opportunity to comment on the proposed action early in the planning process
through a "Scoping Process," which includes public meetings or workshops. If warranted, an
additional public meeting(s) could be required at the time the NEPA documentation is released for
public review and comments. The public should be given at least 2 weeks' notice prior to all public
meetings or workshops, which should be held at a time of convenience to the public (Monday-Friday).
Notification should be made by purchasing an advertisement in local newspapers, and through the use
of public service announcements on local radio and television stations. Since the project is regional in

scope, several community newspapers should be used for notification purposes.

CONCLUSIONS

Preliminary conceptual designs and cost estimates have been developed for the treatment and
disposal of wastewater for four geographic regions on the eastern portion of the Texas side of
Texoma Lake. The plans and costs identified the resources required to replace individual septic
systems and small private systems, which are contributing to the pollution of Lake Texoma. The
expansion of existing wastewater treatment facilities, sequential batch reactors, and constructed
wetlands preceded by a partially aerated lagoon were considered. The report identified four facilities
(Texas Regions 1 through 4) to be expanded or constructed.
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Construction of this project would have a positive impact on the water quality of Texoma
Lake and associated benefits to the aquatic ecosystem and recreation. Construction of the project
would not be expected to adversely impact Federally listed threatened and endangered species.
Construction of the project could have potential adverse impacts on wetlands; however, with proper
planning and coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Tulsa District Regulatory

Branch these impacts can be avoided or mitigated.
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RECONNAISSANCE LEVEL
REAL ESTATE ACQUISITION STUDY
FOR THE
TEXOMA REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM STUDY
PHASE 2
GRAYSON COUNTY, TEXAS

PURPOSE OF RECONNAISSANCE VALUATION STUDY

The purpose of this reconnaissance level valuation study is to estimate the market values
and acquisition costs of the real estate interests that would be required to implement the Texoma
Regional Sewer System Study, Phase 2, Grayson County, Texas. The study area encompasses
the communities along the south side of Lake Texoma. The Corps of Engineers is preparing this
study for the Greater Texoma Utility Authority, the project sponsor, under the authority of
Section 22 of the Water Resource Development Act of 1974, the Planning Assistance to States
program. The sponsor will use the information to decide the feasibility of a regional sewer

system within Grayson County.

DATE OF VALUATION STUDY

The fieldwork for the land values was completed in March 2003.

REAL ESTATE COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY

Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3
Lands and Damages $216,000 $189,000 $294,000
Relocation Assistance $ 0 $ 0 $ 0
Minerals $ 0 $ 0 $ 0
Contingencies $ 54,000 $ 47,250 $ 73,500
Administrative $ 85,000 $ 51,000 $102,000
Total $355,000 $287,250 $469,500




ESTIMATE OF VALUE

The estimated acquisition cost for the required interests in real estate for the three
alternatives are $355,000, $287,250, and $102,000, respectively. Contingencies represent the

risks of negotiation and condemnation.

The estimated value for the real estate interests and damages is based upon an assumption
that county road rights-of-way will provide adequate spacing, and will always be available at no
cost and used. In addition, it is assumed that all private lands would be acquired by negotiation

or condemnation in excess of the current fair market value.

The study information on the design of the regional sewer systems only addressed the
primary distribution system consisting of lift stations, treatment plants, and related facilities. No

secondary system elements were evaluated.
PROPERTY ESTATES FOR THE PROJECT

The estate for the pipeline and lift stations would be a perpetual right-of-way easement.
A fee estate would be appropriate for the treatment plant and facilities. The language of a

standard utility and/or pipeline easement is as follows:

A perpetual and assignable easement and right-of-way in, on over and across (the

land described in Schedule A) (Tracts Nos. , and ), for the

location, construction, operation, maintenance, alteration; repair and patrol of
(overhead) (underground) (specifically name type of utility or pipeline); together
with the right to trim, cut, fell and remove therefrom all trees, underbrush,
obstructions and other vegetation, structures, or obstacles within the limits of the
right-of-way; reserving, however, to the landowners, their heirs and assigns, all

such rights and privileges as may be used without interfering with or abridging the




rights and easement hereby acquired; subject, however, to existing easements for

public roads and highways, public utilities, railroads and pipelines.
ESTIMATED NUMBER OF OWNERSHIPS

Alternative 1. For this alternative, real estate interests would be required from 4 private,

1 State and 1 Federal ownerships.
Alternative 2. For this alternative, there are 2 private, 1 State, and 1 Federal ownerships.
Alternative 3. For this alternative, there are 5 private, 1 State, and 1 Federal ownerships.

It is assumed that no utility or facility relocations would be required to implement this
. project and no homes or other significant improvements would be adversely impacted. There is

no evidence at this time that any relocation assistance costs would be incurred.

B. R. Gardner I, JD
. ‘Acquisition & Realty Services Branch
£ Real Estate Division

U.S. Army Engineer District, Tulsa




