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Section 1
Introduction

1.0 Introduction

Senate Bill 2 of the 77" Texas Legislature, requires that an Infrastructure Financing
Report (IFR) be incorporated into the regional water planning process. In order to meet this
requirement, each regional water planning group (RWPG) is required to examine the funding
needed to implement the water management strategies and projects identified and recommended
in the region’s January 2001 Regional Water Plan. Results of this effort are due to the Texas
Water Development Board (TWDB) by June 1, 2002. The TWDB will consolidate the reports
from the 16 regional water planning areas and report to the Texas Legislature no later than
October 1, 2002.

To facilitate the RWPG’s completion of the statutory directive, the TWDB has prepared

guidelines, and a schedule, as follows:

e September 21, 2001 Regions request funds from TWDB
* October 17, 2001 TWDB consider requests for funds
e June 1, 2002 RWPG submittal of reports to TWDB
e October 1, 2002 TWDB submittal of report to Legislature

Section 2
Objectives

2.0  Objectives
The primary objectives of the Infrastructure Financing Report are as follows:

¢ To determine the number of political subdivisions with identified needs for additional
water supplies that will be unable to pay for their water infrastructure needs without
some form of outside financial assistance.

¢ To determine how much of the infrastructure costs in the regional water plans cannot
be paid for solely using local utility revenue sources.

¢ To determine the financing options proposed by political subdivisions to meet future
water infrastructure needs (including the identification of any State funding sources
considered).

* To determine what role(s) the RWPGs propose for the State in financing the
recommended water supply projects.

South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Area
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Section 3
Methods and Procedures

3.0 Methods and Procedures

There are two elements to the Infrastructure Financing Report, as follows: (1) Surveys,
and (2) RWPG policy recommendations on the State’s role in financing water infrastructure
projects. For the South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Area, all water user groups and
major water providers having water needs and recommended water management strategies in the
2001 Regional Water Plan were surveyed using the questionnaire provided by the TWDB. See
Appendix A for an example survey package including a cover letter, pertinent information from
the Regional Water Plan, and the TWDB form. For the water user groups based on county
aggregates, such as livestock or mining, where no political subdivision is responsible for the
provision of water supplies, the SCTRWPG has included summary recommendations of funding
mechanisms for meeting those needs. In counties with County-Other water user groups having
needs, County Judges were surveyed.

The survey was mailed via first class U.S. Mail, with 2 follow-up telephone contacts with
each political subdivision surveyed that did not respond by the due date. The follow-up activity
is documented via phone call log (Appendix B).

Two meetings were conducted for survey recipients to provide background and financial
information regarding the Infrastructure Finance Survey, and to respond to questions. The first
meeting was on December 5, 2001 at the OMNI Colonnade Hotel in San Antonio for County
Judges and Mayors of the region. The meeting was scheduled through the Alamo Area Council
of Governments (ACOG), and was one agenda item of the ACOG meeting. Maggie Moorhouse
with Moorhouse Associates, Inc. presented an overview of the purpose and scope of the survey
and Mr. Herb Grubb with HDR Engineering, Inc. provided information about how the cost
estimates in the survey were prepared as well as how the survey recipients were determined.
Approximately fifteen Judges and mayors were present for the discussion. Representatives from
SAWS, SARA, GBRA and Bexar-Met were available for follow-up questions, and after the
meeting, Ms. Moorhouse received several requests for more information. Feedback from this
meeting indicated that it provided introduction and background information that was helpful to

several of the county survey recipients.
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The second meeting was conducted on December 13, 2001 in San Antonio at the
boardroom of the San Antonio River Authority. All survey recipients were invited to the
meeting, however the focus of the meeting was for mayors and municipal water user groups. Ms.
Moorhouse and Mr. Grubb again provided the program. Representatives from SAWS, Bexar-
Met and the San Antonio River Authority also attended the meeting and were available to answer
questions. Ten persons attended the meeting with representatives from Floresville, Fair Oaks
Ranch, City of Live Qak, City of Leon Valley, City of Castle Hills, Shavano Park, Universal
City, Canyon Regional Water Authority and Randolph Air Force Base. Feedback from the
meeting was positive and attendees indicated that the meeting was helpful in regards to providing
meaningful survey responses.

For the second element of the TFR, pursuant to Senate Bill 2 of the 77" Texas Legislature,
the SCTRWPG has developed policy recommendations responsive to the following question:

What is the proper role(s) for the State in financing water supply projects identified in the
approved regional water plan?

The SCTRWPG gave particular attention to proposed increases in the level of State
Participation in funding for regional water supply projects to meet needs beyond the reasonable
financing capability of local governments, regional authorities, and other political subdivisions
involved in building water infrastructure.’

Prior to submission of the Infrastructure Financing Report (IFR) to the TWDB, the
SCTRWPG adopted the IFR at a meeting posted and held in accordance with the Texas Open
Meetings Act with a copy of all materials presented or discussed available for public inspection

prior to and following the meeting.

' The State Participation Program enables TWDB to purchase a temporary ownership interest in a regional project
when local sponsors are unable 10 assume the debt for an optimally sized facility. TWDB may acquire ownership
interests in the water rights or a co-ownership interest in the property or treatment works. Currently, TWDB’s
participation is limited to a maximum of 50 percent of the project costs and to the portion of the project designated
as “excess” capacity. There is also a requirement that the project cannot be reasonably financed without state
participation assistance, and that the optimum regional development of the project cannot be reasonably financed
without the state participation.
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Section 4
Results

4.1 Survey Responses

The SCTRWPG distributed survey packages to 48 municipal water user groups and
received 41 responses, an 85 percent response rate. Copies of the completed surveys are included
in Appendix E. As shown in Figure 1 and Table 1, definitive survey responses account for about
81 percent of the estimated capital costs of water management strategies recommended in the
Regional Water Plan. Aggregated responses indicate that between 71 percent and 90 percent of
the estimated costs of water management strategies in the Regional Water Plan cannot be funded
solely by local revenue sources, even with State Participation. Hence, $3.1 billion to $3.9 billion
in the form of outside financial assistance may be necessary to meet water infrastructure needs
through year 2050.

Only four (Boerne, Lockhart, Schertz, and Universal City) of the municipal water user
groups surveyed indicated that local utility revenue sources, through State Participation, could
possibly pay for water management strategies to meet their projected needs. Following is a brief

summary of responses from the six Major Providers identified in the 2001 Regional Water Plan:

San Antonio Water System (SAWS)

e SAWS and other municipalities will have to meet projected water needs, and need to
fund the projects to meet these needs. However, SAWS’ currently authorized rates
will only support short term projects; e.g.; current rates authorized by City Council
are adequate to pay for about 10 percent of estimated capital costs for recommended
water management strategies using local utility revenue sources. ‘

e Local revenue sources are primarily committed to Demand Reduction (Conservation),
Aquifer Storage & Recovery, the Recycled Water Program, and Short Term Projects.

e SAWS will be actively seeking federal and state dollars to lessen the rate impacts to
its cuStomers.

Bexar Metropolitan Water District (BMWD)

s May be able to pay for about 25 percent to 50 percent of estimated capital costs for
recommended water management strategies using local utility revenue sources and
depending upon opportunities for State Participation.

e BMWD will be seeking state and federal funding mechanisms and exploring all
financing options to provide the lowest costs to its customers.

South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Area 4-1 H) t
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City of New Braunfels / New Braunfels Utilities

e Response indicates that recommended Demand Reduction (Conservation) will be
funded using local utility revenue sources while outside financial assistance will be
sought for other recommended water management strategies.

City of San Marcos

e No response received to-date.

Guadalupe-Blanco River Authority (GBRA)

e No response requested. Surveyed through municipal customers and/or county
representatives.

Canvon Regional Water Authority (CRWA)

e No response requested. Surveyed through municipal customers and/or county
representatives.

Finally, it is interesting to note that the survey responses indicate that 94 percent to 98 percent of
the estimated costs for recommended Demand Reduction (Conservation) can be paid for using

local utility revenue sources.

The following were identified by survey respondents as potential sources of outside

funding:

o State Participation Program;

e State Revolving Funds;

e State & Federal Funds;

¢ Community Development Block Grant Program;

¢ Rural Development;

e Economic Development Administration;

¢ Texas Department of Housing & Community Affairs;
¢ Underground Water Conservation Districts;

e (Qrants;

o Low Interest Loans; and

o State Funded Conservation Programs.
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Ability to Pay for Water Management Strategies
in South Central Texas Regional Water Plan

o Can Pay w/ State
Unassigned or Participation
No Response 11%

19%

Cannot Pay
70%

* Percentages based on estimated costs of
water management strategies, not number
of water user groups.

South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Area IFR_Summary.xls, 5/2/2002
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Summary of Numerical Responses to Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Implementation Can Pay wi State Unassigned or

Category IDX _ Entity Stralegy Name Date Capital Cost Can Pay Participation Cannot Pay No Response

A 1 Alamo Heights Darnand Reduction {Conservation) (L-10 Mun_} 2000 $168,108 3168,108 $168,108 $0 %0

A 1 Alamo Heighls Purchase/Pariicipata with Regional Water Provider(s} 2000 $11,930,086 $119,306 $119,306 $11,810,760 $0

A 2 Balcones Heights Demand Reduction (Consarvation) {L-10 Mun.} 2000 $99.572 30 $0 $0 $99,572

A 2 Balcongs Heighls Purchase/Participate with Ragional Water Pravider(s) 2000 $7,953,377 $0 $0 $0 $7.953.377

A 3 China Grove Demand Reduction (Conservation) {L-10 Mun.) 2000 $26.185 $o $0 30 $26,185

A 3 China Grove Purchase/Participale with Regional Water Provider(s) 2000 $3,976,689 $0 $0 $0 $3,976,689

A 4 Converse Purchass/Paricipate with Reglonal Water Provider(s) 2000 447,720,264 $47,720,264

A 5  Elmandort Purchase/Participale with Regional Waler Provider(s) 2000 $795,338 $0 $0 $0 $795.338

A 6 FL Sam Houston Demand Reduction {Consarvation) {L-10 Mun.) 2000 $246,442 $¢ 30 30 $246,442

A 6 F1. Sam Houslon Purchase/Participate wiih Regional Water Providar(s) 2000 $11,930,066 $0 $0 $0 $11,930,066

A 7 Heloles Demand Reduction (Censervation} (L-10 Mun.} 2000 $37.354 30 30 $0 $37.354

A 7 Heloles Purchasa/Parlicipate wiih Reglonal Water Frovidas(s) 2000 $3,976.609 $0 30 $0 $3,976,689

A B Kiby Purchasa/Participale with Regional Waler Provider(s) 2000 $15,805,755 30 30 $0 $15,905,755

A 9 tackland AFB Deamand Reduction (Conservalion) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $182,384 $a 30 E24 $182.384

A 9 Lackland AFB Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Providar(s) 2000 $11,830,066 $0 $0 30 $11,930,066

A 10 Leon Vailey Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.} 2000 $233,002 50 50 $233,003 $0

A 10 Lsaon Vallay Purchase/Parlicipate with Ragional Water Provider(s) 2000 $4,772.028 §$1,800,000 $1.800,000 $2.572.026 30

A 11 Live Oak Purchase/Paiticipate with Reglonal Water Provider(s) 2010 $7.953,377 50 $o $0 $7,952,377

A 12 Olmos Park Demand Reduclicn (Conservation) (L-10 Mus.) 2000 $60,814 $0 50 %0 $60,814

A 12 Olmas Park Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider{s) 2000 $3,976,689 $0 $0 $0 $3,976,669

A 13 Aandoiph AFB Demand Raduction (Consenvation) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $78,707 $0 $o 30 §78.707

A 13 Randolph AFB Purchase/Parlicipate with Regional Water Provider(s) 2000 §7,953,377 50 $0 $0 $7,053,377

A 14 SAWS Aqulier Storage & Recovery - Regional (SCTN-1A) 2000 $115,402,000 §115,402,000 $115,402,000 $0 50

A 14 SAWS Demand Raduction {Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $50,865,629 $50,865,629 $50,865,629 $0 50

A 14 SAWS Putchase/Pariicipaie with Regional Water Provider(s) 2000 $2,284,122,507 s0 $0 $2,284,122,507 50

A 14 SAWS SAWS Raecyclad Waler Program 2010 $208,231,000 $125 000,000 $125,000,000 $84,231,000 0

A 14 SAWS Simsbaro Aquiter (SCTN-3c) 2000 $389 394,583 30 $0 $389,394,583 $0

A 14 SAWS Wastern Canyon Regional Supply Project 2000 §o 50 $0 $0 30

A 15 Shavano Park Demand Reduction {Conservation) {L-10 Mun.} 2000 $32,026 $0 $0 $32,826 $0

A 15 Shavanp Park Purchase/Participale with Regional Water Provider(s} 2000 $7.953.377 $0 $0 §7.953,337 $40

A 16 Tarrell Hills Damand Reduciion (Conservation) {L-10 Mun.} 2000 $103,720 §0 30 $0 $103,720

A t6  Terrell Hills Purchase/Participate with Regional Waler Provider{s) 2000 §7.953,377 $0 $0 $0 $7,953,377

A 17 Universat Clty Demand Reduclion (Conservation} {L-10 Mun.) 2000 $912,029 $912,029 $912,029 30 $0

A 17 Universal City Purchage/Participale with Regional Waler Provider(s) 2000 $30.766.887 $39,768,887 $39,766,887 50 $o

A 18 County-Other (Bexar County) Lake Duntap WTP Expansion & Mid-Cities WTS {CRWA) 2000 30 30

A t8 County-Gther (Bexar County) Purchase/Participate with Regional Waler Provider(s) 2000 $270,414,832 $270.414,832

A 18 County-Other (Bexar County) Western Canyon Regional Supply Project 2000 30 30

[} 1 Castle Hills Demand Reduction {Conservation) (L-10 Mur.) 2000 $100,994 $100,994 $100,964 50 50

B 1 Caslle Hiils Purchase/Paiticipals with Regional Water Providar(s) 2000 $11,930,066 $2,982,517 $5,965,033 $5,965,033 30

B 2 Hill Country Viliage/Hollywood Park  Demand Reduction (Conservation} {L-10 Mun.) 2000 $97.175 $97,175 $97,175 S0 50

B 2 Hill Country Village/Hollywood Park  Purchase/Participate with Regional Waler Provider(s) 2000 §$21,474119 $5.368,530 $10,737,059 $10,737,060 0

B 2 Hill Gountry Village/Hollywood Park  Trinity Aquifar - Baxar (BMWD) 2000 $0 - %0 $0 $¢ 30

B 3 Somerset Carrize AqQuilar - Bexar & Guadalups (BMWD) 2000 j0 $0 $0 $o $0

B8 4 BMWO (Other Subdivisions) Carrizo Aquifer - Bexar & Guadalupe (BMWD) 2000 $0 $Q $¢ $a 50

B 4 BMWD {Othar Subdivisions) Dermand Reduction {Conservalion) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $1,371,793 $1,371,783 $1,371,793 $0 $0

B8 4 BMWD (Other Subdivisions) Puichase/Participale with Regional Water Provider(s) 2000 $280,754,223 $70,188,556 §140,377.111 $140,377,112 $0

C 1 Caslrovilla Demand Reduclion (Consearvalion) {L-10 Mun} 2000 $56,187 $0 $0 $0 356,187

Cc 1 Caslrovilie Edwards lislgalion Transfers {L-15} 2000 $0 $0 30 30 30

c 2 Devine Demand Reduclion (Conservation} {L-10 Mun.) 2000 $73,782 $7,378 $7.378 366,404 30

c 2 Devine Edwards Irngation Translers (L-15) 2000 $0 30 30 $0 $0

c 3 Hoado Demand Reduction (Consarvation} (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $501,151 $100,230 $100,230 $400,921 $0

C 3 Hondo Edwards lriigation Transters (L-15) 2000 $¢ 30 $0 50 30

[ 4 LaCoste Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $20,392 $1,000 $3,000 $17,392 $0

c 4 LaCosta Edwards lirigatlon Transfers (L-15) 2000 $0 $0 $0 RN 1] . 30

[ 5 Lylte Demand Reduction (Consarvation} (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $39.149 $0 $0 $39,149 $0

o] s Lytle Edwaids Irmgation Translers (L-15} 2000 30 30 $0 30 $0

C 6 Sabinal Demand Reduction (Consarvation) {L-10 Mun.) 2000 $38,624 $0 $0 $38,624 50

c 6 Sabinal Edwards lririgation Transters (1.-15) 2000 30 $0 $0 $0 S0

c 7 Uvalde Demand Reduction {Consarvation) {L-10 Mun.) 2000 §$2893.207 $293.207

C 7 Uvalde Edwards Irrigalion Transfers {L-15) 2000 $0 $0

C 8 County-Othsr (Medina County) Edwards irrigation Transters (L-15) 2000 30 $0 $0 $0 $0

D 1 Kyle GBRA Canyon Reservoir Contracl Renewal 2040 . 50 50

D 1 Kyle Hays/IH35 Watar Suppty Project 2000 $0 $0

South Central Texas Regicnal Water Planning Area
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Summary of Numerical Responses to Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

Unassigned or

U

implamentation Can Pay wi/ Siale
Category  ID#  Entily Siralagy Nama Date Capital Cost Can Pay Participation Cannot Pay No Rasponse

D 2 Port Lavaca GBRA Canyon Reservoir Contract Renewal 2010 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

E 1 Falr Oaks Ranch Demand Raduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $15,021 $15.021 $15,021 30 50

E 1 Fair Oaks Ranch Purchasa/Pailicipata with Regional Water Providei(s) 2000 $3.976.688 %0 $¢ '/ $3,976,688 $0

E 1 Fair Oaks Ranch Wastem Canyon Regional Supply Project 2000 $0 50 $0 $0 %0

E 2 Schertz Demand Reduction (Conservalion) {L-10 Mun.} 2000 $127,702 $127,702 $127.702 $0 $0

E 2 Scherz Scheriz-Saguin Water Supply Project 2000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

E 3 Seguin Pemand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $445,612 S0 $0 $445,612 30

[3 3 Seguin Schertz-Seguin Watar Supply Project 2000 50 50 30 $0 50

F 1 Canizo Spiings Carrizo Aquifer - Local Supply {SCTN-2a) 2000 $2.073.544 $414,700 3529,400 $1.244,144 $0

F 1 Carrizo Springs Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.} 2000 $128,922 $38,600 $51,500 §77.422 50

F 2 Floresville Carrizo Aquiler - Local Supply (SCTN-2a) 2040 $716.466 $100,000 $100,000 $616,466 $0

F 2 Floresville Demand Reduction (Consarvation) (L-10 Mun.) 2000 $104,586 $50,000 $50,000 $54,566 $0

F 3 Lockhan Carrizo Aquifer - Local Supply (SCTN-2a) 2010 $6,567,000 $6,567.000 $6,567.000 $0 80

F 4 County-Other {Alascosa County) Carilze Aquifer - Local Supply (SCTN-2a) 2030 $39.600 $0 30 $39.600 30

G 1 Boeme Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 2010 $156,478 $156,478 $156,478 [ $0

G 1 Boere Purchase Waler from Major Provider 2050 $8,398 500 48,399,500 $8,399,500 $0 $0

G 1  Hoema Waestarm Canyon Regional Supply Project 2000 $0 30 $0 ) ) 50 3¢

G 2 Garsden Ridge Canyon Raservoir - River Diversion (G-15C) 2000 $4,263,226 $1,250,000 ©$1,250,000 - 7.0 i $3,013,226 $0

G 2 Gardsn Ridge Oemand Reduction {Conservalion) (L-10 Mun.) 2010 433,815 $33.815 $33,8186 $0 $0

G 3 New 8rauntals Addilional Slorage (ASR andi/or Surface} 2000 $15,106,000 $0 $0 $15,106.000 $0

G 3 New Braunlels Canyan Reservoir - River Diversion (G-15C) 2000 356,640,006 30 $0 356,640,006 30

G 4 New Braunlels Carrizo Aquiter - Gonzales & Bastrop (CZ-10D) 2040 366,311,189 30 30 $66,311,189 $0

G 3  New Braunlels Damand Raduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 2018 $864.886 $864.886 $864,866 $o 30

G 3 New Braunlels GBRA Canyon Resarvoir Conlract Renewal 2010 $0 $0 30 $o 50

G 4 San Marcos Additional Storage (ASA and/or Surface) 2000 $21,970,000 $21,370,000
G 4 San Marcas Demand Reduction {Conservation) {L-10 Mun.} 2000 $1,008,282 $1,008,282
G 4 San Marcos GBRA Canyon Reservoir Contract Renewal L2050 350 30

G 4  San Marcos Naw Colorado River Diversion Oplion 2030 $124,520,614 $124,528,614
G 4 San Marcos Purchase Waier from Major Provider 2000 $22,077,664 $22,077,664
G 5 Wimbarley Canyon Reservoir (G-24) 2050 $4,296,086 $0 $0 $4,396,086 $o

G 6 County-Othar {Comal County) ' Canyon Resarvoir - River Diversion {G-15C) 2000 $30,451,616 §30,451,618
G 6 County-Gther (Comal County) Carrizo Aquiter - Gonzates & Basirop (CZ-10D} 2030 $124,096,653 $124,086,663
fc) 6  Counly-Other {Comal County} Wastern Canyon Reagional Supply Projact 2000 $0 $0

G 7 Counly-Other (Guadalupe Counly)  Carrizo Aquiter - Gonzales & Bastrop (CZ-100) 2000 $29,368,384 %0 $0 $0 $29,366,384
G 7 County-Other (Guadatupe Counly)  Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project 2000 $0 $0 50 $0 30

G B8 County-Other (Hays Couniy) Canyon Reservoir {G-24) 2000 $7.121,659 $7,121,659
G 8 County-Other (Hays County} Hays/IH385 Water Supply Projsct 2000 $0 30

G 8 County-Othar {Hays County} New Colorado River Divarsion Oplion 2030 $11,320,783 $11,320,783
G 8 County-Other (Kendak County) Purchasa Waler fiom Major Provider 2000 $58,712,505 30 $0 $0 $58,712,505

Totals  $4,435,830,464 $432,269,834 $511,239,034 $3,090,312,762 $0834,278,668
Percentages 9.74 11.53 69.67 18.81

South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Area
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4.2 Aggregated Water User Groups

Water users of the county aggregated water user groups, such as irrigation, are private
individuals who must find their own sources of financing for implementation of water
management strategies to meet their needs. Among the sources of funding for irrigation water
conservation strategies are the TWDB Agricultural Water Conservation Loan Fund and private
lending institutions. The TWDB Agricultural Water Conservation LLoan Program is available to
individuals who reside in a soil and water conservation district, an underground water
conservation district, or an irrigation district, if the respective districts participate in the program.
In the past the Edwards Aquifer authority and underground water conservation districts located
in Region L have provided irrigation water conservation loans to farmers of their respective
regions. In addition, individuals can and do obtain loans from the private lending sector,

including banks.

Funding to implement weather modification strategies contained in the plan is provided
by the local sponsors, with cost sharing from the State. Funding for brush control is available on
a cost sharing basis from the Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board and the U. S.
Department of Agricultural Soil and Water Conservation programs, which the SCTRWPG

recommends be continued.

South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Area 4-6 H > 2
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5.1

Section 5
Policy Recommendations

Policy Recommendations on State Role in Infrastructure Financing

The Policy Recommendation Section of the Infrastructure Finance Report has the

framework suggested by the following TWDB guidance.

For the second element of the IFR, Senate Bill 2 (77™ Texas Legislature,
Regular Session) requires the RWPGs to develop a policy statement(s)
that answers the following question:

What is the proper role(s) for the State in financing water
supply projects identified in the approved regional water
plans? (Paraphrased from TWC §16.053(q)(2) added in
Senate Bill 2, 77" Texas Legislature, Regular Session)

For completing this element, Senate Bill 2 (77" Texas Legislature,
Regular Session) requires that RWPGs give particular attention to
proposed increases in the level of State Participation ... in funding for
regional water supply projects to meet needs beyond the reasonable
financing capability of local governments, regional authorities, and other
political subdivisions involved in building water infrastructure.

This section of the IFR considers the general policy questions involved in State

funding, the State’s role and funding source recommendations, and funds allocation for

the State Participation Program.

5.1.1 General Policy Considerations

A,

What is the proper role and goal of State assistance? What is the proper
balance between local and state funding? How should assistance be targeted?

During the policy discussions held while preparing the 2001 Regional Water Plan,

the SCT RWPG agreed on a recommendation for State funding for demonstration

projects that would have a statewide impact in enhancing knowledge about the feasibility

of innovative technologies. The RWPG did not reach consensus on a recommendation for

State funding of water management strategies to meet the needs of specific Water User

Groups. In addition, it is important to note that some SCTRWPG members have

5-1



expressed and emphasized that maintenance and upgrading of existing water
infrastructure involves significant costs for which there are no readily available sources

of funding, and further complicates the response to the questions being addressed here.

The basic policy question remains as to whether or not the State should play a
larger role in financing the recommended water management strategies of the Regional
Water Plans. If so, what criteria should be used to allocate financial assistance? Should
additional assistance be available to all water providers or just to those meeting certain
criteria, such as the size or financial capacity of the provider, location of a provider in an
area facing special conditions, such as rapid growth, unique restrictions on access to

water sources, lack of incorporated municipalities or other factors?

B. From what source should State funds be generated? What is the adequate
level of state assistance for the range of Texas communities?

One of the major problems limiting a significant expansion of State financing of
long-term water construction projects has been concern about creating a heavy burden for
future taxpayers. Under the State Participation Program, TWDB acquires a temporary,
interest 1n a project by selling state bonds. Since payments by the local sponsor are
deferred, TWDB must service the debt on its share of the project from other sources.
TWDB has had a little funding to use for this, but a major expansion of the program

would cause a draw on State general revenues, or another dedicated funding source.'

5.1.2 State Role and Funding Source Recommendations

The 2002 State Water Plan identifies numerous water management strategies for
the sixteen regional water-planning areas of the state. In addition to maintenance and
upgrading of existing water infrastructure, implementation of the water management
strategies included in the sixteen regional plans will cost in excess of $17 billion over 50

years.” During this time the state’s population is projected to grow from 21 million to 50

' At the present time, the TWDB has more than $2.5 billion of bonding authority for water infrastructure
purposes.

The cost for new infrastructure to meet water needs in Region L is approximately $4.44 billion, of which
90 percent is needed within the next 20 years. This is in addition to the costs of maintenance and upgrading
of existing water infrastructure,
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million. Texas’ economic growth over the next decade is expected to exceed the national
average. In order to maintain the state’s economic momentum and to provide for the
current and future quality of life needs for the citizens of Texas, safe and adequate water

resources must be provided.

The water management strategies identified in the sixteen regional water planning
areas of the state are as diverse as the state itself. The management strategies include
large regional projects, non-traditional projects, and small, local projects. In some cases,
local or regicnal funding is adequate for project implementation. Current TWDB
financial assistance programs may also be adequate to help implement some of the
identified strategies where current funding sources are adequate. However, a number of
the strategies, including many of the large regional projects and even more of the small,
local projects, will require some type of additional financial assistance. This necessitates

identification of additional funding sources and allocation mechanisms.

Several proposals have been made in recent years for funding sources that would

be dedicated to water construction needs. These include:

e appropriations of general revenue,

e repeal of the state's sales tax exemption on all retail water sales,

e asurcharge on all retail water bills statewide,

e water user fees,

e impact fees linked to land development parcels, and

e ad valorem tax.
Since no single funding source may adequately address all concerns of the varied
interests responsible for the regional water plans, an array of funding sources should be
investigated. However, the selected revenue or taxing methods should be subjected to

very careful evaluations that include estimates of revenues to be generated and upon

whom such revenue measures or taxes will fall.

The SCTRWPG recommends considering the following five criteria in selecting a
funding source:

¢ The funding source(s) collections should be universal, as all Texas citizens
and visitors to the state benefit from a thriving Texas economy;

¢ The funding source(s) collections should be equitable and pose no
disproportionate burden on any group of individuals or businesses;
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e The revenue from the funding source(s) should be dedicated to developing
and implementing the water management strategies identified in the state
water plan;

* Revenue stability should be considered in selecting the funding source(s)
as the financial needs are to be incurred over the next 50 years; and

» Administrative ease regarding collection and distribution should be
considered in funding source(s) selection (Table 5-1). The selected taxes
or fees should be subjected to very careful evaluations to include estimates
of revenues to be generated and upon whom such taxes or fees will fall.

5.1.3 Funds Allocation and the State Participation Program for Regional Water
Supply Projects
Along with the establishment of funding sources, the legislature should also
develop an allocation system to distribute the funds to the implementing entities. The
TWDB should remain as the main distribution vehicle through which funds are channeled

to develop regional and local water supply projects.

The current State Participation program has been designed to provide financial
assistance that may be necessary for water management strategies that exceed the
capacity of any one provider. For example, such projects would involve 1) supplying
multiple providers through a regional system and/or 2) supplying projected future growth
of a provider or providers that cannot at present afford to pay the full cost of system
expansion to meet that level of growth, without undue burden to existing rate payers.

TWDB’s description of the current State Participation program, is as follows:

“The State Participation Program enables TWDB to purchase a
temporary ownership interest in a regional project when local sponsors
are unable to assume the debt for an optimally sized facility. TWDB
may acquire ownership interests in the water rights or a co-ownership
interest in the property or treatment works. Currently, TWDB’s
participation is limited to a maximum of 50% of the project costs and
to the portion of the project designated as “excess” capacity. There 1s
also a requirement that the project cannot be reasonably financed
without state participation assistance, and that the optimum regional
development of the project cannot be reasonably financed without the
state participation.

“The loan repayments that would have been required, if the assistance
had been from a loan, are deferred. Ultimately, however, the cost of the
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funding 1s repaid to the Board based upon purchase payments, which
allow the Board to recover its principal and interest costs and issuance
expenses, etc., but on a deferred timetable.

“The intent of this program is to allow for optimization of regional
projects through limited State participation where the benefits can be
documented, and such development is unaffordable without State
participation. The goal is to allow for the "Right Sizing" of projects in
consideration of future growth.”

The SCTRWPG recommends the following modifications of the State

Participation Program:

1. State Role in Major Projects: The State should play a role, even one of ownership, in
major projects that transcend the scope of a single region, such as large scale desalination
projects, and share in costs of elements and parts of projects that are required in response
to Federal and State environmental protection actions, such as in the protection of spring
flows for endangered species of state and national importance.

2. Term of State Participation: The State’s lending program should be modified to offer
repayment periods that coincide with the expected life of projects.

3. Subsidies and Level of Funding: The State should offer more loans with subsidized
interest rates to the smaller water providers. Grants should also be expanded to enable
these systems to meet future growth.

4. Eligibility and Criteria for Funding: Eligibility and criteria could consider granting
fund allocation priority to entities that have demonstrated commitment to water
conservation by achieving low per capita use, and to projects that are environmentally
friendly. Regions with greater shortages should be given higher priority.

5. Alternative Funding: A graduated impact fee should be imposed on new development
to provide a source of funding for construction required by growth, rather than continued
reliance on general rate increases affecting all water users. The ability to repay loans
would thus increase as the need for water grew. A one-time connection fee would reflect
the impact of the growing population of the new development.

6. Incentives for Regional Systems: The State should use grants or deferred and/ or -
subsidized interest payments to create incentives for small systems to cooperate in
regional projects that would be more economical to build. A regional system could also
produce sufficient revenue to pay for upgrading technical and management systems for
the small providers. In order to prepare for regional cooperation, however, the small
systems need access to planning funds, which are now restricted to the large-scale
regional planning groups.
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5.2 Summary

In summary, the SCTRWPG believes that the state has a significant role to play in
providing financial assistance to help implement the regional water plans. The legislature
should investigate an array of funding sources to develop the financing mechanisms
necessary for the regional water plans implementation. The funding sources should be
universal, equitable, dedicated to state water plan implementation, have a stable revenue
base, and a high degree of administrative ease regarding collection and distribution. In
addition, the SCTRWPG recommends that the TWDB should remain the primary vehicle
through which funds are channeled to the entities implementing the projects in the state
water plan. Modifications to the State Participation Program should be considered to
provide more accessibility to funding, to encourage water conservation, and to promote

regionalization.
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Table 5-1: Comparisons of Potential Funding Sources

Easily
Funding Mechanism Universal Equitable Dedicated Stable Administered
Appropriations of The tax system that Would be as equitable | Special legislation This should be a Administration

General Revenue

generates general
revenue is applied
throughout the state
and would continue to
fall on taxpayers as is
the present case.

as present tax system.

would be needed to
dedicate revenues to

water funding accounts.

relatively stable source
of funding, but would
fluctuate as taxes vary
with changing
economic condittons.

would be very
easy as all the
collection and
enforcement
mechanisms are
already in place.

Apply sales tax to retail
sale of water

The sales tax would
apply to all retail sales
of water, regardless of
the source or method of
delivery. Surface
water, groundwater and
bottled water would all
be affected. Private
wells would not be
charged, nor would
wholesale sales. The
tax would hit higher-
priced utilities harder
than those with lower
prices. Municipalities
and other entities that
collect sales taxes
would also see an
increase in revenue.

Although sales taxes
are generally
regressive, because
water sales tend to
increase as income
increases a sales tax
applied to retail sales of
water would likely be
somewhat progressive.

The legislature would
have to pass special
legislation to dedicate
the portion of sales tax
revenues collected to
water projects, and
there would be
additional costs for the
comptroller.

This should be a very
stable source of income
as water use is year-
round and fairly
constant. Collections
during summer months
would likely be higher
than winter months.

Administration
would be very
easy as all the
collection and
enforcement
mechanisms are
already in place.
Some utilities and
cities would have
to begin collecting
the tax, but
because it is a
percentage of the
billing, there
should not be an
increase in
collection costs.

Apply water use
surcharge on retail
water bills

The surcharge would
apply to all retail sales
of water, regardless of
source or method of
delivery. Surface
waler, groundwater and

If the fee is charged
based on water
consumption, the fees
would be relatively
progressive, generally
collecting more money

A new fee or surcharge
would require special
legislation to
implement, and would
be fairly easy to
dedicate to water

This fee should be
fairly stable as water
use is year round, and
meters are already
identified by the
utilities.

This fee would
have to be
administered
primarily by water
utilittes. The
comptroller’s




Easily

Funding Mechanism Universal Equitable Dedicated Stable Administered
bottled water would all | from higher income projects. office may have to
be affected. Private households and create new

wells would not be
charged, nor would
wholesale sales. The
fee would apply based
entirely on water
consumption, so the
prices charged by
individual utilities
would not affect the fee
income generated.

businesses. If the fee is
based on meter size
regardless of use, the
fee may actually be
relatively regressive.

collection and
enforcement
programs separate
from those used
for sales tax
collections.

Direct water use fees

These fees would be
applied to all raw water
deliveries, regardless of
the source. It would
apply to both surface
water and groundwater,
but would only apply to
bottled water indirectly,
and then only if the
source was inside
Texas.

Because the fee is
based on raw water
deliveries, it is
equitable across types
of use. But because
purveyors would
decide how to pass on
the cost to the ultimate
consumer it is not
possible to determine if
the final impact is
equitable.

These fees would be
created by special
legistation and could
easily be dedicated to
water infrastructure.

Raw water is taken on a
regular basis, so the
fees should be
relatively stable.

The comptrolier’s
office would have to
create new collection
and enforcement
programs separate from
those used for sales tax
collection, and would
have to identify all
water wholesalers
throughout the state,
Although this method
requires collections
from a much smaller
number of entities than
either retail option, the
administration
represents an entirely
new program.




Funding Mechanism

Universal

Equitable

Dedicated

Stable

Easily
Administered

Impact fees on new
development

These fees would only
apply to new
developments and
would not have any
impact on existing
users. The fees would
apply regardless of the
source water used in
the development.

Some argue this is the
only equitable means of
financing new water
supplies, because the
existing users are not
creating the new
demand and therefore
should not have to pay
for the new
development. Others
argue the “rising tide
lifts all boats” and
everyone benefits from
growth,

These fees would be
created by special
legislation and could
easily be dedicated to
water infrastructure.

Although growth and
development occur on a
regular basis, it does
not occur uniformly
throughout the year or
throughout the state.
The stability of the
income is dependent on
new development
occurring.

The comptroller’s
office would have
to create new
collection and
enforcement
programs separate
from those used
for sales tax
collection, and
would have to
identify all new
developments
throughout the
state.

Ad Valorem property
taxes

Property taxes would
apply throughout the
state, and collect more
funds from higher
valued property.

Property taxes are
charged against all
property regardless of
whether that property
benefits from new
water supplies.

These taxes would be
created by special
legislation and could
easily be dedicated to
water infrastructure.

Property tax collections
are very stable.

A statewide
property tax would
require new
administration for
collection and
enforcement.




Section 6
Public Comment

At the March 21, 2001 SCTRWPG Public Meeting at which the Infrastructure Financing
report was presented and discussed, the following Comments from the Public were made:

Kirk Patterson: “Facilitate the receipt of these public comments to the legislature for me.
Historically, optimal size has worked. SAWS can raise their own money. Then the
accountability remains local. Someone on a state or national level will be inefficient. New
development in California has to pay a huge impact fee. Do not make old ratepayers subsidize
new growth by raising their taxes.”

Myron Hess:  “How should assistance be targeted? If there is state funds involved, then they
should target the least environmentally sensitive projects and increased conservation.”

Carol Patterson: “there should be some sort of structure to fund the most efficient ideas. The
state revolving fund does not have any accountability toward project choice. SAWS customers
are facing a large (400%) rate increase to implement this plan. Water Quality—There should be
additional concerns over payments. There needs to be accountability toward lower costs and
environmental projects.”
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Appendix A

Example Survey Package




The Honorable Estanislado 7. Martinez
Mayor, City of Carrizo Springs

308 W. Pena St.

Carrizo Springs, TX 78834

Dear Mayor Martinez:

We need to ask your help in completing a survey that the Texas Legislature has directed us to conduct
about the financing of future improvements to local water systems. The answers to the surveys, now being
conducted across the state, may result in new forms of State financial assistance. We think this could be
an important step in helping achieve future goals for water development, and your ideas about the best
role for State financing are critical to the effectiveness of this Infrastructure Financing Survey.

The Legislature wants to find out what form and amount of State financial assistance would be required to
implement all 16 Regional Water Plans approved over the summer by the Texas Water Development
Board. The TWDB requires us to send you the enclosed survey form with the four questions exactly as
worded so that they can compile the results for their state-wide report to the Legislature.

As you will recall, the TWDB approved the South Central Texas Regional Water Plan on July 18 of this
year. That plan, as required by State law, included a specific water management strategy for every
municipality, like Carrizo Springs, with a need for water over the next fifty years that could not be met
from the municipal system available at this time. The plan also includes a projected cost for building and
for operating that additional capacity during the fifty-year planning period. Attached to the survey form is
a copy of the portions of the Regional Water Plan that detail the recommended water management
strategy for Carrizo Springs.

We realize that many municipalities and water provider organizations are already implementing water
system improvements that may differ somewhat from the strategies contained in the Regional Water Plan.
Costs and specifications, for example, may not match up for a number of reasons, or the need may be met
through a water provider organization that handles the capital investment and operation itself. You may
have questions about these or other issues, and therefore, we will be holding two meetings to answer
questions that may arise in responding to the survey. The first meeting is scheduled on December 5" at
2:30 p.m. in association with the ACOG meeting being held at the Omni San Antonio Hotel (located at
9821 Colonnade Blvd., Ph# 210-691-8888). The second meeting is scheduled on December 13" at 9:00
a.m. in the San Antonio River Authority Board Room (located at 100 East Guenther Street in San
Antonio, Ph# 210-227-1373). You are invited and are welcome to attend either of the meetings.

I ask your full cooperation in completing the Infrastructure Financing Survey and returning it to
Moorhouse Associates by December 31, 2001. Once we have all the survey forms, we wiil compile the
information in a table format (as specified by the TWDB) as part of a written report. You will receive a
copy of this report.

Thank you for your assistance.

Evelyn Bonavita, Chair
South Central Texas Regional Water Planning Group



ATTACHMENT A

Water Plan for Carrizo Springs

5.3.7.3 City of Carrizo Springs

The City of Carrizo Springs’ current water supply is obtained from the Carrizo Aquifer.
The City of Carrizo Springs is projected to need additional water supplies beginning in the year

2000. The following options were considered to meet the city’s projected need:

s Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.)
e Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a)

Working within the planning criteria established by the SCTRWPG and the TWDB, it is
recommended that the City of Carrizo Springs implement the following water supply plan to
meet the projected need for the city (Table 5.3.7-4).

s Municipal demand reduction (conservation) to be implemented in 2000. This project

can provide an additional supply of up to 34 acft/yr. (See Errata Sheet, Attachment E,
Table A).

¢ Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a) to be implemented in 2000. This project
can provide additional supplies of 500 acft/yr in 2000, 1,000 acft/yr in 2010,
1500 acft/yr in 2020 and 2030, and 2,000 acft/yr in 2040 and 2050.

Table 5.3.7-4.
Recommended Water Supply Plan for the City of Carrizo Springs

2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
(acft/yr) (acft/yr} {acftiyr) (acftiyr) (acft/yr) (acft/yr)

Projected Need (Shortage) 138 405 649 1,054 1,479 1,959

Hecommended Plan

Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.) 8 29 34 26 30 34
Carrizo Aguifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a) 500 1,000 1,500 1,500 2,000 2,000
Total New Supply 508 1,029 1,534 1,526 2,030 2,034

The costs of the recommended plan to meet the City of Carrizo Springs’ projected need

are shown in Table 5.3.7-5.




Table 5.3.7-5.
Recommended Plan Costs by Decade for the City of Carrizo Springs

Fian Element 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 Mun.)
Annual Cost (3/yr) $2,088 $6,902 $7,378 $2.678 $2,760 $2,788
Unit Cost ($/acft) $261 $238 $217 $103 $92 $82
Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a)
Annual Cost ($/yr) 564,500 $129,000 | $193,500 | $156,000 | $183,000 | $183,000
Unit Cost ($/acft) $129 $129 $129 $104 $92 $92




ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Carrizo Springs
Contact Person: Title:
Telephone: E-mail:

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75 Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary to ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77" Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: - 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405

Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggie @moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.




Recommended Water Management Strategies for

The City of Carrizo Springs

Strategy
Political Implementation Total
Subdivision Strategy Date Capital Cost
DEMAND
City of Carrizo REDUCTION
Springs (CONSERVATION) 2000 $128,922
{L-10 MUN}
CARRIZO
City of Carrizo AQUIFER - LOCAL
Springs SUPPLY 2000 $2,073,544
(SCTN-2a)
Total $2,202,466




WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Carrizo Springs
Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction {(Conservation) (L-10 MUN)
Capital Cost': $128,922

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost 1s the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

" Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and interest during construction.



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Carrizo Springs
Water Management Strategy Name: Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a)
Capital Cost': $ 2,073,544

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

2. H you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

" Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities sufficient to meet peak day needs; engineering, legal, and
contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land acquisition; and interest during
construction.
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IFR Survey Recipients

File Name Recipient CcC Notes
1 |Bexar Met_HW Park Mayor Burris Mayor 01/02/02 Received completed survey from Bexar Met. Faxed to Herb
Wulte and  |Grubb.
Bexar Met
2 [Bexar Met_BMWD (Other Subdivisions) [Tom Moreno CRWA & [01/02/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.
. GBRA

3 |Bexar Met_Castle Hills Mayor Seyfarth Bexar Met [12/13 Competed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

4 Bexar Met_Somerset Mayor Gonzales  [Bexar Met [12/28 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

5 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Alamo Heights Mayor Biechlin None 12/31 Completed survey received and faxed to Her Grubb.

6 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Balcones Heights |Mayor Rodriguez  |SAWS 1/4/02 Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce.

7 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Bexar Cty Rural Judge Wolff. GBRA 11/28 Survey mailed.; 12/27Spoke with Ruth. Survey was given to Gabe

Areas (Cty Other) Perez. Left message for him to call. Ruth called back. They needed
another survey. Faxed it to them. 2/11/02 Spoke with her about the
survey and deadline. She said she would check on it and call me back.

8 Bexar Reg Wat Prov_China Grove Mayor Dunk SAWS 1/4/02 Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce.

9 Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Converse Mayor Martin None 11/30 Mailed survey.; 12/11 Spoke with Sam Hughes, City manager.
Faxed him the survey.; 12/26 Left maessage for Mr. Hughes regarding the
survey and deadline. Spoke with Trisha. 2/11/02 Spoke with Trisha. Mr.
Hughes in a meeting. Told her deadline was 2/13/02 for return of survey.

10 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Elmendorfi Mayor Slaughter  |SAWS 1/4/02 Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce.

11 |Bexar Heg Wat Prov_F1. Sam Houston  |Phillip Reidinger None 01/23/02 Received letter stating that they would be unable to comply with
our request for information.

12 {Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Helotes Mayor Hodges SAWS 1/4/02 Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce.

13 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Kendall Cty (Other) JJudge Gooden. GBRA 12/12 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

14 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Kirby Mayor Martin None 12/28 Completed survey received and faxed ta Herb Grubb.

15 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Lackland AFB Ronald Schraven |None 01/23/02 Received letter stating that they would be unable to comply with
our request for information,

16 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Leon Valley Mayor Meffert SAWS 12/21 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

17 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Live Oak Mayor Edwards SAWS 12/27 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

18 [Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Olmos Park Mayor Dubinski SAWS 12/27 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

19 (Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Randoiph AFB None 01/23/02 Received letter stating that they would be unable to comply with

Janie Gunter

our request for information.




20 Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Shavano Park Mayor Peyton None 01/03/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

21 {Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Terrill Hills Mayor Matthews  [SAWS 12/13 Competed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

22 |Bexar Reg Wat Prov_Universal City Mayor Becken None 12/28 Compileted survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

23 |Carrizo Aquifer_Atascosa Rural Area Judge Herber None 12/27 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

24 |Carrizo Aquifer_Carrizo Springs Mayor Martinez  |None 12/26 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

25 |Carrizo Aquifer_Floresville Mayor Ramirez None 12/17 completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb,

26 |Carrizo Aquifer_Lockhart Mayor Sanders None 12/27 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

27 [Edwards Transfers_Castroville Mayor Hancock None 01/02/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

28 (Edwards Transfers_Devine Mayor Lopez None 02/13/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

29 |Edwards Transfers_Hondo Mayor Barden None 12/28 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

30 |[Edwards Transfers_LaCoste Mayor Keller None 12/4 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

31 |Edwards Transfers_Lytle Mayor Fincher None 02/12/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb

32 l[Edwards Transfers_Medina Cty Rural Judge Montgomery |None 12/28 Comgleted survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

Areas (Cty Other)

33 |Edwards Transfers_Sabinal Mayor Wisnieski  [None 12/31 Completed survey received and faxed to Her Grubb.

34 [Edwards Transfers_Uvalde Mayor Garza None 11/30 Survey mailed.; 12/10 Spoke with Rachael. Faxed copy of survey to
Mayor and City Manager.; 12/27 Spoke with Michael Samarripa. Left
message for City Manager to cal me. Mayor out of the office. 2/11/02 Left
message for City manager o call me regarding survey and deadline.
Mayor and Water supt. Out of office.

35 [GBRA Contract Renewal_Kyle Mayor Adkins GBRA 11/30 Survey mailed.; 12/11 Left message for Minerva Falcon regarding
survey and meeting on 12/13.; 12/27 Spoke with Ms. Falcon. She did
not know of the survey. Faxed it to her and she will respond asap.
2/11/02 Left voice mail. Asked her to call me and told her about the
deadline of 2/13/02 for return of survey.

36 |GBRA Contract Renewal_Port Lavaca  |Mayor Davila GBRA 01/14/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

37 [Implementation Phase_Fair Oaks Ranch |Mayor Gaubatz GBRA 12/26 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

TBB Implementation Phase_Schertz Mayor Baldwin None 01/18/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

39 Implementation Phase_Seguin Mayaor None 01/11/02 Compgleted survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.

Stautzenberger
40 [Maj Prov_Bexar MWD Tom Moreno Bexar Met, [01/02/02 Compieted survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.
CRWA &
GBRA
41 iMaj Prov_SAWS Gene Habiger SAWS &  [12/28 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.
GBRA
ErProjected Needs_Boerne Mayor Heath GBRA 12/28 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.




43 |Projected Needs_Comal County Other  |[Judge Scheel CRWA & [11/30 Survey mailed.; 12/28 Spoke to Debbie, Secretary to Judge. Judge
GBRA is out of the office until 1/7/2. She doesn't know anything about the
survey, nor does the Finance Dept. Faxed her the survey. She said she
would give it to the Judge when he returned. 02/11/02 Spoke with
Debbie, Secretary to the Judge. She does not know what happened to
the survey. Faxed it to her again and she said she would give it to him but
could not promise anything. Told her about the deadline.
44 IProjected Needs_Garden Ridge Mayor Feibelman [(GBRA 01/18/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.
45 |Projected Needs_Guadalupe Cty Rural  |Judge Sagebiel CRWA 01/02/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.
Areas (Cty Other)
46 iProjected Needs_Hays Cty Rural Areas |Judge Powers CRWA & [11/28 Survey mailed.; 12/27 Left voice mail regarding survey and _
{Cty Other) GBRA deadiine. Lorraine, County Secretary, returned my call. Judge is out of
town until after new year. | faxed her the survey and asked her to try and
get it complete by end of next week. 02/11/02 out of office. Left message
for her to call me and about the deadline.
47 |Projected Needs_Maj Prov_New Wesley Hamff, NB |GBRA 02/12/02 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb
Braunfels Water Utilities
48 |Projected Needs_Maj Prov_San Marcos |Larry Gilley, City  |GBRA 11/30 Survey mailed.; 12/27Spoke with Janis Hendrix, City Secretary.
Manager Tom Tagger, Dir. Of Water/iwastewater has completed the portions he
could and sent it on to Bill White, Dir. Of Finance. He has it now and will
try to get it to us by first week of 2002/ 02/11/02 Left voice mail for Mr.
L White regarding deadline for survey return,
49 |Projected Needs_Wimberley Mayor Hewlett GBRA 12/28 Completed survey received and faxed to Herb Grubb.
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'ALAMO HEIGHTS S168.i08.00

_I T ' ) i Possibly finance thiough Stale or Federal funds such as
;PURCHASE,{FAﬁ.[IC|P,,A.TE w REGlONALWA[ER PROVIDER(S) i 83,127, 7124365.%““ — Zm $119,306.00 Unknown $11,810,760.00 grants.

|ALAMO HEIGHTS. e 2000
: | | |
'BALGONES HEIGHTS DEMAND REDUGTION (CONSERVATION) (L-10MUN) $99,572.008 2ooo§ o o 3 * Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02

BALCONES HEIGHTS PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S) o i o o * ncluded in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02
BIG WELLS DEMAND AEDUGTION (CONSERVATION) (L-10 MUN)

{BOERNE EMAND REDUCTION (CONSER (L0 MUN) $156,478.00 $156,478.00 $0.00

{BOERNE ROVIDER) o o ) $8,399,500.00 $8,389,500.00 $0.00 Financed from revenua bond issue.

‘BOERNE WESTERN CANYON REGIONAL WATER SUPELY PROJECT NA i NA NA {Project Is in the implementation phase,

Would consider these additional funding sources: 1)
Texas Water Development Board, 2) Rural
Devebpman1 3) Economic Development

4) Texas Oep of Housing &
ICARRAIZO SPRINGS _.CARRIZO AQUIFER - LOGAL SUPPLY (SCTN-2A) b 51483100000, 20000 $414,700.00 $829,400.00 $1,24410000  Community Atfalrs.
Would consider thesa additional lunding sources: 1)

Texas Water Development Board, 2) Rural
Development; 3) Economic Developmant
Adminisiration; 4) Texas Depariment of Housing &

/CARRIZOSPRINGS ‘084 ‘21 DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L-3OMUN) .8 . 000 $38,600.00 $51,500.00 §77.400.00 Community Affairs.
:DEMAND REDUCTION _ . o X $100,994 00 NIA WA
) ) X $2,082,617.00 $2,982,517.00 5,965,033 00
BEMAND REDUETION {CONSERVATION) {L-10 MUN; e D : 9 $0.00 $0.00 $56,187.00 City does not anticipate a shortage (need).
ION THANSFERS (L-15) o X N $0.00 $0.00 $0 00 Clly does no| anlicipale a shortage {need).
0 H o o i Inchxded in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 174/02. ;
o : [ i [ " Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4102. |
H H H
au $7,378.00 $7,378.00 $66,404.00
" EDWARDS IRRIGATION TRANSFERS (L8}~ N o 2000 £0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Mo expendilures required.
_ 'DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) {L-10 MUN)
o { [t { o ' Incthuded in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, /4002 |
$15,021.00 $16,021.00 $0.00

The Cily ol Fair Oaks Ranch plans lo participate in lhe
Westarn Canyon Regional Supply Project. This
Regional Watar Provider project would duplicate the
surface waler provided from Canyon Lake and is not
réquired o salisly our projecled needs. It \he Canyon

: Lake project is not implementad this avenue would have

AROAKSRANCH (015 19 'PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S) $000 ... 2000 $0.00 $0.00 NA 1o be considered

I This projact is expecied to be funded by issuing Bords |
‘supporled by the project participants. The costs of |
{extending the facilities internally within Fair Oaks Ranch|

AIR OAKS RANCH WESTERN CANYON REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY PROJECT $0.00 2000; * H * * :will ba borne by the Utilities' customersiratepaysrs.

AIROAKS RANCH """ """ 1046 119" DEMAND REDUCTION {CONSERVATION) (L-10 MUN) ) §i5021.00 3000 $15,021.00 $15,021 00 $0.00

! Tha City of Fair Oaks Ranch plans lo parlicipate in the

: Weslern Canyon Regiona! Supply Project. This
Regional Water Provider project would duplicate the:
surfaca waler provided from Canyon Lake and is nol
required 1o salisfy our projecied needs. |l the Canyon
Lake project is nat implemented this avenue wouid hava
$0.00, 2000 $0.00 $0.00 A 10 ba considered.

FAIR OAKS AANGCH

his project is axpacied lo be funded by issuing Bonds !
! suppored by the project panlicipants. The costs ot
H ;extending the lacilities internatly within Fair Oaks Ranch
2000 * - * ‘will be borna by the Utilities’ customers/ralepayers.

2000 $15.021.00 $15,021.00 $0.00

FAIR OAKS RANCH ‘
FAIROAKS RANCH " " ™

The City of Fair Oaks Ranch plans lo parlicipale in the
Wastern Canyon Regional Supply Piojecl. This
Regional Waler Provider project would duplicate the
surface water provided lrom Canyon Lake and is not
required to satisfy our projected neads. It the Canyon
Laka project is not implemented this avenue would have

[FAIROAKSRANCH 130 19 'PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONALWATERPROVIDERIS) | f000 2000 $0.00 $0.00 WA 10 be considered.
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;WESTERN CANYON REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY PRO
{CARRIZO AOUIF F\ LOCAL SUPPLY (SCTN—ZA)

{FAIR GAKS RANCH
FLORESVILLE

FLORESVILLE
FORT SAMHOUSTON
FORT SAMHOUSTON
‘GARDEN RIDGE

; ARDEN RIDGE
{GOLIAD o
{BONZALES
{HELOTES

‘HELOTES ™
HILLTGUNTAY VILLAG
L[ COUNTRY VILLAGE

HILL COUNTRY VILLAGE 3
HOLLVWOOD PARK 3
HOLLYWOOD PARK

PURCHAS E/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL

:lthm' AGUIFER - BEXAR [BMwO} ™
l

HOLLYWOOU PARK

HONDO L w;DEMAND REDUGCTION (CONSERVATION) (L4OMUN}

HONDO ‘EDWARDS IRHIGATION THANSFERS {L-15)
JOUHDANTON

KENEDY

KIRBY _
KYLE

KYLE ...
LA PRYOR

LAVERNIA
LACKLAND Al
LACKLAND AFB
LACOSTE

PUHCHASE/PAHT'UPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S]
DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) {L-10 MUN)

|

LEON VALLEY

) ’PURCHASE(PARTICWATE Wi AEGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S)
| LVEOQAK | PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S)
LOCKHART | )
| WiliNg™ ™~

INEW BRAUNFELS SGANYON RESERVOIR - RIVER DIVERSION (G-15C)

INEW BRAUNFELS {CARRIZO AQUIFER - GONZALES & BASTROP (Z.100)

q

H
!CAHRIZO AQUIFER - GONZALES & BASTROP (CZ-10D)
BEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L 10MUN)
GBF(A CANYON RESEHVOIR CONTRACT RENEWAL

| INEW BRAUNFELS _
“NEW BRAUNFELS T aas 18
INEW BRAUNFELS ig46 118

2040,

Pags 2

$100,000.00

$1,250.000.00
$33,815.00

o
o
$97,176.00
$5,368,530.00
NA

$100,230.20
$0.00

$1,000.00

50.00

$1,800,000.00

$6,567,000.00

$0.00
$0.00
NA

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$864,886.00
$0.00

$100.000.00

$1,250,000.00
$33,815.00

0*
o
WA
$5,368,530.00
NA

$100,230.00
$0.00

3000

$1,800,000.00

$6,567,000.00

50.00
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$964 £86.00
$0.00

$616.466.00

$2,013,226 00
$0.00

o
o
NiA
$10,737,060.00
NA

$400,920 00
$0.00

$17,392.00

$233,003.00

$2,972,026.00

$0.00

$39,149.00
$0.00
N/A

$15.106,000.00

$58,640,006.00

$66.211,169.00

30.00
$0.00
$0.00

his project is expecied to be funded by issuing Bonds |
supported by the projecl parlicipants. The costs ol
xtending the tacilities internally within Fair Oaks Ranch

.will be borne by the Ulilities’ cusiomers/ratepayers

Unable to provide requested Information
Unabie 1o provide requested information.
Olhen)

i Included in SAWS rasponse as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02
Included in SAWS sesponse as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02

i Projsct is in the implemantation phase.

Ses response for Hill Country Village.

See response for Hilt Country Village.

See response tor Hill Country Village.

The City would rely on the Community Davelopmenl
Block Granit Program and the TWDB for addilional
funding.

The City of Kirby (s unabla 10 provide ihe requasted
information.

Unable (o provida requesied informalion.
Unable to provide requesled information.

Leon Valley has already adopled toflet rebate and high
efliciency washing machinae rebata programs along with
feak deteclion and other waler managemant sirategies.
All other casl would require stale rebale programs
Funding wouid require thal new customers paricipale in
supply acquistion cost Of thal the Slale subsidize the
tunding of lulure supplies

Unabie to provide requesied Information,

Lylle wished to parlicipate in any Stata funded
conservalion program. Al the presan! lima, the City has
conservalion maeasures in place, bul cannot afford the
programs discussed in this survey.

Will pursue whatever Slala funding is avallable at the
time. The revenues gonaraled by the City water system
are inadequate and is subsidized by electric revenusas,

Will pursua whatever Stale lunkiing s availabls al the
tma. The revenues gensraled by the City water system
are inadequate and is subsidized by electric revenuss.

Will pursue whatever Stata funding is available al ihe
time, Tha revenues generated by the City water syslam
are inadaquate and is subsidized by electric ravenuss.



NEW BRAUNFELS 094 18 ADDITIONAL STORAGE (ASR AND/OR SURFACE), 2000
$9.00, ... 2000
ROP (CZ:100) 30.00 2040
NEW BRAUNFELS 18 [CARRIZO AQUIFER - GONZALES & BASTROP (CZ.100) __S000 2040
NEW BRAUNFELS 18" IGBRA CANYON RESERVOIA CONTRACT RENEWAL 30,00 2001
OLMOS PARK 1015119 'DEMAND REQUCTION (CONSERYATION) {L-10 MUN) $60.814.00 2000
OLMOS PARK 015 19 PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S) 3000
PEARBALL DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L-10 MUN) 117 689 00
PLEASANTON DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L-1d MUN) 3197386100
GBRA CANYON RESERVOIR CONTRACT RENEWAL 5000 "
“TDEMAND REDUCTION (conssnvmow; {10 MUNy $56.700 60
247 1% DEMAND REDUCTION (¢ (110 MUN) $37,628.00
615 118 DEMAND REDUCTION (C SER )} (L-10 ML) §78,76766 " 200
8157119 " PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER BAGVIBERIS) 5000 2000
196 120 IDEMAND RECUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L-10 MUN) $izies00 R
3 232 21 DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSEHVATION) {L-10 MUN) $38,624.00¢
SABINAL 23231 |EDWARDS IRRIGATION TRANSFERS (L-15) T $0.00
SANANTONIO 1015 118 AQUIFER STORAGE & RECOVERY - REGIONAL (SCTN-14) $115,402,000.00 2000
SANANTONIO . ...[0¥6 18 DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L:10 MUN) $50.86562000 . .2000
SAN ANTONIO 015 19 PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S) §006 2000
SAN ANTONIO 015 19 IPURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S)  s000 2000
'SAN ANTONIO PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S) _ $0.00, - 2000
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$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
3$0.00

N/A

$0.00
$0.00

$115,402,000.00

§50,865,629.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

N/A

$0.00
$0.00 .

$115,402,000.00

$50,865,629.00

50.00

$0.00

30.00

$0.00
$0.00

NA

$38,624.00
$0.00

$0.00

$2,284,122,507.00

$0.00

Wil pursue whatever State funding is available at the
time. The revenues generated by the City watar system
are inadequale and is subsidized by elecliric revenues.

Will pursue whatever State lunding is available at tha
lima. Tha revenuss ganarated by (he City waler system
are inad le and is i by eleciric r

Will pursue whatever State funding is available at the
tima. The revenues generaled by the Cily water system
are inadequate and is subsidized by electric revenues.

Will pursue whalever Stale funding is availabla af the
time. The revenues generaled by the City walar system
are inadequale and is subsidized by electric revenues

Qimos Park contracts with SAWS for waler sarvice
SAWS pays the City a 2% Iranchise fee annually,
approximately $8,000 [e $10,000. The City has no
control over water rales.

Olmos Park conlracts with SAWS lor water service
SAWS pays the Cily a 2% franchise fee annually,
approximalely $8,000 to $10,000. The City has no
conlro! over water rales,

There are no capital cosls associalad with this strategy

Unable lo provide requested information.
Unable lo provide requested information.

Could tinance through grants and/or low interest loans,

SAWS lacal ASR Preject Is currently under dasign. This
project will be tunded through tha axisting water supply
oo,

SAWS continues lo have ona of the mosl aggressive
Censarvalion Programs in the couniry. SAWS is
commilted to continue his program info the fulure and
has a tunding mechanism in ptace to meet these goals,
Dus to a federat lawsuil that was liled te protect
endangered species, the Edwards Aquifer is now a
limited resource. This has inilialed SAWS 10 develop
allernalive supplies to meal exisling and lulure waler
needs. SAWS has already begun thal waler resources
development program and has a tunding mechanism in
placs 10 fund water supply projects over the next Hive
years. However, SAWS will be aclively secking federal
and stale dollars to Yessen the rate impacts to our
customers.

Due 10 & lederal lawsuil thal was filed 10 prolect
endangered species, the Edwards Aquifer is now a
limited resource. This has initlated SAWS to develop
alternative supplies to meel existing and fulute waler
needs. SAWS has already begun that water rasources
development program and has a funding mechanism in
place lo fund waler supply projecls over the next five
years. However, SAWS will be actively seeking federal
and stale dollars 10 tessen the rala impacts 1o our
cuslomars.,

Due to a federal lawsuit thal was filed 1o prolect
endangered species, the Edwards Aquifer is now a
limited resource. This has initiated SAWS 10 develop
allernalive supplies 10 meet existing and future water
needs. SAWS has already begun thal walef resources
development program and has a funding mechanism in
place 10 fund water supply projects over the next five
years. Howaver, SAWS will be aclively seeking federal
and stale dollars to lessen lhe rale impacts o our
cusiomers.



SAN ANTONIO

SAN ANTONIO

SAN ANTONIO

SAN ANTOMIO

SAN ANTONIO _
SAN ANTONIO

SanmMaRcos T

SAN MARCOS
SAN MARCOS

015

s

19 -

018,

015
95,
106

01511

19
19

... SMSBORO AQUIFER (SCIN-3C)

_!SIMSBORO AQUIFER (SCTN-3C)

PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDERS)

SAWS RECYCLED WATER PROGRAM

SIMSBORO AQUIFER (SCTN:3C) .

WESTERN CANYON REGIONAL WATEFI "SUBPLY PROJECT

1ONAL STOHAGE {ASR ANDIOR SURFACE)

SAN MARCOS

SAN MARCOS
SCHERTZ .o

SCHERTZ
SCHERTZ

SCHERTZ
SCHERTZ .

SCHERTZ

SEGUIN

SEGUIN

SHAVANC PARK

105

e
R

SN

18

18

19

$0.00 2000

S e 32002100000 2018
. $0.00) 2000

. $0.00 2000

$389,394,583.00 2000!

50,00 2000

$21,670,000 00 2000

$1,000,282 50 3366

T 3047
2085

22,077,684 00 2000

SERVATION) (L-10 MUN) $37 387007 2000
$0.00 2000

SCHERTZ-SEGUIN WATER SUPPLY PROJECT (CARRIZO)

DEMAND REDUCTION {CONSERVATION) (10 MUN)

:SCHERTZ-SEGUIN WATER SUPPLY PROJECT (CARRIZO)

DEMAND REDUGTION (CONSERVATION) (L-30 MUN)

) ;nggnr‘z-SEGum‘nggn SUPPLY PROJECT (CARRIZO} $0.00 2000
094 :18 foe_wmqﬁaopgtrqn {CONSERVATION) (L-10 MUN) $445,612 00 2000,
094 (18 ASCHEHTZ -SEGUIN WATER SUPPLY PROJECT (CARRIZO) $0.00 2000
|
L1519 :lD_EMAND AEDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L-40 MUN) $32,826 00 2000
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$0.00

$425,000,000.00

$0.00

$0.00

$000
N/A

$27.257.00

N/A
$50,223.00

N/A
$50,222.00

NA

$0.00

NA

$0.00

$125,000,000.00

$0.00

$0.00
NA

$27,267.00

NA
$50,223.00

NA
$50.222.00

N/A

N/A

$0.00

$0.00

$84,231.000.00

$389.394,583 00

$389,394,583 00

$0.00
NA

$0.00

N/A
$0.00

N/A
$0.00

NA

$445 612,00

N/A

$32,826.00

iProject is in the implementalion phase. City's share is
{$25,500,000,

{This project has already been funded by the Cities of
:Seguin and Schenz and bonds 10 finance the praject
‘have been issued.

Due 1o a federat lawsuil that was filed to protect
endangeted species, the Edwards Aquifer is now a
limited resourca. This has initiated SAWS 1o develop
allernative supplies to meel existing and fulure water
needs. SAWS has already begun that waler resources
development program and has a funding mechanism in
place 10 fund watar supply projects over the naxt frva
years. Howavear, SAWS will be actively seeking lederal
and state dollars te lessen the rate impacis lo our
cuslomers.
SAWS current 35,000 acltyr recycled water program is
98% constructed and had been funded through exisiing
rates and waler supply fee. However, the additional
cas! for the expansion of the project is nol currently
funded.
Due Lo a federat lawsuit that was fited to protect
endangered species, the Edwards Aquiter is now &
limiled resource. This has initiated SAWS o davelop
alternalive supplies lo meel existing and future water
needs. SAWS has already begun that waier resources
development program and has a funding mechanism in
place to fund waler supply projacts over the nexi five - *
years. However, SAWS will be aclively seeking federal
and slate dollars lo jessen the rate impacis to our
CusIOmers.
Due lo a federal lawsuil ihat was fifed 10 protect
andangered species, Ihe Edwards Aquiler is now a
fimilad resource. This has inflialed SAWS 10 develop
alternalive supplies lo meet existing and huture walar
needs. SAWS has ailready begun that water resources
develapment prograrn and has a tunding mechanism in
place to lund waler supply projects over Ihe next five
yaars. Howaever, SAWS will be aclively seeking faderal
and stala dollars (0 Jessen the rate impacts te our
customers.
Due lo a federal lawsuit lhat was fited to protect

1 species, the Ei ds Aquifer is now a
lcmllad resource. This has iniliated SAWS to develop
alternalive supplies 10 mael exisling and hiure watar
needs. SAWS has already begun Ihat waler resourcas
development program and has a lunding mechanism in
place to fund watar supply projects over the nexi five
years. However, SAWS will ba actively seeking lederal
and stale dollars 10 lessen the rate impacts Lo our
customers.

iProject is in the Implementation phasa.

iProject Is in the implementatior phasa. Gity's share is

Pro]e:l is in Ihe implementation phase. Cily's share is
1$25,500,000.

Tha Cily of Seguin was niot aware of the Demand
Reduction Project and ils eslimated $445 612 cost, *
therefore it has not been discussed and they ate unable
to make a financial commilment at this lime.

Demand reduction (conservalion programs) have bean
implemented and are showing positive rasults. Cosls to
continue the program are minimal and should requira no
outside asslstance.



SHAVANO PARK
SOMERSET 77
STOCKDALE
TERRELL HILLS
TERRELLHILLS
UNIVERSAL CITY
UNIVERSAL CITY
OVALGE T
UVALDE
VICTORNA
VICTORIA
WAELDER

WIMBERLEY

COUNTY-OTHER .

{COUNTY-OTHER
'COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COunTV-OTHER "
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER

WINDCREST

19

19

S
19

i DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L 10 MUN)

105

Ui

015
015

s

015

015"

18

19

L

19

"9.:.” )
19

19

CANYCN RESERVOIA (G-24)

DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION] (i-T0 MON)

PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIGNAL WATER PROVIDER(S) $0.00. 2000

{CARRIZO AQUIFER - BEXAR & GUADALUPE (BMWD) $0.00 2000

{DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION] (110 MUN) $31,552.00 2000
$103,720.00

/i REGIONAL WATER PROVIDERS) $000

\ SERVATION) ({10 M §912,059.00
ICHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER $0.00

pEMAw_fqepuqr‘lpur(coqss_nunou; it- 10 MUNj §200207000 2000

0,00 2000

0.90 2000

$0.00 2000

§i7,984.00 #500)

$14,814,809.00 2050/

315300 2000

ICARRIZO AQUIFER - LOCAL SUPPLY (

" AKE DUNLAP WTP EXPANSION & Mif
,’(CRWA) -

" CANYON RESERAVOIR - RIVER DIVERSION (G-158)

" 'CARRIZO AQUIFER - GONZALES & BASTROP (€2 190}
UiFE

COUNTY-OTHER ™™™
COUNTY-OTHER

ATER SUPPLY FHOJECT

ERSION {G-15C)

COUNTY-QTHER

CARRIZO AQUIFER - GDNZALES & BASTROP (CZ-100)

COUNTY THER

COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER

CAUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
COUNTY-OTHER
.COUNTY.OTHER

[COUNTY-OTHER
MANUFACTURING
MANUFACTURING |

MANUFACTURING
MANUFACTURING
MANUF ACTURING

MANUFACTURING
MANUFACTURING
STEAM ELECTRIC POWER

MINING

'STEAM ELECTRIC POWER

) ‘;PURCHASEIPAHTICIFATE W/ REGIONAL WATER

. CARRIZOAQuiFER AONZA

CARRIZO A()UlFER - GONZA

{EDWARDS |F|FIIGATION TRANSFEHS (L 15)

_PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S)

CARHI.ZO AQUIFER - GONZALES & BASTROP (CZ 100)
CAFIFHZO AOUIFEH - GONZALES & BASTROP -100)

ARRIZO A(]UIFEH GONZALES & BASTROP {CZ-10D)

) SCHERTZ SEGUIN WATEH SUPPLY PROJECT (CARRIZO}

" PROVIDER)

SCARRIZO AQUIFEH

R SUPPLY PROJECT (CAHHIZO]

CARRIZO AQUIFER LOCAL SUPPLY (SCTN-, 2A)

Page &

$0.00
$0.00

$912,029.00

$36,766,887.00
$0.00
$0.00

30.00

§0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

NA

$0.00
50.00

$612,029.00
$39,766,887.00
$0.00
50.00

50.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
30.00

NA

Shavano Patk is of ihe opinion thal Iheir projected
shortiall will not exceed 100 actiyr as compared to the
1,000 plus acft/yr shorttall shown In the study. Based on
thosa adiustinents, their anmual cos!s will range from
$32,000 lo $85,000 per yeas. Shavano Park has not

$7,953,337.00 datarmined how to pay for the proposed shorlage.
50.00 Project is in the implameantation phasa.
$0.00 Finance through granl monay.
$0.00 Finance through granl money.
$0.00 No responsa.
$0.00
The Village ol Wimberley is in the planning stages for
waler/wastewales in ibe fulure. Currenlly, water for .
most of the viltage is provided by a private waler supply
corporation. Since (he village is newly incorporated il
doas not own any ulility and has no revenua for such,
The village has begun discussions with the GRRA 1o
determine ways to acquire surface water lo supplement
the aquifer water. The village is inlerasled in
$4,396,086.00 considering muftiple funding sources.

The Counly has ne ulility revenue sources. The County
continues Lo raise taxas just lo meet servica and pubiic
sately damands. The Counly would approach the

$39,600.000.00 Evergraen UWCD for in funding.
Project is in tha implementation phase. This WUG part
$0.00 of tha project is $33,500,000.
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00 Project is in he implementation phase.
N/A | .



MINING
MiNNG
MINING
MiINING
MINING

) HAYS!IHS_S WATEH SUPPLY PFIOJECT

PURCHASEIPARTIC&PATE Wi HEGIONAL WATER PROVIDEH(S) B

UHCHASEFPAHTICIFATE Wi HEGIONAL WATEH PROVIDER(S)

ER - GDNZALES BAsrabP; ’

MiNING

H ;DEMAN REDUCTION (CONSEHVATION) (L 10 1R

IRRIGATION
IARIGATION
!HFI GATION

IRAIGATION
IRRIGATION
IRRIGATION
BMWO (OTHER
‘BMWO (OTHER
IBMWD (OTHER SUBDNS)
:BMWD (OTHER SUBDNS)
N

SAN ANTONIO
MINING

Total

’DEMAND REDUC“ON {CONSERVATION) {L-10 IRRIBEXAR COUNTY)
T

" {DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) (L 101AR.KARNES COUNTY)
A

CHERTZ (OUTSIDE CiTwy

DEMAND REDUCTION (CONSERVATION) {-10 IRR- GUADALUPE COUNTY)

$4,662,437,095.00

$1.371,793.00

$70,188,558,00
30.00

A
A
$1,371,793 00

$140,377,112.00
50.00

N/A
WA
A

$140,377,112.00
50.00

No stralegy identifled
No projected need in plan.

Mo projected need in plan.

| Profect is in tha implementation phase.
:Projact is in tha implementalion phass.

Mo projected need in plan.
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Appendix D

Texas Water Development Board Review Letter, with
Responses



May 23, 2002

Mr. Greg Rothe

San Antonio River Authority
100 East Gunther Street

San Antonio, Texas 78283

RE: Regional Water Planning Grant Contract Between the San Antonio River Authority (SARA)
and the Texas Water Development Board (Board), Contract No. 2002-483-435, Review of
Draft Final Reports Entitled “Infrastructure Financing Report”

Dear Mr. Rothe:

Staff members of the Texas Water Development Board have completed a review of the draft report under Contract
No. 2002-483-435, As stated in the above referenced contract, the SARA will consider incorporating comments
from the EXECUTIVE ADMINISTRATOR shown in Attachment 1 and other commentors on the draft final report
into a final report. The SARA must include a copy of the EXECUTIVE ADMINISTRATOR's comments in the
final report.

The Board looks forward to receiving one (1} electronic copy, one (1) unbound single-sided camera-ready original,
and nine (9) bound double-sided copies of the final report on this planning project.

Please contact Mr. Ralph Boeker at (512) 936-0851 if you have any questions about the Board's comments.

Sincerely,

William F. Mullican, III
Deputy Executive Administrator
Office of Planning

Cec: Ralph Boeker, TWDB




ATTACHMENT 1
TEXAS WATER DEVELOPMENT BOARD
TWDBE Contract No. 2002-483-435

REPORT COMMENTS

1. The required number of follow-up contacts with the City of San Marcos after the
survey was mailed out is not documented in Appendix B.

Response: Appendix B has been corrected to show that San Marcos was
contacted on 12/27 and again on 02/11/02.

2. According to the guidelines for the IFR, “For the water user groups based on
county aggregates, such as livestock or mining, where no political subdivision is
responsible for the provision of water supplies, no survey will be necessary.
However, in those cases, the RWPG will need to include summary discussions
detailing probable mechanisms for meeting those needs.” Such a discussion
should be included in the final IFR report for this region.

Response: Subsection 4.2, entitled, “Aggregated Water User Groups has
been added to the report on page 4-6.

3. The scope of work calls for informational meetings with representatives of
various water user groups. The final report should briefly describe these
meetings.

Response: Two meetings were held with water user groups. Text was
added to Section 3 of the report that documents the location, dates,
purpose, and participation in these meetings.

4. The Final IFR report survey results must be submitted to the Board using the
original template spreadsheet format, including all original template data fields
and data, that was provided by the Board to the Contractor, per the Contract.
Contractor may submit additional supporting information deemed to be useful as
long as it is identified to be separate from the original template.

Response: A copy of the original template is included as Appendix C, and
an electronic copy was provided along with the printed copies of the
report.



Appendix E

Completed Surveys

Completed Surveys on Following Pages
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name; South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Alamo Heights

Comtact Person: FAUL Se ) TAC Tide: 4,7V fgaﬂtgég

Telephone: RIO— 260576 : E-mait;

Background: On Jammary 5, 2001, Regicnal Warer Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the Swte
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans 1o the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requiremears of Senate Bill 1 (75® Texas Legistamure). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users ip the State. Based
on the amiysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary (0 ensure a
sufficent supply of water for the 50-year plamning period. The RWPGs also developed
prefiminary capital cost estimates for each -of the stategies recommended in the approved

~ Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining whar financial sssistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regronal water
plan

Seqate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how palitical subdivisions
al! across Tezas propose to pay for future water infrastrucihyre needs.

The purpose of this survey is w complete this charge with your mput.
Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Addresst 5826 Bear Lane
Corpas Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016 _
Fax: 361/333-7417 _‘
E-mail: maggis@moerhousecc.com
I you have any questions regarding this survey, please contacr:
is. Mapoge DOYTOT at 361 /883-60 or by the ¢oaunal 2 ¥

Post-it* Fax Note 7671 PR 20 ) [PSes® 4L
Ta —— From G

Phone ¥ Phono'd
Pt 36t-7¥3-TH] ™ 240 322.- 578/

) ey e~ s 48§ 1 PR Y Y el TN N |




DEC - 31—01 @B: 568 FROM: MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO
© o em we sw-ue FRUN:NMUUKHUUSE CONSTRUCTION CO

ID:3618837417
ID,3816837417

Tne City of Alamo Heights
Pottica Strategy
. impiementation | Total Capital
Svhdivision Strategy Date Cost
OBAMNG REDUCTION
% ARmo (OONSERI:"?;)ION) {410 2000 S162.108
; PURCHASEPARTICIPATE
O iame | W REGIONALWATER 200 $11.530.066
PROVIDER(SY”
Total| S1z0s8.174

PAGE
PACE

*City of Alamo Heights pro-rata share (based on year 2050 needs) of the Total Capital Cost for
water management stategies recomumnended for implementation by the Regional Water
Provider(s) foxr Bexar Connty. Seefoﬂowmgmbleforoostsofthmwatermasﬁnm

straregies,

S/7

7710
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- WATER FNFRASTRUCT;URE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plag to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water managemenr strategy mame and co= (refer to the antached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your politicel subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Alamo Heights

Water Management Strategy Name: Damudkducnon (Conservarion) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™: $ 168,108

1. Using cumrent utdity vevemse sources, including implementing necessary vate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the polinical subdivision able 10 pay for the warer
magsgemwent strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay 3 /68, 08

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how mch of the capital cost is the
N political subdivision sble to pay for the water management strategy idemtified above using
mmhqmvmemmhﬁngmplmwmgnmymemﬂmm@

The political subdivision can afford to pay$ -

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable t pay for the water
management strategy ideprified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay $ ___

U

4, Formemthepolhicdmbdiﬂﬁonmmtpay,wbaopﬁon(s)ispmpowd?WhmEany,
- state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additiomal sheets, if

necessary)

* Capital Cos incindes vew water supply facllizics; treatment, distribution, sud stocage fcififies sufficient 1o meet
o and 3 bt .




DEC-31-@1 08:56 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO ID:3618837417 PAGE
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regiopal water plan to meet your
watef needs, please fill n the water management swategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimared
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision

Water Management Strategy Name:

Capital Cost™: __ 511,930,066

PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE W/ REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER(S)

1. Using curremt unlity revenue sources, iochuding implementing pecessary rate and tax
ncreases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
magagement strategy identified above?

. 4
The political subdivision can afford to pay 3 _// 9’306 é/)

2. If you coukd access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision abdle to pay for the water management strategy idenmtified sbove using
current utility revenae sources, incloding implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The pdﬁdmbﬁﬁMmaﬁmdmmy?sM

How mmuch of the capital cost is the political subdivision umable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision canmot afford o pay $ _{/ f/@ 762

4 PorthecoasthepoﬁﬁmlmbdiﬁﬁonMpay,wMOpﬁm(s)iswmi:fany;,
state finding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additiomal sheets, if

nOCESRAY) = oAl TS — STATE .oR FEMERAL FUNDS

i

B

* Capital Cost incindes new water supply facilities: treatment, distribution, and siorage facilities sufficicnt 1o mect
MMMMMMWM&WMsMWM
acquisition; apd inerest duriog comstraction. '

77



\ AN-@9-82 11:58 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO ID:3618837417 PAGE s/8

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a

new sheet for each water management strategy.

Nare of Political Subdivision: City of Balcones Heights
Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)
Capital Cost™; $ 7,953,377

1. Using curremt utility revepue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford 1o pay $_0*

2, If you could access the State Participation Program, how mmuch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _0*

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay § 0=

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state finding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

* Tncluded in SAWS response as per Fred Arxce, 1/4/02.

" Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; trearment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; cnvironmental & archacological studies and mitigation; land




t1\1—39—22 11:59 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions; For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a

new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Balcones Heights

I1D:3618837417 PAGE

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™: $99,572

1. Using current utility revemue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost 13 the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ __Q*

If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay 3 _0*

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford toe pay $__Q*

For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed:? What, if any,
state fonding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additiopal sheets, if

necessary)

* TIncluded in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02.

" Capital Cost inchudes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to mest

2cguisifion; and interest during construction

peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological stadies and mitigation; land

B8/8
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. YAN-@9-@2 11:53 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water managemernt strategy name and cost {refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your pelitical subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: China Grove
Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase/Parficipate with Regional Water Provider(s)

Capital Cost™: $ 3.976.689

1. Using current utility revemue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 0*
2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the

political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The politicat subdivision can afford to pay $ O*

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

{2

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $0*

4, For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what optionfs) is proposed? What, if any,
state fimding sources would the polfitical subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)
* Tncluded in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02.

“ Capiral Cost includes new water supply facilities; trmuﬁenl., distribation, and storage facilities sufficient 1o meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmentai & archacological studies and mitigation; 1and
acguisiton: and interest duxring construction




N-29-02 11:59 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO 1D:3618837417 FPAGE

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fiil in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a

new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: China Grove

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservaticn) (1.-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™: $26.1385

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 0*

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 0%

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
rnanagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ 0*

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the pelitical subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)
* Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/0Z2.

* Capital Cost inchudes new water supply facilities; treatment, disiribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; eavironmental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and Interest during construction.

B/8



JAN-89-22 11:58 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION co

LA

ID:3618837417 PAGE

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regionat water plan to meet your
water geeds, please fill in the water management strateey name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy. -

Name of Political Subdiviston: Elmendorf
Water Management Sirategy Name: Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Providex(s)
Capital Cost™: $765.338

1. Using curremt utility revemue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The poltical subdivision can afford to pay $ 0*

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessarv rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ Q*

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay § 0%

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state fundirg sources would the political subdivision consider? (use addiional sheets, if

necessary)

* Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02.

" Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archacclogical studies and mitigation; land
acqquisition; and irderest during constmetion.

4/8




' DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

AIR EDUCATION AND TRAINING COMMAND

AN 2 3 2002

266 F Street West
Randolph AFB TX 78150-4319

Ms. Maggie Moorhouse
Moorhouse Associates
5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi TX 78405

Dear Ms. Meorhouse

In November we received a letter from Evelyn Bonavita of South Central Texas
Regional Water Planning Group requesting help in completing a survey directed by the
Texas Legislature concerning the financing of future improvements to local water
systems. Your 13 December meeting was very informative and helped explain the
circumstances that led up to the survey and its intent.

The survey requests information on the ability of Randolph AFB, Lackland AFB,
and Ft Sam Houston to provide funds to meet future improvements to local water
systems. The survey requests specific information for two initiatives. The first is
identified as $78,707, $182,384, and $246,442, respectively, for "Demand Reduction
{Conservation) {L-10 MUN)" and the second is $7,953,377, $11,930,066, and
$11,930,066, respectively, for "Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)."
While we would like to assist you in the compilation of this data, we cannot provide the
information requested.

As federal agencies, Randolph AFB, Lackland AFB, and Ft Sam Houston evaluate
requirements for water and complete arrangements for purchase under federal
procurement rules. As water requirements are identified, sources will be identified and
evaluated and appropriate arrangements made for the necessary supply. We are unable to
provide information on the future commitment or expenditure of funds for this purpose.

Should you have any questions or require additional information, please have your
staff contact Ms. Janie Gunter, HQ AETC/CEOQE, (210) 652-2774, fax 652-3597, e-mail
barbara. gunter@Randolph.af.mil.

Sincerely

RUSSELL L. GILBERT
Colonel, USAF

The Civil Engineer
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regiona! water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a

new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Helotes
Water Mapagement Strategy Naine; Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)
Capital Cost™: $ 3,976.689

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate aund tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water .

management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay 3 _0*

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water mapagement strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _0*

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ 0=

4, For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposegd? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdrvision consider? (use additional! sheets, if

necessary)

* Included in SAWS respomse as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02.

* Capital Cost inchades new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to mect
peak day needs; engimeering, legal, and contingencies; exvirommental & archaeclogical studies and nutigation; land
acquisitiors; and interest during constraction.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Tostructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer 1o the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy. ‘

- Name of Political Subdivision: City of Helotes

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L~10 MUN)

Capital Cost": $37,354

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cap afford to pay $ 0*

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ O*

3. How mmch of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay § g*

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

* Included in SAWS response as per Fred Arce, 1/4/02.

" Capiral Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatment, distiibution, and storage facﬂnm suﬁiqignt to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archasological studies and mitgation; land
aocquisition; and interest during comstruction.
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t

CITY OF RIREBY

V12BAUMAN STREET

KIRBY TEXAS 78218-1098

AREA CONE 270
8614671 & 861-3198
FAX 614525

- et

December 26, 2001

Moorhouse Associates, Inc
5826 Bear Lane

‘ Corpus Christi, Texas 78405

e ———

| RE: Infrastructure Financing Survey

Upon review of the survey, the City of Kirby request information on the how the
assumption for additional water needs for our community was determined. The City of

Kirby is 2.2 sq miles and we do not anticipate no more than 10% growth over the naxt 50
years,

The City of Kirby submits the follewing responses to the 4 questions presented in the
suryey:

1. The City of Kirby is unable to provide exact dollar cost information. The City of

Kirby has the capability of raising fees and rates, but we must consider the
impact on our citizens.

able to determine what the ratepayers could afford.

3. The City of Kirby is not able to make a true detsrmination regarding what we
would be unable to pay.

4. The City of Kirby would like more information regarding the program.

!
)
i
!
!
1
1
i
i
i
1
:
i 2. The City of Kirby is interested in the State Participation Program, but we are not
]
i
|
L
i
; If you need any additional information, please contact me at 210-661-3198.

Sincefele{, =

; Basy Ul \

\; JON B gk \W
Zina Tedford .

City Manager
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: ___South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: Leon Valley

' Comapm;n; Fatrick W 3\.\{' T ’(; 4 k.

Telephone: ‘ 1i0-18\- 233 Email

Background:) On Yanuary 5, 2001, Regional Water Plarming Groups (RWPGs) all acsoss the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75T Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans eéxamiried and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary to ensure 2
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary mp:tal cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill i (77" Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignmeat. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water

managuneng strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan. :

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purposegof this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please retur'n the completed survey by December 31, 2001 te:
I

Name: . Moorhouse Associates
Address: : 5826 Bear Lave

. Carpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone i 361/883-6016
Fax: | 361/883-7417
E-mail: ! maggic@moorhousecc com

If you have ;lny questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Mageic Moorhouse at 361/853-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

lostructionst For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer 10 the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital cost$). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for cach water management strategy. '

Name of Palitical Subdivision: Leon Valley
i
Water Mandgement Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost”: $233,003
|
1. Using current wiility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
inereases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above? _

The political subdivision can afford topay §_No e

2. K you t:aould access the State Particaipation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water managemeat strategy identified above using
current btility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The poliztiml subdivision can afford to pay § _N ene.

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision ugable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

1
The political subdivision cannot afford to pay$ 232,093
l
4. For the posts the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state ful:lding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
NeCcessary) K
Leon Valley has already adopted toilet rebate and bigh efficiency washing machioe rebate programs
mm&wmmmmms Al other cost wonld require statc rebate
programs.
The infonmation on the Leon Valicy water sapply plan is totally incorrect. Lecm Valkey does not bave room to

grow much more than to 2 population of 13,000 10 lﬁ,mmwwmmﬂzﬁm Tthmewaterplzn
would have the City at 2 population of 50,000 if cxecuted I hzve attached our version of the plan which is more

st

scslistic. Please correct your daia.

* Capital Oostlindudsncwwamrmpply ﬁnhmtrmmt,dmnhuum.andslorageﬁmhuamﬂimwm
peak day needs; engincering, legal, and contingencies, eavironmental & archaeclogical studies and mitigation; land
¥ nnmu:ul I ] - -
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

instructions; For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer 1o the awached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Leon Valley

Water Managcment Strategy Name:

Capital Coszt': $ 4,772,026

1. Using d;nn'rmt utility revenue sounrces, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
manageinent strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay 5 _}, SO0, 000

2. If you ":ould access the State Participarion Program, bow much of the capital cost is the
political; subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current ulmlny revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate ard tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford o pay 5}, 800,000
i
3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
munagexfnent strategy identified above?

The poli't.\cal subdivision cannot afford to pay $ Zﬁ 14,026 .

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

Punding would require that pew customers participate i supply acquisttion cost or that the State

subsidize the funding of firture supplies,

The information on the Leon Valley water supply plan is totafly incorrect. Leon Valley does not
have room to grow much more than to a population of 13,000 to 16,000 from thf: current
population. The State water plan would have the City at a population of 50,000 if executed. I
have attached our version of the plan which is more realistic. Please comrect your data.

= Capital Cost mciudes new water supply faciliges trearment, disteibation andnnagc&dliﬁcsmfﬁcwm:_ to meet

R p—



FRUM ¢ Public Works Leon Va..ey, A

WATER SUPPLY PLAN FOR LLEON VALLEY

YR 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040 2050
(ac.ffyr) | (acfifyr) | (ac.ftfyr) | (acfifyr) | (acftfyr) | (acfifyr)
Projected Need 1225 1353 1495 1651 1823 2013
(shortage) (0) (358) (142) (156) (172) (190)
Recommended
plan
Demand 30 30 30 30 30 30
Reduction
Purchase 0 328 112 126 142 160
Total New 30 358 142 156 172 190
Supply
ASSUMPTIONS

1. City population per 2000 census is 9,239 people.

2. The San Antonio Water Company (SAWS) presently serves 900 connections in the City with a
population of 2,700 people.

3. The available land and zoning in the City suggest that the ultimate growth is limited to &
madmum population of 16,446 persons which is a 1% growth rate.

4, The current water demand for the customers of the Leon Valley Water System does not
exceed 1225 AF/YR. This is a reduction from the historical average of 1441 AF/YR. This
reduction is attributed to conservation measures implemented by Leon Valley.

5. Additional water for those Leon Valley resideat customers of SAWS will be provided by

SAWS.

6. A state mandated reduction of 372 AF of allowsble pumping from the Edwards Formation will

occur in the year 2007, with no further planmed reductions.

7. The EAA will issue the City 2 permanent water right to pump 1182 AF/YR and the City has
already purchased water rights of 185 AF/YR for a total current supply of 1367 AF/YR

PIwAC\patsdocs\SARA\waterneeds. survey




The City of Live Osk

8001 &hin Onk Drive - Live Oek, Texas TB23-H49T - (A0) 6539140 - Fax: (WO) 653-2766 - www.ci.live-oakixus

December 26, 2001

Moothounse Associates, Inc.
5826 Bear Lane
Corpus Christi, Texas 73405

Re: Infrastructure Financing Survey

The following responses arc provided in an attempt to answer the four questions presented i the
Water Infrastructure Financing Survey:

1. The City of Live Ozak is not able to provide exact dollar cost mformation
to answer this question. The City has the capability to raise fees and rates,
but has an obvious concern regarding what average ratepayers can be
realistically expeeted to pay for secvice.

2. The City of Live Oak would certainly be interested in the State Participation
Program, but is unable to determine the dollar amoumt ratepayers could afford.

3. The City of Live Oak is not able to make 3 valid determination regardmg the amount
- the entity would be unable to pay.

4. The City of Live Oak would be interested in more information regarding the State
Participation Program and how it could be utilized on a regional basis ro address
water development projects. Specifically, the City recognizes a benefit 1o water
purveyars if the Texas Water Development Board could own excess capacity in a
large regional project until such time as the custorer base i developed to absxrd the
initial project development cost. A major issue for public agencies when developing
water projects is the noed to build for ultimate demand.

The City of Live Qak appreciates the opporturity to respond to the Watar Infrastructure
Financing Survey. Please be aware that the sbove responses are specific 1o the portion of the City
that is sarved by the City of Live Oak Public Utilities Departoent. The Sam Antorio Water
System services 2 portion of the City of Live Qak apd will be inctuding that ares in their response
to the questions.

1f any additional infarmation is needed at this time, please do not hestiate to contact me.

Sincercly,

N\ o

Matt Smith
Asst. City Manager
City of Live Oak

"Loo]er'rzg Taward I;w Future "



ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Te;ms. TWDE Region L
Name of Political Subdivision: Live Qak
Contact Person: \'ﬂ Q,Ll %m; L\\ Tile: {\SS\. QA\\\ mqg'

Telephone: 2\G- LS 3 - 2l d_s, ’)‘\Q E-mail mamibh ey .\\\ic— ol AL GBS

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all scross the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plaas to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75® Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examimed and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary to ensure a
sufficiemt supply of water for the SO-year planming period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommuended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77* Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Scuate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with exarnining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
managemen strategies and projects recommmended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB bow political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey Is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/383-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggie@moorhonsecc.com

If you have any questions rezarding this sarvey, please contact:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.




WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water necds, please fill in the water management strategy mame and cost (refer to the antached
table showing the specific projects recommmended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Live Qak
Water Management Strategy Name: Parchase/Participate with Repiomal Water Provider(s)
Capital Cost™: $ 7,953,377

1. Using curtent utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
mcreases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay § ¥ Se= ek d

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how nmch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility reveaue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

Thcpoﬁﬁmlmbdivisionmaﬁ‘ordtt-:paﬂ ¥ Se< “i'\"“}‘?“““"‘h\h

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision uynsble to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdiviston canaot afford to pay § ¥ Sec “““Awnﬁ}f

4. For the costs the political subdivision canmot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, tf any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
' pecessary) _
¥ S=e o.*’k‘ﬂ.-)n MZ\.‘

" Capital Coa incindes new water sopply facilitics; oreatment, distribution, apd storage facifities sufficient to meet
iition: and i furiop "




ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Polttical Subdivision: Qlimos Park

/"
Contact Person: %9‘9\(‘;0@.& Jc‘i’é@:’c Tule: (\_z‘(‘! ﬂ".gs\’&(}ﬂz

Teleghane: a“i} §2d-D3s%) E-ma: C'\’\\g rmanogetEca, olmas -6’&1’\( Axus

Background: O Jamuary 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Grouns (RWPGs) all 3c10ss the Stare
of Texas formally subroited 16 adopted regional wa.ter plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senzte Rill 1 {75 Texzs Legislature), The adopied regxonal
water plang exarmined snd em2lyzed the water supply needs for atl water usess in the State, Based
onmeanalysis the RWPGs idemiﬁedwaamnagunemsmegjwmyto ensure a
sufficient suppiv of waler for the 50-year pianning period. The RWPGs also developed
preiiminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regronal water pian.

Senate Bili 2 (77® Texas Legisiature) expanded the RWPG’s assigament. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with exerining what financaal assistance, if 2ny, i8 needed 1o implement the warer
management suategies and projects recommended in the most recemly approved regonal water
plan.

Senaste Bill 2 specificaily requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
aii across Texas propose to pay for fiture water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31. 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane
Corpus Christi, TX 78405

Telephone: 361/883-60816
Fax: 361/883.7417

E-mail: masgie@moorhousece.com
if you Bave any questions regarding this sarvey, plcase contact:

Ms. Magpie Moorhogse ar 361/883-6016 or bv the esmad addreys listed above.




WE CONTRACT WITR SAN ANTONIO WATER SYSTEMS FOR WATER SERVICE. TREY PAY US A 27 FRANCHISE
FEE ANNDALLY, APPROXIMATELY $8,000- $10,000. W¥E HA ER WA .

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional warer plan 10 meet your
water peeds, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer 1o the anwached
able showing the gpecific proiects racommended for your political subdivigion sod the ectimared
cepiel costs), Answers te the fellowing questions should be provided for eack srategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Polmcal Subdivision: Olmos Park

Water Management Strategy Name: | Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™: $60,814

1. Using current wtility revepue sources, mcluding implementing pecessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

2. If you could aocess the State Participstion Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water masagement strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, inchuding implementing necessary rate and tax jocreases?

The political subdivision can gfford 1o psy $

3. How mauch of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
manageent strategy identified above?

The poiitical subdivision cannot afford 1o pay $

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
stte funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

Decessary)

* Capitai Cost incindes new water suppiy faciiites; treatment, distribution, mdmga&dufismﬁidgnpm
Peak day poods; engineering, legal, and confingencies; enviTonmenial & archpocogical sisdics sad mitiganion; 1and
2oguisition Zod mIseesy desiny consuuoton



WE CONTRACT WITH SAN ANTONI . THEY PAY US A 27 FRANCHI
TEE ANNUALLY, APPROXTMATELY $8,000 - §10,000. WE HAVE NO CONTROL OVER WATER RATES.

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For e2ch of the recommended straregics in the regionel water olon 1o mest your
water peeds, please fill in the water managemem strzteqy name and cost (refer 1o the atiached
table showing the speti&e projects recommended for your pofitical subdivision and the estimated
capitzl costs). Asswers 10 ihe following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water magagement strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Olmeos Park

Water Mazagement Strategy Name: ___ Porchaso/Parricipare with Regioost Werer Brvidex(s)

Capital Cost : $ 3,976,689

Using cuwsrent utility revenue sousces, incinding implementing necessary rate and tax
imcreases, hiow much of the capitai cost is the polirical subdivision able to pay for the water
management sirategy identifed above?

e

The political subdivision can afford to pay 3

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how mmch of the capital cost is the
_ poliical subdivision able to pay for the warer mznagement strategy identified above usiig
~ cutrent utility revenue sources, including implementing aecessary saie a0 18X increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable 10 pay for the warer
mapsgement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what oprion(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision copsider? (use additionz! shests, i€

necessary)

paak day oeads, engincering, fegal, and coutigencies; crvironmental & archzeological studies and sutigarion; land
S segaisitar; and iovrest Suring cotstroction., |
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SAN ANTONIO WATER SYSTEM

December 28, 2001

Maggie Moorhouse
Moorhouse and Associares
5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Chrisu, TX, 78405

Dear Maggie:

Artached 1o this letter is the original Texas Water Development Board Survey on
water infrastructure financing., This survey includes all of the existing San Antonio
Water System (SAWS) service ares as well as those other cities and or municipalities
that either are served by SAWS or are wholesale customers. This survey does not
include those cities or municipalities oot served by our system. If you have any
questions and or comments please do not hesitare o call me ax (210) 704-7379.

Sincerely,

e

Fred Arce
Manager, Resource Development
San Antonio Water System

Attachments:
TWDB Water Infrastructure Financing Survey

1001 EAST MARKET » SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS » 73298



ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas. TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: San Amtonio Water System (SAWS)

Contact Person: _ pred Arce ﬁﬂE_m.nager:Reaoume_Development
Telephone: {210) 704-7379 E-mail: farcelsaws.ory

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planming Groups (RWPGs) al) across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75™ Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identificd water management strategies necessary to enswe 2
sufficieat supply of water for the 50-year plapning period. The RWPGs also dcveloped
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved

regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignmeqt. Senaie Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Scaate Bill 2 specificslily requires that the RWPG repornt to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose 10 pay for fture water infrastructure peeds.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charpe with your input.

Plezse return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/8383-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggic@moorhousecc.com

If you bave any guestioas regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Magzgie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above,




Recommended Water Management Strategies for
San Anfonio Water Systern (SAWS)

Strategy
Political tmplementation | Total Capital
Subdivésion Swrategy Date Cost
San Antorio DEMAND REDUCTION
Waler Systemn {CONSERVATION) 2000 $50,865 629
(SAWS) (L-10 MUN)
San Antonio WESTERN CANYON
Water Syshem REGIONAL WATER 09 ®
(SAWS) SUPPLY PROJECT*
San Antonio PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE
Waler Sysfam WY REGIONAL WATER 200 $2.284, 122,507
(SAWS) PROVIOER(S)™
San Ardohio
SAWS RECYCLED
Wader System 2000 ¥209.231,000
(SAWS) WATER PROGRAM
San Antcnio
Waer System SIMSB('CS)RC&A;;JIFER 2000 $IR9,354.583
(SAWS)
San Anfonic AQUIFER STORAGE &
wWater Systern RECOVERY - REGIONAL 2000 $115.402,000
(SAWS) [SCTN-18)
Totat ;| 3$3.049,015719

* As the Western Cazyon RegionalWataSupplyPrqectisinthsunplanemaﬂmphase,itwasass:med
for planming purposcs thar capital investment in these facilities has already been funded. ¥ State
parucipation and/or other sources of funds for these facilities arc desired, please so indicate m your
respoase 1o the attached Water Infrastructure Financing Survey.

** San Antomo Water System pro-rata share (based on ycar 2050 nccds) of the Total Capital Cost for
WAICT fanagement strategies recommended for implemcntation by the Regional Water Provider(s) for
Bexar County. See following table for costs of these water management strategics.



Following is a list of water managemem strategies recommended by the South Central Texas
Regional Water Planning Group for implementation by Regional Warer Provider(s) for Bexar
County. Designation of Regional Water Provider(s) accounts for the fact that future water
supplies may be developed by individual sponsors and/or coalitions of sponsors. Capiral Cost
for cach water user is calcvlated by pro-rata share (based on year 2050) of the toral Capital Cost
for pew water supplies recommended for implementarion by Regional Water Provider(s) for
Bexar County.

Reglional Water Pravider(s) for Bexar Couty

2050
Quantity | Implemnentation
Water Management Strategy {actnm Decade Capital Cost
Cammizo Aquifer - Wiison & Gonzales (C2-10C) 16,000 2000 $116,018,929
L ower Guadalupe River Diversions (SCTN-16) 94,500 2010 $731.761,763]
Edwards Rechamge - Type 2 Projects (L-18a) 21,577 2010 $287,183,000
Colorado River Diversion Option(LCRA) 13,2000 2020 $978,229,411
Desalination of Seawater (SCTN-17) 84.012 2040 $999.659.460)
P&xar County - Peaking 0 2000 $71,582,267
ﬁscrwams wngation Transfers (L-15) _ 32,988 2000 $0
irigation Demand Reduction w/ Transfers (L-10 ) 27314 2000 0"
Totals 408,389 $3,984,444,8309

*Capital costs are not included for water management strategies that do not require significant
capital investment in new facilities and will not likely be funded with loans from either the
open market or the Texas Water Development Board.



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instictions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for exch strategy. Use &
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Major Provider - SAWS

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (1.-10 MUN)

Capital Cost’™: 3 50,865,629

1. Ustng current utility revemie sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the
water management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay § 50 565,629 -
2. If you could access the Stare Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above

using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases?

The political subdivision can afford o pay $ 56,865,629 -

3. How much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision caanot afford to pay $ -0-

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if
any, state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional
sheets, if necessary)

SARS continues to have one ¢£ the mosr agreasive Conservation Progrars

in the country. SAWS is coamitted to continue this program into the
future and has a fundino mechanisim in place to meet these gcals.

* Capital Cost mclndes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribarion. and storage facilitics snfficient o meet
peak day needs; enpinceting, legal, aud contingencies; environmental & archacological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and interest during consmmction.



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water managemens strategy name and cost (refer 1o the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy Use a
new sheer for each warer management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Major Provider - SAWS

Water Management Strategy Name: Western Canyon Regional Water Supply Project
Capital Cost™; $0.00"

1. Using curem utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
mcreases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
mamagement strategy identified above?

The political subdsvision can afford to pay $ N/A.

2, If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management straregy identified above using
current wrility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ __ N/A

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford ta pay $ _ N/a

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) 1s proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)  y/p

" Capital Cost inclodes new water supply facilities; treatmvent, distribution, and storage facifities sufficient 10 meet
peak day oceds; engineermg, legal, and contingencies; envirommental & archaeological studies 2nd mmtigation; land
m—_— and i o .

As the Western Canyon Repional Water Supply Project is in the implementation phase, it was assumed for
plarning puxrposes that capital investinenm in these facilities has already been fimdod. I Stane participation and/or
olher soarees of funds for these facilitics arc desined, picase so indicate in your fesponse (o the atiached Water
Infrastrocture Financing Survey.



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your politica) subdivision and the estimated
caprtal costs). Answers 1o the following questions should be provided for cach strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Major Provider - SAWS

Water Manapement Strategy Name: Purchase/Participate w/Regional Water Provider(s)
Capital Cost™ $2,284.122,507

Usipg current utility revenue sources, including implementing oecessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the
waler management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ .o

If you could access the Stare Participation Program, how mnch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above
using current utility revenue sources, inchding implementing necessary rate and tax
increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ __ .o

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision upable to pay for the watet
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay § 2,284,122,507 .

For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if
any, state fonding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional
shects, if necessary) (See attachment sheet)

" Capital Cozr includes new watet supply facilities; trearment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to mect
peak day neods; engineering, legal, and contingencies, environmental & archacological stidics and mitigation; fand



4) Due to a federal lawsuit that was filed to protect endangered species the Edwards
aquifer is now a limited resource. This has initiated the San Antonio Water System to
develop alternative supplies 10 meet existing and future water needs. The San Antonio
Water System has already begun that water resource development program and has a
funding mechanism in place to fund water supply projects over the next five years.
However, the San Antonio Water System will be actively seeking federal and state
dollars to lessen the rate tmpacts to our customers.



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 10 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
1able showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Paolitical Subdivision: Major Provider - SAWS

Water Management Stratcgy Name: _SAWS Recycled Water Program

Capital Cost™: $209.231,000

Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary vate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the
water management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 125,000,000 existing project

If you ootﬂdaccesstheStatePatﬁnipﬁﬁonPrognm, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water managemem strategy identified above
using curremt utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ __125,000,000 .

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ 84,231,000

For the costs the political subdivision canrot pay, what option(s) is proposed? Wha, if
any, siate finding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional
sheets, if necessary)

SAWS current 35,000 ac/ft/yr recycled water progesh is 99% constructed and
hzs been funded through existing rates and water supply fee. However, the
additional cost for the expansion of the project is not currently funded.

* Capitad Cost includes pew warer supply facilities; teatment, distriition, and storage facilitics sufficient 1o mect
peak day aceds; eogincering, legal, and contingencies; epvironmengal & archacological studics and mitigation, and
scquisition; and interest during coastruction.



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a

new sheet for each water management strategy.
Name of Political Subdivision: Major Provider - SAWS

Water Management Strategy Name: Simsboro Aquifer (SCTN-3¢)

Capital Cost™ $389,394,583

i Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and 1ax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the
water mapagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can affordto pay $ .2 €~ , 2% |

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above
using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ -

3. Bow much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy iderdified sbove?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay $ 389,304,583 .
4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if

any, stme funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional
sheets, if necessary)  (see attached sheet)

" Capital Cost inctudes new water supply facilities;, treatment, distribution, and storage fecilivies sufficient 1o meet
peak day needs; eagineering, legal, and contingencies; enviromncatal & archacological studics and mitigation; land
acqisitton; and tmerest during constmction.



4) Due to a federal lawsuit that was filed to protect endangered species the Edwards
aquifer is now a limited resource. This has initiated the San Antonio Water System to
develop aiternative supplies to meet existing and future water needs. The San Antonio
Water System has already begun that water resource development program and has a
funding mechanism in place to fund water supply projects over the next five years.
However, the San Antonio Water Systermn will be actively sceking federal and state
dollars to lessen the rate impacts to our customers. :



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the wzter mansgement strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Major Provider - SAWS

Water Management Strategy Name: _Aquifer Storage & Recovery — Regional (SCTN-1A)

Capital Cost”: $115.402.000

t. Using curent utility revenue sources, including implementing pecessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capral cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the
water management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision car afford to pay $ _ 115,402,000

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above
using current utility revemue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay 8 _ 115 407 000 -

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified ghove?

The political subdivision cannot affordtopay$_ G-

w

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if
any, state funding sources would the polifical subdivision consider? (use additional
sheets if pecessary)

SAWS local ASR Project is currently under design. This project will he
funded through our existing water supply fee.

* Capital Cost inclndes new water supply facilities; trestroent, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak dey nceds; engineering, legal, and contingencies; coviromuental & archacological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and ingerest during constmction.

TOTAL P.12



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fili in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Shavano Park

Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase/Panicipate with Regional Water Provider(s)

Capital Cost": $ 7,953377

1. Using carrent utiﬁty revenue sources, including impiementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay$ ___ ~0-

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how mmch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identifted above using
ciurrent utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford o pay $ -0~

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
managemertt strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ 7,953,337

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposefl_? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary) Shavano Park is of the opinion that our projected short-
fall will not exceed 100 AF/yr as compared to the 1000 plus AF/yr
shortfall shown in the study. Based on these adjustments, our
annual costs will range from $32,000 to $85,000 pexr year. Shavano
Park has not determined how to pay for the propcsed shortage.

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatmeat, distribution, and storage facilities safficient to mect
mkdqmﬁsm@nwhg]@mdmnﬁngend&;mﬁmﬂ&mmmMmmmm;m
acquisition; and imterest during constryction.




WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan w0 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated

capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy. -

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Shavano Park

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™ $32,826

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The potirical subdivision can afford to pay $ __ —0-

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ __ -0-

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision pnable to pay for the water
management strategy identified sbove?

The political subdivision cannot affordtopay $ 32,826

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

Demand reduction (conservation programs) have been implemented

and are showing positive results. Costs to continue the program

are minimal and should require no outside assistance.

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; reatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficicnt to mect
pmkdaynwdsmgimﬁg,kﬂmﬂmnﬁngmd&;mvﬁmmm!&w&mdogimlmﬁamdmhgmmhﬁ
acguisition; and interest during constraction.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Insiructions: For each of the recommended: strategies ia the regwonal water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recornmended for your politicsl subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for cach water mansgement strategy.

Name of Political Subdivizion: City of Texrell Hills

e A

Water Managemenm Stategy Name: '_ cipate with Regionsl Water Provider(s

Capital Cost: $ 7,953,377

], Using cugrem utility revenus sources, 'including implementing necessary rate and ax
increases, how much of the capial cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy ideotified above?

The political subdivision can affesd topay S [J

2. if you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able o pay for the water management straregy identified above using
current wility revenue sources, inciuding implemesting necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay 3 0

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision ypzble to pay for the warer
management strazegy identified above?

P)

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ &

4. For the costs the political subdivision camiot pay, whar opron(s) is proposed? What, if any.
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (usc additional sheets, if
necessary) :

H [! 6# ownr Sc ruiees . goraw;{aap #hrousk
San Bn 'f‘um:; Water dy$ tee

wmmmmmmw&mmmmmmm

1038
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recoramended: strategies in the regiopal water plan o meet your
water needs, please fll i the water management strategy name and cost (tefer 1o the sttached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your poliical subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for eack strategy. Use &
new sheet for each water management straegy.

Name of Political Subdivision: - City of Terrell Hills

Water Management Suategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservarion) (L-10 MIN)

Capital Cost”; $ 105 720

1.

Using curent utility revenue sources, :including implementing necessary rate and ax
increases, how much of the capitat cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the warer
managemernt srategy idenrified above?

The political subdivision can afford 1o pay's (O

If you could access the State Paxﬁdpa:éon Program, how much of the capital cost is the
pohtical subdivision able w0 pay for the water management strategy idemtified above using
currem utility revenuve sources, includmg implememing necessary rae and tax increases?

The political subdivision ¢zn sfford to pay'$ O

How muich of the capital cost is the polmical subdivision wpable 10 pay for the warer
anagement strategy identified above? '

The pobtical subdivision cannot afford to pay $ D
For the costs the polirical subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,

state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary) :

A1l L‘{’ onr Sé’rv;us. f)rbvhwfd 34 rons &
Qamn  Antenie hoater  Sysfem

s/10



WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Iostructions: For each of the recommendexd strategies jn the regional vater plan to meet your
water needs, please £ill in the water management strategy name and cost {refer to the aftached
table showiag the specific projects recommended for your pohtical subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Universal City

Water Managemert Strategy Neme: Demend Redaction (Conservatian) (1-10 MUN)

" Capital Cost™ ____$912029
i

Using corrent utility revenue sources, inchuding implemernting necessxry vate aud tax
tncreases, hoow much of the capital cost is the poihdcal subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can sffordtapay § __100%

If you could access the State Participation, Program, how maich of the capita! cost is the
politicel subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
curtent ufility revenue sources, including implementing necessary tate and tax incresses?

The political subdivision can affordtopay $__ 100%

. How much of the capital cost is the pofitical subdivision unable to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?
The poluical srhdivision cannot afford to pay $ N/A

meemm&emmw&vﬁonmotpy.whﬁopﬁm(s)hpmpmﬁ?WM,Kmy,
state fusding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use addifional sheets, 1f
necessary) GCrant Money

* Capited Cost inchudes new water supply filities, : treatmest, distribution. and siarage facilities suficient 1 meet
pmkhymakmhﬂmmm & archueclogical shudies end sitigatios; and
- -I. i 3 I I !.'n g t!l!ﬂﬂlm-m




WATER INFRASTRUCTURE RNANCING SURVEY

Inssructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regiona! waver plan 10 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost {refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions sbould be provided for each strategy. Use 2

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Universal City
Water Menagemend Strutegy Name:  Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)
Capital Cost™: $ 39,766,887

). Using cumrent utility revenue sources, including implementing peccssary mtc and tax
increases,howmhoftbecapitalmisﬂxepoﬁﬁmlmbdivisionabtempayfonhewater
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _100%

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how nmuch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water magagement strategy identified above using

The political subdivision can efford topzy 3_100%

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision umable to pay for the water
management strategy ideatified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay § _ N/A

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sonrces would the pofiticel subdivision consider? {use additional sheets if
DECESSITY) _

Grant Money

" Capital Cost includes new water sapply facilities; treatment, distihution, sud stomge facifitics sufficicat to meet
mmmmmmwm&wmmmm
isifion nd § " .

. — T
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY:

Instructions: For gach of the recormmended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

— cnoo C’ﬂﬂ\g‘i‘u? ~_
Name of Political Subdivision; Bexar County Rura] Areas

Water Management Strategy Name: Lake Dunlap WTP Expansion & Mid — Cities Water
: Transmission Systern (CRWA)

Capital Cost’: 3060 # 22, <06, 000 .2°

1. Using curremt utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

rd

The political subdivision can afford to pay § 22, 5o, co o’

2. If you couid access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water mapagement strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

’ o
The political subdivision cap afford to pay $ 23,566, $ee .

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay § &

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary’ / : _ — )
Y) The FPeguremen Onef er i e C&J'Q% Fecbur. |

Sucrcr\. Nee hoanw TD:'(.\»’:‘-_J oo (_‘;cnu!'e_c ;";—eQQ Yro - ;f,_-.s,:» e o :,.;_’_._-’_'_Jq
=0 m law) Recioad!

* Capital Cost includes pew water supply facilities; treatinent, distribution, 2nd storage faciliiies sufficient to meer
peak day needs; enginetring, legal, and contingencies; environmentzl & archaeojogical studies and miugation; land

acquisition; and interest during construction.

—— . W / . . .
t"’rﬁlfg‘; A e ?UC::‘.!\',_

* As the Lake Dunlap WTP Expansion & Mid — Cities Water Transmission System (CRWA) is in the
implementation phase, it was assuraed for plaoning purposes that capita) investment i these facilities has already
been funded. If State participation and/or other sources of finds for these facilities are. desired, please so indicate In
your response to the attached Water Infrastructure Finaneing Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instrucrions: For each of the recommended strategies m the regional water plan 1 meer your
warer needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the amached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimared
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use
new sheet for each water management straregy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Castle Hills

Water Management Strategy Name Demand Reduction (Consesvation) {1-10 MUN)

Capiral Cost’: $ 100,994

1. Using currenr unlity reverue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capial cost is the political subdivision able 10 pay for the water
managemem stxategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford wpay $ ___s00,92¢

X

If you could access the State Paricipanon Program, how much of the capiral cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the waler management siraicgy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax iacreases?

The political subdivision can afford 1o pay $ —

3. How much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision umngble 1o pay for the water
management strategy idemified above?

The paolitical subdivision cannot afford 1o pay $ =

4 For the costs the polirical subdivision canaot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use addirional! sheets, if
necessary)

~ Capnal Cost inciudes new water supply facilities; reatment, diswribution, and storage facihines sudficient 10 meet
peak day necds; engineering, legal, and contingencics; envirommental & archacological studies and pungation, lad
acquisidon; and jmerest during cODSHUCLON.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan w0 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the anached
1able showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the esgmated
capntal costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Polinical Subdjvision: Castle Hills

Waier Management Srategy Name: ______Pwchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)

Capnal Cost™ $ 11,930,066

1. Using current unlity revenue sources, including implemenring necessary rate and rax
increases, bow mach of the capital cost is the political subdivision able 1o pay for the water
managemen strategy identified above?

5% or
The political subdivision can afford topay $__ 2989 547

2. If you could access the Siare Parmicipation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
polirical subdivision able ta pay for the water management strategy idenrified above using
aurent urility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and 1ax increases?

5% or

The political subdivision can afford vopay 3 __2 189 5,3

How much of the capntal cost is the political subdivision unable 10 pay for the warer
management strategy identified above?

[¥3)

Sed or

The political subdivision cannor afford 1o pay $ 5,765 933

4. For the cosrs the polirical subdivision cannot pay, whar opaonss) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding Sources would the political subdivision consider? (use addirional sheets, if
necessary) :

* Capital Cost 1ciudes new water supply facilities; weatment, dismbusion, 2nd stocage facilifies sufficient Yo mees
peak day needs; engineeriag, legat, and contingencies; enviranmemal & arcimeological studies and mungation; land
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L,

Name of Political Subdivision: Castle Hills

Contact Person: DAVE SEYFARTH Title: MAYOR
Telephone:  210-342-2341 l‘ E-mail: ctycastleflash.net

Background: On Jaguary 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirernents of Senate Bill 1 (75® Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the waver supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water wanagement strategies necessary to ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the SO-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed

preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bl 2 (77" Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is peeded to implement the water

management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete thls charge with your mnput.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: . Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail; maggie@moorhousecc.com -

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.

375
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_ WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended- strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

'Name of Political Subdivision: Castle Hills

Water Management Strategy Name: Dcmand Redudtion (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost": $ 100,994

1. Using aurent utility revenue sources, - including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ __ Chwack Ahrens. w/BM® will supply information

, 2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
N political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $Chuck Ahrens w/BMD will supply information

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision upabile to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ Chuck Ahren W/BMD will supply information

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposcd? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additionzl sheets, if
necessary)

* Capital Cost includes new water sopply facilities; teatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficieat to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencics; cnvironmental & archaeological studies and mitigation, land
acquisiton, 2nd interest during construction,
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Castle Hills
Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase/Participate with Rerjotal Warer Provider(s)
Capital Cost™;, $ 11,930,066

. Using current utillity revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and fax

increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management stratcgy dentified above?

The political subdivision car afford to pay $ Gwick Ahrens W/BMWD will supply information

. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the

political subdivision able to pay for the water management sirategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $Chuck Ahrens w/BMD will supply information

. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ Chuxck Ahrens w/BMAD will supply information

. For the costs the political subdivision canniot pay, what option(s) is proposcd? What, if any,

state fanding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

* Caplat mmmwmw&dﬁuxummMmmemﬁﬁmpm
peak day neads; engineering, Icgal. and contingencics; eavircnmenal & archaeclogical studics and mitigation, land
acquisition; and wterest during construclion.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended straregies in the regional water plan 10 meet your
water needs, please fil} in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the antached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimared
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each warer management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision- Hall Country Village/Hollywood Park

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Copservanan) (1L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™: $97.175

1. Using cumremt utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, bow mmich of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
managemen; strategy identified above?

The political subdivision ecan afford 1o pay $ 1705

2. 1f you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capiral cost is the
political subdivision able 1w pay for the water managemenr Sirategy identified above using
curreny utility revenne sources, inchiding implementing necessary rate and rax increases?

The palirical subdivision can afford 10 pay $ -

3. How much of the capual cost is the political subdivision ppable to pay for ibe water
management straregy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ -

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
staze fundimg sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

* Capital Cost includes new water supply Bacilities; reatment, diswribution, and storage facilities sufficicnt 1o mect
pesk day neads; engincering legal, and contingencies; enviroomenml & archacologieal studies and mirigarian; land
acquisition; and invrest during consuction.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies m the regional water plan 10 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer o the amached
table showing the specific projects necommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers 10 the following questions should be provided for cach swategy. Use a
new sheet for each warer management sttategy.

Name of Polirical Subdivision. Hill Country Villape/Hollywood Park
Water Managemert Stuategy Name: Purchass/Pamcpare with Regional Water Provider(s)
Capital Cost - $21,474,119

1. Using current wrility revepue sources, including implementing pecessary rate amd 1ax
mcreases, how much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision able W pay for the warter
management Strategy identified above?

%5 % or
The polirical subdivision can afford to pay § 3368 530

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision zble 10 pay for the water management swategy identified above using
current Wility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

5% or

The pofitical subdivision can afford o pay$ s %230

3. How mueh of the capiral cost is the polmical subdivision unable o pay for the warer
management strategy identified above?

S0% or

Ihe political subdivision cannot afford o pay$ o 737060 .

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
stare funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

" Capitai Cost includes new waver supply Bacilities; wearment, distriburion, and storage ﬁmim:s snﬁic;mx 10 meer
peak day needs; engineermg, legal, and comingencies; eqvirnomental & rchaeological studies and mitigazion; land
acquisition; and Intevest during construrtion.

371@
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 1o meet your
water needs, please fill in the waler management strategy name and cost (refer © the amached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your polirical subdivision and the estimated
caprial costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management stralegy.

Name of Political Subdivision. Hill Country Villape/Hollywood Park
Water Management Strategy Name- Tty Aquifer — Bexar (BMWD)
Capital Cost™: $000™

1. Using curmrenr urility revenue sources, incloding implememing necessary rate and tax
Icreases, how much of 1the capiral cost is the political sabdivision able 1o pay for the water
management straregy identified above?

The politicat subdivision can afford to pay $ ~iA

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able 1o pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current wiility revenhe sources, including implementimg necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ L

3. How much of tbe capital cost is the political subdivision unable 1o pay for the water
management sirategy identified above?

The polirical subdivision cannot afford o pay $ ___ /4

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

~ Capiral Cost meludes new water supply facilines; weatment, distiburion, and starage facilitios sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engneering, legal, and confingencies; environmental & archacological studies and mitigarion; Jand
scquisition; and interest during constryction.

** As the Trinity Aquifer — Bexar (BMWD) Warer Supply Project is in the implementation phase, it was asammed for
planning purposes thar capital investment in these facilities has already been funded If State participation and/or
ather sources of funds for these faciliies are desred, please so indicare in yous responss 1o the gached Wazer
Infraspucnre Financing Survey

PAGE
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meer your
water needs, please fill in the water managemeny srategy name and cost {refer 1o the anached
1able showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management sorazegy

Name of Political Subdivision- | Somerset

Water Managemem Swategy Name: Camizo Aquifir — Bexar & Guadalupe (BMWD)

Capital Cost™: $000™

1. Using current unliy revesue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able o pay for the water
managemem staiegy ideanfied above?

The polirical subdivision can afford o pay §____w/A

2. 1If you could access the Stme Parficipation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision gble 1o pay for the warer managemem strategy idenrified above using
currestt urility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford 1o pay $ NlA

g

3 How much of the capiral cost is the palitical subdivision ungble 1o pay for the warer
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot affard to pay $ A

4. For the casts the polincal subdivision camnot pay, what option(s) s proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the polirical subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

* Capiml Cose inclades new warer sapply facilities: weatment, diswribotion, aod srage facilities sufficicnt 1o meer
peak day needs; engmeenng, lagal, and coningencics, exvirohmental & archacological studies and natigaxion; land
isi00; a0 i "y

~ As the Scheate-Seguin Water Supply Projoes is in the implementation phase, if was assumed {or planning pirposes
that capital investmed in these faciliies kas already been funded. If Szme paycipaion and/ar orher sources of
funds for these fscilities are desired, please 50 indicaie ia your response 10 the agached Waser Enfrastructure
Fuuamcing Survey.

10/1@
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Repion L

Name of Pohitical Subdvision: Somerset

Contact Person: L AR BY Joe Q}&s Titte: d,{y/@f;m:s brstor
Telephone: _ZJ0 ~ 622 =5t 1/ E-mail: __ Afone

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) ali across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75™ Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users i the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary to ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legistature) expanded the RWPG’s assigoment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water

management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senatc Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for firture water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhonse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/383-7417
E-mail: maggie@moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Magpie Moorhause at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.




DEC- 28-@1 @29:082 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO ID-36818837417 PAGE 4/5

Recommended Water Management Strategies for

Somerset
. Strafegy
Pokitical Implementation | Total Capital
Subdivision Strategy Date Cost
CARRIZO AQUIFER —
Somarset BEXAR & GUADALUPE 000 0
(amMwD)
Totaf 0

*As the Carrizo Aquifer — Bexar & Guadalupe (BMWD) Water Supply Project is in the
implementation phase, it was assumed for planning purposes that capital investment in these
facilitics has already been funded. If State participasion and/or other sources of finds for these
facilities are desired, please so indicate in your response to the attached Water Infrastructure
Finanang Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (tefer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Somerset

Water Management Strategy Name: Canrizo Aquifer — Bexar & Guadatupe (BMWD)

Capital Cost™ $000"

1. Using current utility revenue sources, mcluding implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ O

2. X you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ P,

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The pofitical subdivision cannot afford to pay $_ 7570

4, For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary) L pAyS

* Capital Cost includes new water sopply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day peeds; engineesing, legal, and contingencies; envirommental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and intcrcst during constroction.

“ As the Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project is in the implementarion phase, it was assumed for planning purposes
that capital mvestment in these facilities has already been funded. If Statc participation and/or other sources of
fonds for these facilities are desired, please 50 indicate in yonr response to the attached Water Infragructure
-Financiog Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions; For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the warer management stratezy name and cost (refer 1o the amached
table showing the specific prajects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers 10 the following questions should be provided for each straregy. Use a
new sheer for each water imanagement swaregy. ’

Name of Political Subdivision- BMWD (Other Subdivisions)

Waier Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capnal Cost”. $1371.793

1. Using current utility revemye sources, including implementing necessary rate and rax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the polmcal subdivision able 1o pay for the water
management strategy identified above”

The poliical subdivision caa afford topay $ __» 37,793

2. If you could access the Staie Participation Program, how much of the capntal cost is the
pelitical subdivision able 1o pay for the water managemernt saategy identified above using
current urility reveme sources, including implementing necessary rate and 1ax increases?

The polinical subdivision can afford to pay $ -—

3 How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable 10 pay for the wazer
management strategy identified above?

The polirical subdivision cannot afford 1o pay $ -

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannor pay, whar oprion(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

'W&am&mmsmmyﬁdhmumgmm%wmgﬁm:mm
peak day needs, engineermg, legal, and contingencies, environmsnial & archaeological sudies and mungation, laud

E Busar MET-BM WO (Owser Subdivisons) IFR_Survey aos
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies i the regional water plan 1o meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer 10 the amached
table showing The specific projects recommended for your political subdivision aad the estimared
capital costs). Answers 1o the following questioas should be provided for each strategzy. Use a
new shael for each warer management suraegy.

Name of Political Subdivision: BMWD (Orher Subdivisions)

Water Management Swategy Name' _Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)

Capirtal Cost™: $ 280,754,223

1. Using current unlity revenue sources, mcluding implementing necessary raie and 1ax
increases, how much of the capiral cost is the political subdivision able 1o pay for the warer
management strategy identified above?

25% or

The polirical subdivision can afford o pay § ___ 0,128,556

2. If you could access the State Participarion Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able 10 pay for the water management strategy identified above using
currens utility reveaue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

x% [ 1l
The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _ 798¢ 3¢

3 How much of the capital cost is the poliical subdivision ungble 1w pay for the water

mapageraent sirategy idemmified above?
So% or

The political subdivision cannot afford te pay $__ 140,377,

4. For the costs the political subdivision cangot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use addinional sheers if
necessary)

* Capnal Cost mchudes gew water sapply facthfies; eamment, distnbution, and svorage facilities sufficent w mees
peak day needs; enginecring, Jegal, and conungencies; envirogmental & archacological studies and mnganoa, land
acquisinon, and wizrest dunng construction.

B Bexur MET-BMWD (Cther Subdivisicus) JFR_Suivey.aos
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instryctions: For gach of the recommended strarepies in the regional water pian 1o meet your
water needs, piease fill in the warer management swategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your palitical subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers 10 the following questions should be provided for each strategy Use 2
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Politicat Subdivision- BMWD (Orher Subdivisions)

Water Mznagement Strategy Name: _Carvizo Aquifer — Bexar & Guadalupe (BMWD)

Capiral Cost™: $0.00™"

1. Using curremt unlity revenue sources, including implemenning necessary vate and 1ax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision able to pay for the warter
management strategy idemntified above?

The political subdivision can afford 10 pay $

. If you could access the Srate Participarion Program, how much of the capital cost is the
pobitical subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current urility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

1J

The palitical subdivision can afford 1o pay $

3. How much of the capiral cost is the political subdivision pnable 1o pay for the water
management straregy identified above?

The polirical subdivision cannot afford 1o pay $

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, whar opuon(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision comsider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

" Capital Cost inclndes pew water supply fucilines, oeatment, desiribawion. and storage facilines sufficien: to meet
peak day accds, engineenng, legal, and contingencies; eaviramnenzal & archeicological studics and miugation, land
acquisttion; 20d inferest durmg, consfkTion _

~ As the Camz0 Aquifer = Bexar & Guadahupe (BMWD) Project is in the iteplemertation phase. 1t was assumed for
planing pucpases thal capatal mnvestment m thass facilivies has already been fimded I State parvicipation and/of
other sources of fands for these facilines arc desized, plcase so indicare In yogr response 0 the attached Warer

ExBexwr MET-BMWD (Other Sundivistans) JFR_Swrvey.doc

7/1@
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Sen Aoy, Texas T8224-5994
Phone: (210) 922-1221
Fax (210) 92-1894

December 31, 2001

Ms, Maggie Mocrhouse
Moorhouse Associates
5826 Rear Lane

Corpus Chrisn, TX 78405

Dear Ms. Moorhouse:

The enclosed survey responses apply for all surveys pertaining w future
tmprovements financing sent to Bexar Metropolitan Water District
{BexarMer). Dr. Herb Grubb indicated thar a single survey subminal for
all BexarMet areas wouald be acceptable. The respanses provided are
BexarMet’s projections today for the fifty-year plaaning horizon as
required in the survey questionnaire. We wish 1o list several conditions
o BexarMer’s survey responses:

1.

All future revenue increases for BexarMet customers must be
approved by the Bexar Megopolitan Water Districr’s elecred
Board of Directors. The BexarMet statf does not, and cannot
speak for current or future members of our elected Board.
However, our responses assurmne thai the Diswict will increase
rates, at 8 minimum, that recover inflasion related changes to
costs,

. BexarMet will explore all financing options available to the

District, and will choose the options that provide the lowest
COSIS 1o s customers.

State and Federal funding mechanisms beyond the cntrent
available options will be needed in order 1o help finance the
enormous cost of acquiring additional water and delivering the
water o the Stare's growing population.

Fmancial forecasts beyond ten years are speculative. Acrual
custamer growth and inflation can vary substantially from
projections. Actual costs for infrastructure needs can also vary
substantially from projections. These three components have
the meost impact on future costs of providing water service.
Actual costs and financing ahernatives can and probably wall
vary from the fifty-year survey projecnions due to variables
beyond BexarMet’s control.

2710
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1f you have questions regarding our survey responses, please call Mr.
Michael Durtton at (210) 354-6519.

Sincerely,

BEXARMET WATER DISTRICT
The Water Resource People

S

Thomas C. Moreno
General eer/CEO

Cc:  Mr. Harold Burris
Mr. Fred Gonzales
Mr. Dave Seyfarth
Mr. Lomnie C. Wulfe
Ms. Evelyn Bonavira

AN
BexarMet
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name. South Central Texas. TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision. Bexar Merropolitan Warer District (Ovher Subdivisions)

Contact Person. Michael Datton Tie. Finance/Budget Director

Telephone. 210 _354-6519 E-mail —mkAuTtonbeXarmet-org

Background: On Januery S, 2001, Regional Water Plarning Groups (RWPGs) all across the Stare
of Texas formally submined 16 adopied regional warer plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDS) per requirements of Senate 8ili 1 (75® Texas Legislature) The adopred regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all warer users in the Syate Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary 10 ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the S5O-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capiial cost estimates for each of the sraregies recommended in the approved
regional warer plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77* Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG's assignment. Senaze Bill 2 charges

the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, 1 needed to implement the warer

management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senare Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report 1o the TWDB bow political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for furure water infrastructure needs

The purpose ot this survey is 1o campiete this charge with your input.

Please return the complesed survey by December 31, 2001 1o:

Name: Moeorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Carpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephaone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggic@moarhousecc.com

If you have uny questions regarding this survey, please conract:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail 3ddress listed above,

ErBeovwr MFT-BMWD 1Other Subduvimaus) JFR S von day
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recomwended strategies in the regional warter plan w meet your
water needs, please fill in the water magagement strategy name and cost (refer 1o the arached
tabie showing the specific projects recommended for your polirical subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers 1o the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new shees for each water management strategy.

Name of Politicat Subdivision: Bexar Memropolitan Water District

Water Management Smategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (I-10 MUN)

Capital Cost”: $ 1,569,962

1. Using curremr utility revenue sources, including implemennng necessary rate and 1ax
mncreases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
managemeni srategy identified above?

0% -
The polinical subdivision can afford wopay $ _ # 1 scv 50

2. If you could access the State Parucipation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able o pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current wiility revemue sources, including implememting necessary rate and tax increases?

The polirical subdivision can afford to pay $ ~

)

How much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision unable o pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The polirical subdivision cannot affordtopay $___ —

4. For the costs the polirical subdivision caanot pay, what optou(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

” Capital Cost inchades new waier supply facilizies; reagmenr, distribution, and siorage facitines sufficient 10 meet
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plap to meer your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy pame and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recomunended for your polirical subdivision and the estimared
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each warer management sirategy

Name of Political Subdivision: Bexar Metropalitan Water District

Water Management Suaregy Name _Carrizo Aguifer-Bexar & Guadahipe (BMWD)
Capital Cost™: 507

1. Using curremt unlivy revenue sousces, including implemenring necessary rare and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision able to pay for the water
management sraregy identified above?

The political subdivision can affard 1o pay $ w/A

2. If you could access the Srate Parmicipation Program, how mmich of the capital cost is the
_political subdivision able 10 pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and 1ax increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay § __ ~/a

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable 1o pay for the warer
management straegy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay §__~/A

4 For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, whar option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the polincal subdivision consider? (use addiviomal sheets, if
necessary)

" Capual Cost inclades new water supply facilitics, meamment, dismbution, and storage facilities safficient o ey
pexk day necds; eagineering, legal, and coaringencies, aaviropmena) & archacological sudies and mitiganon; land

As the Carvizo Aguifer-Bodar & Guadakape (BMWD) Waer Supply Project i in the implementtion phase, it was
assarned for plagming purposes that capinal invesymere m these facilities has already been fimded I Swie
pardcipaton and/or other sources of funds for these facilizies are desired, please so indicaie 1 your zespoase 10 the
anached Water Infrastruchure Froancing Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For egch of the recommended Strategies in the regional water plan 1o meer your
water needs, please fill in the warer management strategy name and cost (vefer 10 the amached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimared
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each soategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management saategy-

Name of Pohtical Subdivision: Bexar Metropolitan Warter District

Water Management Strategy Name: Trinity Aquifer — Bexar (BMWD)

-

Capital Cost™: 3o

1. Using cumrenr wmlny revenue sources, including implemenning necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision able to pay for the water
management straregy identified above?

The polinical subdivision can affordwpay $___~/A

2. If you could access the Stare Pamicipation Program, how nmuch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able 1o pay for the water management strategy identified above using
aurent urility revenue sources, including mmplementing necessary rate and tax incregses?

The political subdivision can afford wopay $__ ~/a

3. How muck of the capiral cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management straregy identified above?

The polirical subdivision cannot afford topay $____ /2

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option{s) is proposed? Whaz, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheers, if
necessary)

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; weanment, diswritustion, and stozage fxcilities sufficient 1o meet
peak gay needs; engincering, Jegal, and conungencits; environmental & archacological smdes and minganon; land
WMWMW

~ As the Trinity Aqmifer-Bexar (AMWD) Water Supply Project is in the umplementation phuse, it was assumed for
plannmg purpases s capizal vestment m these fadlifics has already been funded. i State parncipation and/or
owher sources of fands for these fachtics are desired, please o indicate I your respanse to the atsached Water
lafrastruciire Financing Survey
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regiona! wazer plan 10 meet your
warer needs, please fill in the warer managemem strategy name and cost (refer 10 the awached
table showing the specific projects recammended for your palitical subdivision and the estimated
capital cogts). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each suategy. Use a
new sheet for cach water managememn strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Bexar Memopolitan Water Distncy
Weter Managemen: Strategy Name: Westetn Canyon Regional Water Supply Project

Capital Cost™; 3¢

1 Usmg aurent uulity revenue sources, mcluding implementing necessary rare and tax
increases, how much of the capial cost is the political subdivision able 1o pay for the water
management sirategy idemtified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ NIA

2. If you could access the State Participanon Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able 1o pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revemne sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The pokitical subdivision can afford 1o pay $ /A

3. How much of the capinal cost is the political mbdmsxonmaﬂg.mpayforthewater
managemen straregy idemified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay $ __«/a

4. For the costs the pofitical subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
stge fnding sources would the poliucal subdivision consider? {use addmiona] sheers, if
necessary)

* Capital Cost meindes new water supply faciliries, meanpeny, diswriburion, and smrage faclitics sufficient w meet
peak day geeds: enginotring, legal, and conringencies; envimmmenl & archaeological stadies and mutigation; land
OISO Znd DEETESE GUIME COLSTLCUOR.

As the Western Canyon Regional Water Supply Project is in the implementanon phase, it was assamed for
planming purposes that capiml investment in these ficilities bas already been fimded  If Sate parsicspsmion andror
other sources of funds for these facilities are desired, please so mdate ia your response 1o the ausched Walei
Infrastrucure Financing Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructians: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional warer plan to meer your
water needs, please fill in the warer management sirategy name and cosy (refer 1o the anached
able showing rhe specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimared
capnal cosrs). Answers Yo the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each warer management strategy.

Name of Polinical Subdivision: Bexar Metropolitan Water District

Warer Mansgement Strategy Name: Lake Dyniap WTP Expansion £ Mid-Ciries Water
Trapsmission System (CRWA)

Capiral Cost™. $0”

1. Using currem unlity revenue sources, including implemenring necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capiral cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the wazer
management syategy identified above?

The polirical subdivision can afford 1o pay $ §IA

2. I you could access the State Participarion Program, how much of the capiral cost is the
political subdivision able 10 pay for the water management straregy idengified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate 2nd tax inereases?

The political subdivision can afford 1o pay $ _ ~/4

3. How much of the capital cost is the polincal subdivision upable w pay for the warer
management suaregy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford 1o pay § _ ~/a

4.  For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

* Capiral Cost inchudes new wanes supply fachnes; treanment, disribarion, and storage faciliies sufficient to meet
™ As the Lake Dunlap WTP Expansics & Mid-Cities Water Transmissiae System (CRWA) Project is m the
implemenation phase, i was assamed for planming parposcs that capizal investment m these facilizies has ajready
been funded. I Swnc paticipation andéor other sources of fands for these facilities are destred, please so indcare in
your response 1o the anached Water nfrastracrure Firancung Survey
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instrucrions: For each of the recommended swategies in the regional water plan o meet your
warer needs, please fill in the water management Strategy name and cost (refer to the arrached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your polirical subdivision and the estimated
capital costs) Answers 1o the following questions should be provided for each srategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management straregy.

Name of Polincal Subdivision Bexar Metropalitan Water District

Water Managemenr Strategy Name: _Regional Water Providet(s) (BMWD)

Capnal Cost™ $314,158 408

1.  Using awvenr utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the polirical subdivision able 1o pay for the water
managemenr strategy 1dentified above? 352

The political subdivision can afford ro pay $ ___ 72,537, ¢o2

2. Xf you could access the State Pamicipation Program, how much of the capitai cost is the
pahnical subdivision able 1o pay for the warer management sraregy identified above using
aurrent imlity reveane sources, inchuding implementing necessary rate and 1ax increases?

’ 2357 o

The political subdivision can affordtopay $ __ 7g 539 o2 .

- 3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable o pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

So% or

The polincal subdivision cannot afford 1o pay $ _ 157079 ov

4. For the costs the poktical subdivision cannot pay, whar option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the palitical subdivision consider? (use addiriopal sheets, if
necessary)

* Capaal Cost cludes new waier supply facilities; weamment, disaibunion, and storagx: Eacihipes sufhicient 1o mes
peak day oeeds; eagincering, Jegal, and conringencics; envirammengal & arciaeoiogacal suxhes and minganog:; land
acquisiton; and ipterest during constructian

1010
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CASTROVILLE, TEXAS 78009
(830) 931-4070
‘FAX (830) 931-6373

City oFf CASTROVILLE

Little Aliace of Teras

1209 FIORELLA STREET

Date: December 31, 2001
To:  Maggic Moorhouse, Moorhouse Associates, Inc. O@
From: Bruce A. Alexander, Director of Public Works %}JJLQ

Re:  Watcer Plan for Castroville

Ms Moorhouse:

[ am not familiar with the water plan prepared by the SCTRWPG and the TWDB for the
City of Castroville.

1 disagree with the projected need / shortage shown in table 5.3.16-2 for the City of
Casmroville and don’t understand the need for Edwards Lrigation Transfers at this time or
in the near future for Castroville.

The City of Castroville currently has two withdrawal permits issued by the Edwards
Aquifer Authority. One for Municipal use — 685 acre feet — and one for keripation use ~
472 acre feet. Our wtal municipal use for calendar year 2001 was 668 acre feet.

We own and leasc out 236 acres of irrigated farm land with one acre foot of water and
hold the other one acre foot of irrigation water in reserve to be transferred to municipal
use as needed. We have offered to help smail utility systems with annua] wansfers from
irrigation to municipal use to help them comply with EAA permit limits. These transfers
are on an annual basis with the upderstanding that when the City of Castroville requires
the water, the transfers cease 10 exist. We are also in the process of adopting ordinances
that require new subdivisions to provide water rights to the City of Castroville as a
condition of annexation. Al} of our treated wastewater effluent is reused as irrigation and
has becn reused for the past 30 + years at the current rate of 275 acre fect for 2000. We
await a future ruling on credits for this water reuse.

Based on current withdrawal perm.ws, City Ordinances addressing conservation and
growth, and funure needs of Castroville, we don’t anticipate a shartage for the City of
Castroville as predicted by the SCTRWPG.

It is for this reason that I don™t know how to properly answer your survey. Please call me
at (830) 931-4050 1if you have any questions or are in need of additional information.
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" WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Inshructioos: Forggxofﬁemmmdedme@sindnwwmphnwwm
mn&ap@xﬂhﬁemammgmmmwmmgw&rwm@ch@
mh@@mwmmwhpwmmmmn@mmw
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Castroville

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conscrvation) (L-10 MUN)
Capital Cost”. $ 56,187

-Uw;gmmun!nymmuemmhdmg:mphmcmngmymeandm

increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management Srategy idemmified above?

The political subdivision ¢an afford to pay

: scipation i the
If could aoccess the Stae Parmicipation Program, how much of the capital cosy is
pdy::alamdtvmablewmyforﬁemmm:dmﬁdabm:ang
auren utility roveme sources, incloding inmplementing necessary rate and tax increases?

Thcpolitialazbdiﬁsionmaﬂ‘mdtopays

. How mmuch of the capital cost is the political subdivison ungble to pey for the water

managemer sirategy identificd above?
‘ihepoﬁtidmbdivision,mmaffotdmpgys

. For the costs the political sohdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,

state fiading sources would the political subdivision comsider? (use additional sheers, if
pecessary)

Capital ipciudes mmﬁﬂmdewWMmm .
M@%emm::gmam m&mxw&mw

mmmmdmm

PAGE
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instroctions: of the recommended: strategies in the regional water plan to meez your
mmds,ﬁlq;ﬁmthemmwmwgymmdm(wmmem
mbhsbmngthcmﬁcp:qeasxmmmdedformmhmlmbdwmandmzmugmed
capital costs). Aaswers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
new sheet for each warer managemient strategy.

Natue of Political Subdivision: City of Castrovilie
Water Mamagement Strategy Name: Edwards Inigation Transfers {(I.-15)
Capital Cost ™ $0.00"

current ‘ and tax

wiility revemre sources, intluding implementing npecessary rate

- mmm&&upwwﬁsmwﬁudwm“soanm&rmema
mapagement strategy idontified above?

The political subdivision can affioed to pay §

icipatiox of the capital cost is the
cuﬂdmﬂm&mc?amapanqnmbwm the a t
* mmﬁlewmh&mewm%

Ihepoliﬁcdwbdivbionmaﬂbdmpayjs
3. Bow much of the capatal cost is the political subdivision unshle w pay for the water

management strategy idcntifed above?

The political subdivision camot afford to pay S

,whaopuon(s)lspmposed’\vhat,fany
4 féememmepdmmm\:smnmm o ) L

necessary)

Capiral nchxics -wmun@ﬂyﬁnstuamngdsﬁhnmLldﬂnqpixﬁhsaﬁbmnmnna
puk&N:::;agm;:;;hpluﬂunm@mnuummumumu&adhmhgﬂﬂnﬁhs&ﬁnﬂgﬂn&hul

acqeisificn; znd hutecst dming cotstCHon.
in new facilities, it
wmnummntangulqudnnsnun
gAs&ehﬁ;:ﬂahnnhAqdhump:zE::L ey oo oo gy
Water Development Boand.
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Tanke 5.3.16-3.
S Recommended Pfan Costs by Decade for the City of Castroville
~ 3 ;
pomp=— 2000 | 200 | 0% ae | e 2e50
Anzosi Cost ($47) 3789 ©B7e | 260 | 2B | RNG | $,496
| Ut St (orecr0 w55 | ser | me | Stw | s | s
Exdwarde brigwboo Translers (1.-35) ) ,
Anraral Cowt (S47) 7o | wiesr | ssTey | Sar64l | we<r | 78R
Unir Seet (S 20 ] seo $80 $60 $y =0
e

PAGE

5/8



JAN-02-22 10:08 FROM: MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION €O 1D:36818837417

~ ATTACHMENT A

Water Plan %o Castrovitie

5.3.16.1 City of Castrovive

m%dwmc’smwwkwm&mmfa-

The City of Castroville is projected to need sdditional water supplies begimning i the year 2000,
Thefo&ovﬁng_opﬁonsmoonsiduedmm;bc city's projected necd:

* Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 M)

» Edwards Injgation Xransfers (L-15)

Woﬂ:ingw'nlﬁnthephmﬁngditerhmblishzdby the.SCIRWPGudﬁETWDB,iti_S_

recommended that the City of Castroville implemen the following water supply plan to meet the

projected need fox the ciry (Table 5.3.16-2).

* Municipal demand reduction (conservation) 1o be implemented in 2000. This project

can provde an additional supply of up to 153 acfyr. (See Eratta Sheet. Anchement E,

: * Edwards Yoigation Tramsters (L-15) t be implemented.in 2000. This project can
provide aa additionat 400 acfi/yr of supply from 2000 1o 2050.

Tabie 5.3.162

Recommunded Waler Suppiy Plan for the City of Castrovilie .
Gothy) | DAY | focRiyg | RoRtiy) | faclthy) | facrny
Projected Necd {Shortage) B = = ™ > 93
De=mprwd Reauxction (Conseregtion) (L-10 M) 3 13 Tt 2 12 3
Eduards brigation Trasfes (L-15) 0 @ | w0 0 0 <
Total New Scpply o3 »N3 a1 &2 12 m__‘

Theoostsefﬂumamnmdedplant&meenheﬁty of Castroville's projected need are

shovn in Table S316-5.

PAGE
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ATTACHMENT B

Region Name: Scuth Central Texas, TWDB Resion L
Name of Polincal Subdivision: City of Castroville

Contacz Persenr Bmce A-A\exav_\c!ef T&D?rec}w orﬂlui(wm—kg
Te!ephom:@jo) 33i-¥Q0  E~mail: Ccdogg,g (anf.com

Background: On Jamzary S, 2001, Regional Water Pharning Groups (RWFGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water phans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requiremerss of Senme Bill 1 {75™ Texas Legisiatuce). The adopted regional
wmpmmmammmumgwymashmmgmm&smm
onwmhﬁs,mkmsidmﬁdmwmwmma
sufficiens ‘ supply ot'wmt‘ccﬂnso—ycaryhmmgpupd. Ibe RWPGs also devcioped
preliminary capital cost cstimmtes for cach of the strategies recommended in the aproved
resronal water plan.
1 : 2 . Bill 2 charges
: Senaze Bill Z (77" Texas Legistature) oxpanded the RWPG’s assignmeet, Sevate
= the RWPGs with examiniag what finzucial assistancs, of any, is needed 1o implement the waer
' mwmmmmmmxn&mmwmwndma
plan.

how poiitical subdivisions
Summzwymmaﬁaxmmmmrwm |
all across Texas propose 1o pay for fumre water mfrastructisre. needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.
Please retarn the counpleted socvey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
- Address: 5326 Bear Lane
Corpus Caristi, TX 73405
Tdtﬁenc. 3613336816
361/883-7417 .

E-mil. mgpe@mrhomm
Kmhnuqurq:rdhg&hm
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Recosrrended Water Management Strategies for
The City of Castraviite
| Stategy i
Polticat 1 knplementation | Total Copitat
DEWAND
Clty of Castrovite h 2000 56,167
(L-10 MU)
EDWARDS
CryofCasturlle | (oAU | 2000 =
Q1sy
Totad 50,107
"As the lease of Edwants Aquifer inrigation rights will aot require significant capital mvestment
hnwh&lﬁm,kkmmd&uth:adﬁﬁoqﬂwﬁewﬂmbefmﬂedwﬁbm&m
egher the gpen mavket or the Texas Water Development Board.
i
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FEB_14-02 @9:01 FROM:MOORHO
FEB-12-02 9:43 FROM:HOORMOUSE COMSTRUCTION €O ID- 3618037417 L é#cs .t/-
ass

1

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE AINANCING SURVEY

Instructions. F Tecomm strategies

m%pﬁfﬁxﬁem ended m the regiopal water plan to meet

e lea managemernt strategy name and cost (refer thcmchedw
'm)__ Mmmﬁ?mm@hmmmnimmﬁhm

mm] mﬁrmanswwu l!uwmgquesnmsshmﬂdbepmwdedfotachsumegy Use a

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Devige

Water Managemcnt : ]
Suategy Nm Demand Reduction {Comservation} (I~10 MUN)

Capral Cost™ $ 73,782

s,ng
m m

managunertsumegy:denuﬁedabovc‘?
The political subdivision cxn afford 1o pay 5 7@78!100
2. If you conld access the Stare Participation Program, how much capital
~— Wg@m&hbmhwmmagmmg&ﬁﬁedfim%
amm}uyrevmwmmhﬁﬁgimpkmﬁngmmmemdwmd&::s? 5
The political subdivision can 2fford to pay $ z,ﬂs,m .

Tb:polmml mbdiwmonmmtaﬁ'ordmpzysﬁﬁ 404.00

)

necessary)
0BG FONDS i

DWSRT
CHSEE

* Capital Cost inckades pew water capply facHitics,
. e g treatmen?, disuhagon, axd sorage facilties safficient w moet
;::zeqpnumgkgd. unugmmmsuwmmmumﬂ&aﬂn&bg:ﬂam&sadnm@mnmhml
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY
x .
Instructions: For each of the recommended. strategies in the regicsal water plan 10 meet yoor
waler needs, please il in the water management strategy name and cost (cefer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capmal costs). Answers o the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
pew sheet for each water management strategy.

}
Name of Polrical Subdivision: City of Devine
Water Managemear Strategy Name: Edwards Yrigation Transfers (-15)
.
Capital Cost™ foo0”

!

1. Using cumreat wility revemue sources, inchding uplementing necessary rave and tax
increases, how o of the capital cost is the political subdivision able o pay for the water

management identified above?
Thepoﬁua‘d maﬂ’o:dmpaySNo Expenditnres Requived
2. ¥ you could the Stme Participation Program, bow much of the eapital cost is the

" political subdivisibn abie to pay for the water manasement straegy identiSied above using
current utility revenue sources, including irapfementing necessary rate and tax mcreases?
The politicat subdivision can affoed vo pay $ No Expenditrmes Requixed “

3. How much of the capial cost is the political subdivision umable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above? i

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay §_No_ Expenditures Required
4, Fm&ewﬁs&ep&nlmb&vhbnmm&paﬁwwopdon{s)&wwmifm,

state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additiomal sheets, if
necessary} _ ‘

e
b |

\ : | o
" Capizal Cumhﬁnbmmmmmmmmuﬁnmmm
peak day needs; engincer M;ﬂmm&mloédmﬁsmmm

™ As the lease of Edwards Aqaiier irrigason vights will 0ot require significan capizal investmen in new facilisies, it
hmmmmﬁﬂhﬂmkﬁn&dmmmmhmmﬂnaWMTm
Water Devciopmeat. Boatd.
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Regiop Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Hondo

Contact Person: JEHN \/rDAWRET Tile: Crv mrennis Sk

Telephone: Cﬁj(}) 6{24 -3 3 782 E-mait; ' v&lga.u rrr-_eié on Jg¢hgi

Backeround: On Jamary 5, 2001, Regionsl Water Plamning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submxtted 16 adopted regional ‘water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDR) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75® Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users mn the State, Based
on the amalysis, the RWPGs identified water mranagement strategies necessary to eiire 2
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
prefiminary capital cost estumates for each of the strategies recommended m the approved
regioual water plan,

Senate Bill 2 (77% Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG's assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if anry, is needed fo implemest the water
mapagement strategies and projects rocommended in the most recently approved regiopal water
plan.

Senate Bill Z specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDR how political subdivisions
alt across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is 1o complete this charge with your mput.

Please retarn the completed snrvey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Assocaztes
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78465
Telephome: 361/883-6916
Fax: 361/833-7417
E-mail: maggic@moorhousecc.com

If you have any guestions regarding this survey, please contact:

Ms. Magsie Mioorhouse at 361/853-6816 or by the e-ma2il address listed 2bove.

PAGE
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DEC-285-01 15:50 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO [D:351u837va17 PAGKE 779

Recommended Water Management Strategies for

The City of Hondo
Political Slrategy
g implementation | Total Capital
Subdivision Strategy Date Cost
DEMAND

REDUCTION

Ciy of Hondo (CONSERVATION) 2000 $501,151
{L-10 MUN)
EDWARDS

ity of Horxio iy HSFERWS 2060 0
-15)*
Towl 551,151

"As the lease of Edwards Aquifer irrigation rights will not require significant capital investment
u?ncwﬁmlm‘::,xtzsﬁamedthzttheseadcﬁﬁonal supphies will not be fimded with loans from
either the open market or the Texas Water Development Board.

\\‘/’
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructiops: For each of the recommended strateges in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost {refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use 2
rew sheet for each water management strategy.

Nzame of Political Subdivision: Ciity of Hondo

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (1.-10 MUN)

Capital Cost 5 501,151

1. Using coreat vtility Tevemue sources, including implemenring necessary rate and tax
increases, how nmch of the capital cost is the polifical subdivision able to pay for the water
Ioanagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ /00, 230. 2J.

2. If you could access the State Participation Progzam, how zmch of the capial cost is the

political subdivision able to pay for the water maunsgement strategy identified above using
current utility revepue sources, including implementing necessary raze and tax increases?

The political subdivision can 2fford to pay $_S50/ 15/. 00.

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision upable 1o pay for the water
mansgement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay 3 400 920,

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? Whaz, if any,
state fanding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary) :

- iﬂ@ahchdsmwmmmbﬁdﬁgnm;dmmmgo@ﬁmﬁﬁsmpmm
ﬁmwmmgwlmdmwmmmmm@mmmmmm

1D: 3618837417 PAGE
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill n the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the atrached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision aud the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision® City of Hondo
Water Mamacement Strategy Name: Edwards Frrigation Transfers (L-15)

Capital Cost™ $0.00"

-

1. yﬁngommtwniﬁtymemcmoes,indudingimplemeuﬁngnemymemdm
increases, how much of the capttal cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford topay $_0.00

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how mmch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water masagement strategy identified above using
current wility revenne sources, wcluding implementing necessary rate and tax mcreases?

The politicat ssbdivision can afford o pay §_0- 00 .

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision canuot afford to pay 3 _0-00

4. For the costs the political subdivision canmot pay, wit option(s) 1s proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary) :

| NMOVE.

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sfficier? o meet
peak day necds; enginevting, legal, and confingencies, environmental & archasological stdies and mitigation: Jand
** As the lease of Edwards Aquifer frigation rights will rol require significant capiral fnvestment i pew facilities, it
is ascamed that these addional sapplies will not be fomded with loxas from either fhe open Toazker or the Texas

‘Water Development Board.

PAGE
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Narme: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of La Coste

Contact Person:  Ken Roberts Title: civy Admipistratoer

Telephone: (830)985-9494 E-mail: cityoflacoste@earthlink.net

Background: On Jamary 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formmally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senste Bill 1 (75™ Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water magagement smategies necessary 10 ensure &
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional weter plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77 Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
mavagement strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional weter
plan. : :

Sepate Biil 2 speciﬁmily reqquires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for fiuture water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates

Address: 5826 Bear Lane ;
Caorpus Christi, TX 78405 -

Telephone: 361/883-6016

Fax: 361/883.-7417

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maggic Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 er by the o-mail address listed above.
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Recommended Water Management Strategies for
The City of La Coste

Subdivision Strategy

Ciy of La Coste REDUCTION 520,392

. ! w
Polticat | .| rptementation | Totat Capital
Date Cost
2000
X0

Cy of La Ceate

Total $20.392

"As the lease of Edwards Aquifer irrigation rights will not require significant capital mvestment
in new Hicilities, 1t is assumed ther these additional supplies will got be funded with loans from
either the open market or the Texas Water Development Board.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of La Coste

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™: $ 20,392

1. Using current ufility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay § 1,000

2. IfyOuoo-ﬂdacc&stbeStamPa:ﬁdpaﬁmProgmn_ how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the:water management strategy idensified above using
cutrentt utility revenue sources, inchuding implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ 2,000

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The politicat subdivision cannot afford topay §_17,392

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding scurces would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

1. additional charge to commexrcial & residential customers
{total of 418 connections) for the initial 15% reduction.

2. punative rate schedule for all redidential customers with
usage greater than 10,000 gal. per wmonth.

* Capital Cost includes pew wates sipply facilities; trearment, distribution, 20 Storage facifities sufficient to meet
mmmm@mmmmmm&wmmwm;m
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water aeeds, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each stratepy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Crty of La Coste
Water Management Strategy Name: Edwards Frrigation Transfers (L-15)
Capital Cost™: $0.00™

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implemeanting necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The politicat subdivision can afford to pay $ _—0-

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the caprtal cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utldity revenue sources, imcluding implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ -0~

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the wéter
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay$ 28,236 - .

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What,  any,
state funding scurces would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, i
necessary) :

1. pass thru toucustomer on:all interest & principal costs for
borrowed resources(either TWDB or commercial).

peak day needs; enginecring, lega). and contimgencics; eaviroamental & archeenlogical sindics and mitigation; and
acquisiton; and imerest during construction. i

~ As the lease of Edwards Aquifer imigation rights will not require significagt capital investment in mew facilitics, it
is assamed that these additional supplies will not be fanded with loans from either the open market or the Texas
Water Development Board. :

PAGE
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capnal coms). Answers to the sons should he : -
Name of Political Subdivision: City of Lytle

Water Managemenr Strategy Name: _| De:

Capital Cost™ $39,140

1. Using carrem utlity reveme 0 including |
increases, how much of the capiral cost is the political subdivition able to pay for the water
. M !

political subdivision able 10 pay fyr the water mamavement sirategy identificd sbove using

3. How mach of the capital cost is the pofitical subdivision umgble to pay for the water
The political subdivision cannot efftrd o pay S____ O

. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what optioa(s) is proposed? What, if an
gg%i?%%&é%aﬁﬂ&oﬂ_ﬁﬁ
ACOSSATY)

.goﬂgigiggggsggssﬂ
Egﬂﬁg—ﬂrgg%hggﬂ&gg

e widh g ,@m&mc@%ﬁ.@ By %@M“\Nw "
\oud 0 grataul Lo Y s mh?rﬁ. .

mmmmmmm




1. Géggggiggggﬁg

mgggﬁﬁmggﬂwﬁ%ggnﬁoSuﬁmﬂﬁoé
magagement strategy idemtified sbove?

 Ths pofitical subdivision can s opagS__ M 1N

2 Rigwm@?ggﬁsgggﬂgéﬁwﬁn
political subdivision sble 1 pay for the water management strasegy identified 3bove using

The political scbdivision can afford opays___N[A

3. moaggﬁo%oonwﬂre%& subdivision umable 10 pay for the water
management strazegy ideatified above?

The political subdivision canoet afford o payS__ # 1A

4. For the costs the political subdivision camnot pay, what option(s) is propased? What, if any,
stae finding scarces would the pofitical gubdivition consider? (use additional sheets, i

aecessary)

.gggﬂlrﬂgggaﬂrﬂtgggsi

" As th2 lease of Edwards Aquifir frrigation rights will not sequire Sigoificant capital mvestment i aew fhciBoes, i
" i assumed thar these additiona! supplics Wil not be funded with loans from either the open wawic oy e Texas
Water Developmsent Bossd., : l
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instroctions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 1o meet your
. water needs, please fil) in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your pobitical subdivision and the esrimared
capitai costs). Answers 1o the following questioas should be provided for each strategy. Usc a

dew sheet for each water management strategy.
Name of Political Subdivision: Ciy of Sabunal

Water Management Strazegy Name: Dermand Reduction (Couservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™ $ 38,624

1. Using cureat ulility revenue sources, including implementing necessarv rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost iz the political subdivision able to pay for the water

mansgcment strategy dentified above?
The political subdivision can zfford to pay $ 'SZ{

2. If you could access the Siate Participarion Program, how much of the cepital cost is the
polincal subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified ebove using

current wiility revenue sources, iocluding implementing necessary rate and tax increases”
The politicat subdivision can afford 1o vay $

3. How mnch of the capiral cont is the pohitical subdivision upable o pay for the water

mansgement raiegy identified above?
o
The political subdivision canrot afford 1o pev $ 33’iteat9 _

4. For the casts the political subdivision cantot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,

PAGE

staze funding sources would the politisal subdivision consider” (use additiomal sheets, If

S )

" Capitgl Cost inttudes vew water supply facilities; teatment, distution, and storage facilities Sullicient W mec!

277
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Inswructions: F@rm of the recommended strategies in the regional warer plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy pame and cost (refer to the attached
rable showing the specific projects recommended for vour political subdivision and the estimated
caprtal costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for cach sirategy. Use &
new sheet for ehch waler management strazegy.

Name of Politidal Subdivision: City of Sabigal
‘Water Managetnent Stratcgy Name: Edwards Irigatior; Transfers (L-15)
Capital Cost™. - $0.00~

1. Using curent wility revemue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
managemept strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ p e

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capitsl cost is the
polimical supdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utifity revemie sources, mcluding implementing necessary rate and tax mereases?

The politichl subdivision can afford o pay$

i

How mucli of the capital cost 1s the political subdivision unable 10 pay for the water
wanagemept strategy identified above?

Thepoli:xcal sobdivision cannot afford w pay $ o

4. For the cofts the political subdivision canpet pay, what option(s) is proposed? ‘What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary) '

nl—.

° Capital Com inchades : waner supply facilities; reatmens. distridution, and ockge Bcilites sufficient 1o ot
peak day m&mmwmhmammmmmm;m
Z"’:“;Slﬁ' .ﬂﬁl' ﬂdm. mng m‘m‘

“ As the Jaase of Edwards Aquifes fmigation fights will Dot require significapt capital isvestment imnew facditics. it
is aseumsed tat tese 20ditional sopplies will 5ot be finuded with laaos from either the opea marker of the Texas
Water Devolopmtot Board.

3r7
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 10 meet your
water peeds, please fll in the water management strategy name and cost (gefer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capiral costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Medina Coupty Rural Areas
Water Management Strategy Name: Edwards Erigation Transfers (L-15)
Capital Cost™: $0.007

1. Using current ufility revenne sources, mcloding implementing necessary rate and tax
mcreases, how mmch of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy idemtified above? ’

The political subdivision can afford to pay 3

- 2. I you could access the State Participation Program, how mmuch of the capital cost 15 the
" political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy ideotified above using
current utility revenme souxces, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political sebdivision ¢an afford to pay §

3. How much of the capital cost is the poliical subdivision unable to pay for the water
mapagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
gtate fimding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

pecessary) MM L 1l prcirsingss

- - o el B (edtes L@

2Nt
* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; wearme, distribation, and storage facilifies sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineecing, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mitgation; ixnd
acquisition; and interest during constraction

* Asthe lease of Edwards Aquifer irrigation rights will not require significant capital mvesiment in new facilities, it
is asamaed that these additional supplies will ot be finded with Yoans from either the open market urﬂch?ms
Water Developmenr Board

. ¢~/
ot g S
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER (INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Cenral Textas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Port Lavaca |

Countact Person: 6;\0, ¢ EML - _Title, (;TL;‘ /}ﬂbhgm
7 F

Telephone: P6/- ICL-IF2 ¥ a3, E-mail: __¢,/ 1%, T7LON €

Batkground: On Jaruary S, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plaps to the Texas Water Development
Bozrd (TWDB) per requirements of Senare Bill 1 (75® Toxas Legistature). The Edopt?'ad regional
wawrplansmminedandmzlyzedthewatermpptynacdsforauwmetumintﬂn . Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water mapagement strafegies necessary 19 enswe g
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year plaoming period. The BWPGs also developed
preliounary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies rﬁwmms:ndﬁd m the approved

regiongl warer plag,

Senate Bill 2 (77 Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assigrment. Senate Bl 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial sssistance, if any, s noeded 1o fmplement the water
raanagement strategies and projects recommended ia the most rocemly approved regional watar
plan. : :

. ]
Senate Bill 2 specifically cequires that the RWPG repons 10 the TWDB bow polirical subdivisions
alt across Texas propose to pay for future warer inﬁmuaur; necds.

The purpose of this survey is 10 complcte this charge with your input.
Please retarn the completed survey by December 31, 2001 vo:

Name:! Moorbouse Assoctates
Address: 5826 Bear Lone
Corpss Christ, TX 78405

Telephone:  361/883-6016
Fax: 361/353-7417

E-maik: maggic@moorhonsecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, plesse contact:

Ms. Mapsie Moerbouse at 361/833-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above,

i
i
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Recommanded Water Management Strategies for

7he City of Port Lavaca

-
Stralegy {

Political Impleovantation | Tutal Capital
Subddivision Svategy | Daze Cost l

. GBRA Canyon

Gy of Post Gortract 10 50.06 '
Renewst- !
— ~
Totat ©.0 _]

. “As the rencwal of water supply coatracts with the Guadalupe-Blanco River Autbority will not
' require significant capital investmeny in new facilities, it is assumed that these additional supplies
will got be funded with loans from either the open markes or the Texas Water Development

1Bo:m:l

1
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For g_:iw_o of the recommended strategies in the regional water plaa to meer your
water needs, please fill i watef management strategy name and cost (refer 10 the amached
table showing the spegific grojects recommended for yoar political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). 10 Yhe following questons should be provided for each smategy. Usc a
new sheet for each cment SUAMERY. ‘

Name of Political $ubdivision:  __ City of Pon Lavaca

Water Maragement S ame: GBRA Canyon Reservoir Contract Renewal

Capiral Cost™: ~ 50.00"

1. Using current unlity revesue sources, includinmg implememting necessary rate and tax
increnses, how much capital cost is the polnical subdivision able 19 pay for the water
macagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $

2. If you conld access the| State Pmﬁcipation'ngtam, bow puch of the capital cost 15 the
political subdivisiop ablq to pay for the water managecent szrategy identified above usiog
amorent utility re ces, including implcmenting necessary mte and vax increases?

The political subdivision tan afiord to pay $

3. Xow much of the capdal cost is the political subdivisian pnable 1o pay fixr the water
management strategly idenrified above?

The polstical subdivision cannot afford to pay 3

&, For the costs the political subdivision caanot pay, what opiion(s) is proposed? What, if any,
stare funding sources would the political sobdivision consider? (use addirional sheets, if
neccssary) ' :

" Caphal Cost inciudes new water sapply Eacilities: treatrmen, distibmion, and aowmge Saciliics sefficic 1o M
peak day needs; enpinceting, legal, and contingencies, cavipopmental & archasolagical smadies and misgation, land
2equisiton; amd ntcrest doring CORSUUKTIOR. |

** As the regewal of water Sopply coniracts with the Gradihipe-Blancs River A wtharity will wot oquire significant
capital investuoent i new facilitos, it is assumed thec these ddditiorm) supplics wil] not b fanded with Joans fom
silher the open market of te Texas Waser Development Board.

|
|
‘[ o
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Pohtical Subdivision: Fair Ozks Ranch

Contact Person: Dan Kasprowicz Title: Alderman
Telephone: 210-698-0900 E-mail:  dkasprow@swbellcom

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75" Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies mecessary to ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77" Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Sepate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water

management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how poltical subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5326 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggie@moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Magsie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.

2,7

. . Thepurpose of this survey is 10 coruplete this.charge with yourfnput.. .. _ .. . . .
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Recommended Water Management Strategies for

Fair Oaks Ranch
.. Strategy
Pofitical Implementation | Total Capital
Subdivision Strategy Date Cast
DEMAND REDUCTION
Fair Osks Ranch (CONSERVATION) 2000 315,021
(L-10 MUN)
PURCHASE/PARTICIPATE 77" 777" ™ T
Fair Oaks Ranch | W/ REGIONAL WATER 2000 $3.976,688
PROVIDER(S)"
WESTERN CANYON
Fair Oaks Ranch REGIONAL WATER 2000 $0
SUPPLY PROJECT™
Total $3,991,709

*Fair Qaks Ranch pro-rata share (based on year 2050 needs) of the Total Capital Cost for water
management strategies recommended for implementation by the Regional Water Provider(s) for
Bexar County. See following table for costs of these water management strategies.

**As the Western Canyon Regional Water Supply Project is in the implementation phase, it was
assumed for planning purposes that capital investment in these facilities has already been funded.
If State participation and/or other sources of funds for these facilities are desired, please so
indicate in your response to the attached Water Infrasttucture Financing Survey.

3,7
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Following is a list of water management strategies recommended by the South Central Texas
Regional Water Planning Group for implementation by Regional Water Provider(s) for Bexar
County. Designation of Regional Water Provider(s) accounts for the fact that firture water
supplies may be developed by individual sponsors and/or coalitions of sponsors. Capital Cost
for each water user is calculated by pro-rata share (based on year 2050) of the total Capital Cost
for new water supphes recommended for impiementation by Regional Water Provider(s) for

Bexar County.
Regional Water Provider(s) for Bexar County
2050 |

Water Management Strategy (acttyr} Decade Capital Cost
Camizo Aquifer - Wilson & Gonzales (CZ-10C) 16,000 2000 $116,018,928
Lower Guadatupe River Diversions (SCTN-16) | 94,500 2010 $731,761,763
Edwards Recharge - Type 2 Projects (L-18a) 21,577 2010 $287,183,000
Colorado River Diversion Option(LCRA) ‘ 13,2000 2020 ‘ $978,229,411
Desalination of Seawater (SCTN-17) 84,012 2040 $999,659,460
Bexar County - Peaking 0 2000 - $71,502,26
Edwards Imigation Transfers (L-15) 32,986 2000 507
Irrigation Demand Reduction w! Transfers (L-10 Irr)) 27.314 2000 $0™
Totals | 408,389 $3,184,444,830

*Capital costs are not included for water management strategies that do not require significant

a,s7

capital investment in new facilities and will not Tikeély be funded with lodns from €ifher the opén =~

market or the Texas Water Development Board.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management sirategy.

Narme of Political Subdivision: Fair Oaks Ranch

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™>  $15,021

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay § 13021

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ -0-

(VY]

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unagble to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ -0-

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,

state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

* Capital Cost inclodes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to mect
peak day needs; enginecring, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archasological stodies and mitigarion; land
2cquisition; and interest during construcbon.

577
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions; For gach of the recommended strategies 1n the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Fair Oaks Ranch

Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase/Participate with Regional Water Provider(s)

T . e L

Capital Cost™:  $3976,638

1. Using cwrent utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ _ 0-

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ ___-0-

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ N/A

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

The City of Fair Oaks Ranch plans to participate in the Western Canyon Regional Supply
Project. This Regional Water Provider project would duplicate the surface water provided
from Canyon Lake and is not required to satisfy our projected needs. If the Canyon Lake
project is not implemented this avenue would have to be considered.

* Capital Cost includes new watex supply facilities; treaument, distribation, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; enginecring, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and inferest daring construction,

B/ 7
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Fair Oaks Ranch
Water Management Strategy Name: Western Canvon Regional Supply Project
Capital Cos™: ____$0.00° e

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can affordtopay $ __ See #4

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ __ See #4

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ See #4

4, TFor the costs the political siibdivision Catinot pay, what option(s) s proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary) ‘

This project is expected to be funded by issuing Bonds supported by the project

participants. The costs of extending the facilities internally within Fair Oaks Ranch will be

borne by the Utilities” customers/ratepayers.

" Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatraent, distrbation, 2nd storage faciliries sufficient to meet

peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; envirommenial & archaeological studies and mitigation: land

acquisitorn; and imterest during constuction.

™ As the Western Canyon Regional Water Supply Project is in the implementation phase, it was assumed for
planning purposes that capital investment i these facilities has already been finded. If State participation and/or
other sources of funds for these facilities are desired, please so indicate i your response to the attached Water
Infrastnicture Fimancing Sarvey.

?/7
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Ceatral Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Schert2

Contact Person:  Jolwn E. Biensch wnl€ Tine:

Telephone: Z’D ~6S$8-7065 E-mail: JFigleschwnliewe!. scheete

Background: On Jamsary 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted |6 adopted regional water plans 10 the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDI3) per requitements of Senate Bill 1 (75" Texas Legislawre). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State, Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management sirategies necessary to ensure 2
sufficient supply of water for the SO-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the sirmegies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77 Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG's assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
meanagement strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose ta pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.
Plesse return the completed snrvey by December 31, 2001 to:
Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane
Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Tetephoue: 361/883-6816
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail; maggic@moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please coutaci:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/383-6016 or by the e-mail address listed aboye.




JAN-18-02 ©039:00 FROM: MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO

ID: 36818837417

Recommended Water Management Strategies for

The City of Schertz
— e
Political 9¥ T
Implemantation | Total Capital
|_Subdivision Suatagy Date Cast
. DEMAND
Tre City of REDUCTION
Scherz (CONSERVATION) 2000 §127.702
(L-10 MUN)
SEGU Nm_
Tha Clty of IN WATER
SUPPLY 2000
Setvont2 PROJECT ®
(CARRIZO)
L. .
Total $127,702

"As thc Schertz-Seguin Wa!'er Supply Project is in the implementaion phase, it was assumed for
plan'm'ng purposes that capital investment in these facilities has already been funded. If State
participation and/or other sources of funds for these facilities arc desired, please so indicate in

your response 10 the attached Water Infrastructure Fmancing Survey

3/5
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gagh of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 10 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing Lhe specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers io the following questions should be pravided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Palitical Subdivision: City of Schertz

Water Management Strazegy Name: Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project (Carrizo)

{
Capital Cost™ $0.00” 577,000,000 Q{ SOH du sggg,,: Q‘i .,‘Scb.ﬁ

1. Using current utility revenue sources, inchuding implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capitel cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the watsr
management strategy identified above?

"The political subdivision can afford to pay $ !S—DO , 000

)

I you could eccess the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _&_.ST SO, oD

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ J{/f

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

ncessay)  FLI DR Aoiw ZRTEREST LOxs

* Capital Cost inchades vew waier supply Iacilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day nccdy; engineering, legal, and comtingencics; environmental & archacological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and interest during construciion.

~ As the Schertz-Sceguin Water Supply Project is in the implémentation phase, il was assumed for planning purposes
et capital invesimiers in these facilities has already boen funded  IT Siaie participation and/or other sources of
funds for these facilities are desired, please so indicals s your responss to the attached Water Infrasiracture
Financiag Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
1able showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision; City of Schertz
Water Management Strategy Name; Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)
Capital Cost™ $127,702

1.

Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and fax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

Pho walidianl mekdi 2fan e af0 _do- - o 12 *INT ) )
If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the

political subdivision gbie to pay for the water management strategy idemified above using
carrent utility revenue sources, including impiementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay$ /& 2, 70 €.

. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision ungble to pay for the water

management strategy identified above?

T'he political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ w [t

For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary) TAveo Wels, W'MWW
07 Lo ontivat Aoano.

“ Capital Cost includes new waier supply facilities: treatment, distribution, and siorage facililies sufficicot to meet
peak day needs; cagincering. legal, and confingencies; environmenial & archacological studies and miligation; land
acquisition; and inerest during construction.

575
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY
Region Narne: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L
Name of Political Subdivision:; City of Seguin
Contact Person: L_\Aé&ég\f[ Title: 5455{'- Q‘ﬁ‘q Mﬁwdjﬁ(
Telephone: _ L3o- 4o/ -A4D| E-mail: @ 3515t em @ 0 Sequin He.us

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75® Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs idemified water management strategies necessary to ensure ‘a
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capttal cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regronal water plan

Senate Bill 2 (77"‘ Texas Leg:slature) expamded the RWPG’s ass:gnment Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for fiture water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggie@moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above:




JAN-11-02 15:51 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO 1D:36818837417 PAGE

Recommended Water Management Strategies for

The City of Seguin
- Strategy
Political Implementation | Total Capital
Subdivision Strategy Date Cost
DEMAND
The City of Seguin <c§§§sufﬂ%'$u) 20 sz
{L-10 MUN)
SCHERTZ -
Ao : SEGUIN WATER
The City of Seguin SUPPLY 2000 %
PROJECT
(CARRIZOY
Total |  $M5612

"As the Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project is in the implementation phase, it was assumed for
planmng purposes that capital investment in these facilities has already been funded. If State
participation and/or other sources of funds for these facilities are desired, please so indicate n
your response to the attached Water Infrastructure Financing Survey.

3/5
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy. '

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Seguin
Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)
Capital Cost": $ 445,612

1. Using cumrent utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _ O

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The polical subdivision can afford to pay $ O

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The pofitical subdivision canmot afford to pay $ [ DO )

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

4/5

The City of Seguin was not aware of the Demand Reduction Project and
its estimated $445,612 cost, therefore it has not been discussed and

we are unable to make a financial committment at this time.

* Capital Cost includes new water sapply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological stadies and mitigation; Iand
acquisition; and iterest during construction.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategtes in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recomamended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Seguin
Water Management Strategy Name: Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project (Carrizo)
- Capital Cost™; $0.00"

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ j OO0 )

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $__*Y[ .

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ a la

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

This project has already been funded by-the Cities of Seguin and
Schertz and bonds to finance the project have been issued.

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities: treamment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; enginecring, legal, and contingencics; environmental & archacological studies and mitigation; land
acquisizon; and interest during construction.

" As the Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project is in the implementarion phasc, it was assumed for planning parposcs
that capital investment iu these facilities has already beea funded. f State participation and/or other sources of
funds for these facilities are desired, please so indicate in your response to the attached Water Infrastructure
Financing Survey.

§/5
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Carrizo Springs

Contact Person: Mario A. Martinez Title: city Manager
Telephone: 830-876-2476 E-mail: __mscitycs@the-i.net

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75" Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water managemem strategies necessary to ensure 2
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water pian.

Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, ts needed to implement the water
management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpas Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggic@moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maggie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 10 meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Carrizo Springs
Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)
Capital Cost™: $128,922

1. Using cwrrent utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ _ 38,600.00 .

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford topay $ _ 51,500, 00

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot affordtopay $ ___ 77 400 00 -

4, For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

1. Texas Water Development Board (TWDB)

-Rural Development (RD}

Economic Development Administration (EDA)

2
3
4 Texas Department of Housing & Community Affairs

L] 1 L]

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
pcak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; esvirommental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and interest during construction.

3/4
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- WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
caprtal costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Carrizo Springs
Water Management Strategy Name; Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a)
~ Capital Cost™ $ 2.073,544

1. Using current utility revenue sources, tncluding implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management sirategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _ 414, 700.00,

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford o pay $ _ 829, 400.00.

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot affordtopay $__ 1,244,100, 00

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, 1if
necessary)

Texas Water Development Board (TWDB)

Rural Development (RD)

Economic Develcopment Administration (EDA)

Texas Department of Housing & Community Affairs

LoV S

" Capital Cost includes new water sapply facilities sufficient to meet peak day needs; engmeermg, legal,land
conringencies; environmentat & archaeological shudies and mitigation; land acquisition; and interest during
construction.

4,4



DEC-17-81 15:@88 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO ID: 3618837417 PAGE 3/3

WATER INFRASTRUC'}'URE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy:

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Floresville
-‘Water Management Sirategy Namé: Demand Reduction (Conservation) {1.-10 Mun.)
Capital Cost™: $ 104,586 ’ '

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
mapagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ ) 110 & s/ G f27 1B Font
-;X 47,«0‘&4 & , mnd St 2t 4
2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 50, qrv = M;.Bm 52@:2?7

3. How mmch of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

_ The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ {é/ffg ﬂ._

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

" Capital Cost includes new wates supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient 1o mest
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mrtigation; lond
acquisition; and interest during construction.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended: strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: _ City of Floresville
Water Management Strategy Name: Carri.zo Agquifer - Local Supply (SCTN-2a)
Capital Cost"; $ 716,466

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including iroplementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost 1s the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

2/3

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ (0, o - /00, “'f-fx fowed o 4""""‘/9"/"/‘ G

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford o pay $ [0 Z e P an 6,@,__

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $_ 4 2 427 =

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the polmcal subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

£ DBG s tn. Awa’m

!.;J

CapnalCostmcludesnewwater supply facilities sufficient to meet peak day needs, engineering, legal, and
contingencies, environmental & archacological studies and mitigation; land acquisition; and interest durmg
Lonstrction.
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(512) 396-3461 - FAX {512) 3985103 )
VIA FACSIMILE P.0.Box 239 - Lockhart, Texas 78644

(361) 883-7417
Decexpber 27, 2001

South Central Texas Regional Wates Plaraving Group
%Moorhouse Assocates, [ne.

5826 Beer Lanc

Corpus Christi, Teas 78405

Re: Regiopal Water Fiancing Plan,
Reconmmended Water Management Strategics

On behalf of Mayor Ray Sanders, the above referenced document 1s provided as an attachoent.

Pleasc be advised that corrections were made to the original cost estimate sent to us as it only included
capital costs. Required costs for engimoering, envirommesial & archacology studies and mitigation, jand
acquisitions and surveying bave been added. These changes were coordinated with yoor office. In
addition, the capital costs for the two (2) water wells are under stated by at least $ | 2mil]inn.l‘be
figures were not changed on the form at this time.

Regarding additional water supply sources, the City of Lockhart is also considering two other treated
water resources frotn: (1) .7 mpg per day from the City of Luling which recefves surface water from the
San Marcos River, and (2) the City of Sanm Marcos. The Plam Creck Reservoir is also a copsideration.

Shouwld additional information be necded, please contact me at (312) 398-6452.

incerely,
Vance Rodgers
Assigtant City Mamager

attachmerts

cc: Mayor Ray Sanders
Clovia Epglish, City Manager
Tommy Hill, GBRA
Jobn Smith, GBRA
file: South Central Texas Regiopal Wazer Planomg Group
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. ATTACEMENT B

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdiviston: City of Lockhmt

Comtact Person: Vance Rodgers Titlee Assistanr City Mapager
Telepbone: (512) 398-6452 E-mail: __Vrodgerselockhart-tx.org

Background: On Jamary S, 2001, RngonalwahnmngGrmps(RWPGs)allmtheSm
u&“[‘mhﬁlysuhmm 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Boxrd (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75™ Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and avalyzed the water sapply nceds for sl water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water mansgement strategics necessary 0 easure a
sufficient sipply of water for the SO-year planoing period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capial cost estimatos for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regiooal water plan,

Senate Bill 2 Texas Logistature) expanded the RWPG’s ascignment. Sesate Bill 2 charges
ﬂnkmgmmﬁnhgwmﬁmddaMifmy,nwmmlmmw
management strategies and projects recoumended in the most recently approved regionsl water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivizions
all across Yezas proposc to pay for firture water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Flease return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhiouse Associates
Address: 5326 Bear Lane
- Corpus Christi, TX 78405

Telephome: 361/583-6016
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1
vl

ions. For of the recompended sirategies in the regional water plan to
mmﬁmhmmwmdm(mmgw
table showing the specific projects recommmended for your political subdivision and mdﬂ
capital costs). Ammw&eﬁkwmthnubmmfmmhm - a

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Lockhert

‘Water Management Strategy Nemme: Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (SCTN-2a)
Carital Cost™: $ 6,567,000

and tax

current utifity revenne sources, mcloding mmplementmg necessary rate

- mhwmchofﬂnmwﬁm&emmmwwwhmm
memagement strategy identified above?

The politicel subdivision cam afford to pay $ 6,567,000

Aipat § s the
mmﬂmtﬁemmmMMof!thmﬂn_
= I;Mmbdmmabhmpay{bxthnmmmﬂmegyﬂmﬁedabweumg
current utifity revexme sovrces, inchading implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political scbdivision can affd to pay § _6-567,000

3. How mmxch of the capital cost is the poltical subdivision ynable to pay for the water
onggagement strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay § 0

costs Yitical subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
* m&;m&gmmuhﬂnmmW(mmmﬁ
' necessary) N/A

MWMmmWManMwmmmmM

legal, and contimgencics; enviraments] & archavologiesl sadics and mitigation;, land scquisition; and iaterest
during constroction.

Lo o Amguife Lodtart IFR_Survey Ecvined Pagessdoc 12177200
WINDCWSSTEMP arrine . 2
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the cstimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Narme of Political Subdivision: Atascosa County Rural Aress
Water Management. Stratcgy Name: Carrizo Aquifer — Local Supply (Setn-2a)
Capital Cost™; $39,600

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 0

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how mmch of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water menagement strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay § (4]

3. How much of the caprtal cost is the pobitical subdivision upable to pay for the water
management strafegy identified above?

The political subdivision caonot afford to pay $ ___ A LL

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (usc additional sheets, if
necessary)

T”(E' L'on.m das W u{'.Lm, Raf&‘l;qu' Do LLES

He GM-J“] foNTidues T RmsSE TAAES JULY 1O MEET SeRpvice

2 PoBlic Sarary Demards,

THE Louv~y weld AfPRopert TNE L/exsraan LW td Loe

Asism iz 1/ Cand e,

" Capital Cost includes now water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficicnt to mest
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingeacies; environmentat & archaeclogical studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and frterest during construction,

1D: 3618837417 PAGE

2,52



DEC~-26-81 15:11 FROM:MOORHOUSE CONSTRUCTION CO ID:3618837417 PAGE 2/6

ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L
Name of Political Subdivision: City of Boesne

Comact Person:. Do AALN K. CofkMiCT Thle: bt:re,.:)’o( aj/f\:-\u.\%
N

Telephone: Q{so 249 44 E-mail: p‘ .ngg < \og%t{"‘}\ VAN

Background: On January 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs} all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Developmenr
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill [ (75® Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary to ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the SO-year planning period. The RWPGs also developed
preliminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recomupended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is nceded to implement the water
management strategics and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan. :

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please returu the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Ycicphone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggie@moorhousece.com

If you have any qucstions rcgarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maprie Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the e-mail address listed above.



DEC-208-01
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Recommended Water Managemert Strategies for

The City of Boerne

Potiticual
Subdivision

Strategy

Impi
Date

Strateqy
ementation

Total Capital

CRy of Boeme

DEMAND
REDUCTION
(CONSERVATION)
(L-10 MUN)

2010

$156.478

City of Bocime

WESTERN
CANYON
REGIONAL
WATER SUPPLY
PROJECT”

Ciy of Boerne

PURCHASE
WATER FROM
MAIOR
PROVIGER

$0,291,500

Total

$3.555,978

PAGE

“As the Western Canyon Regional Water Supply Project is in the implementation phase, it was
assumed for planning purposes that capital investment in these facilities bas alrcady been funded.
1l Sware participation and/or other sources of funds for these facilities are desired, please so
indicate in your response to the attached Water Infrastructure Financing Survey.

3/6
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regjonal water plan to meet your

water needs, please fill in the water maragement serategy name and cost (refer to the attached
1able showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated

capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy, Use a
new sheel for each water mapagetnent strategy.

Nawe of Political Subdiviston: City of Boeme

Water Management Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)

Capital Cost™ $ 156,478

1. Using current utility revenue sources, iscluding implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, bow much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
managemen strategy 1dentified above?

The political subdivision can afford topay § 1% e, W&

2. I you could access the State Participation Program, how much af the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary ratc and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ _M "J V{

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford topay $§ _—— O -~ .

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? {use additional sheets, if
necessary)}

" Capita) Cost includes new wawer supply facilities, treatment. distribastion, and storapge facilitics sufficicra 1o et
peak kly neods: crginconng. legal, and contingencics: environmental & archacological siudies and mitigation: land
acquisilion: and imerest duriag construction.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FAINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, plcase {il] in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Aaswers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Nawe of Political Subdivision: City of Boeme
Water Management Strategy Name: Western Canyon Regional Water Supply Project
Capital Cost™: $0.00"

WESTERN CANYON REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY PROJECT

1. Using current ulility 1cveauc sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
fnanagemert strategy 1dentified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ o \K

2. If you could access the State Participation Propgram, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing eccssary ratc and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford fo pay$ . o \K

s

How much of the capital cost is the polstical subdivision unable to pay for the water
managemen stratcgy identified above?

4, For the costs the political subdivision canuot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional shects, if

necessary)
S\R

" Capital Cost includes new water supply facilitics; wreatinend . distribution. and storage [acilities sufficient 10 meet
pesk day needs: engineering. lepal, and contingencies: civirorencatat & archacolopical studics and mivgation: land
acquisitron and interest during construction.

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $

" As the Western Canyon Regional Waier Supply Prgject is in the iinplemcntation phasc. 1t was sssamed for
planning purposes that capital mvesiment in these Sacilitics has already been tunced.  If Sune panicipation ambor
other sources of (unds {or these facilities arc desired, please so indicate @ your response lo the atuiched Water
Infrastructure Financing Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the spccific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capilal costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for cach strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy. '

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Boerne

Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase Water from Major Provider

Capital Cost™: $ 8,399,500

PURCHASE WATER FROM MAJOR PROVIDER (REGIONAL WATER PROVIDER)

WESTERN CANYON REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY PROIECT

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision ablc to pay for the water
managewent strategy identified above?

t Havd SOl
The political subdivision can afford to pay §_$.35 7, S0 $le”

2. 1If you could access the State Participation Program, how mwuch of the capnal cost is the
pohitical subdivisioun able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

RS
The political subdivision canafford topay$ | ____ . sSant As frivs 9&

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

~
The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ —0 .

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? Wha, if any,
statc funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

nccessary) K ‘ /0/

* Capital Cost incluades new water supply facilities: ireatment, distribution. and storage facilitics sufficient to wect
peak day needs: enginecting. legal. and contingencies: cavironmental & archacological studies apd mitigation: Lind
acquisition, and intcrest during constraction
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Cenmral Texas TWDB Region L
Narme of Potitical Subdivision: Citv of Garden Ridee

/
Contact Person: /MA@?:‘L Mﬁdawﬂ Tide: @Md/ﬁ:ﬂ/j%’f?n’r
Telephone: Z!O’éS[f é ‘;52, E-mail-

Background: On January S, 2001, Regjional Water Planning Groups (RWFPGs) all across the Stare
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans 1o the Texas Wzter Developmam
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senare Bill 1 (75" Texas Legislanxe). The adopred regionsl
water plans examined and anslyzed the water supply needs £ all water users in the State. Based
on the amalysis, the RWPGs ideorified water management strategies necessary to emsure a
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year pianping period. The RWEGs also developed
prebminary capital cost estimates for each of the strategies recommmended m the approved
regiopal water pjan.

~ Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legislature) sxpanded the RWPG’s assignmexnt. Serate Bill Z charges
the RWPGs with examinive what ficenciel essistence if any, is needed to implement the water
management strazegtes 2nd projects recomamended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Sengte Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG repart to the TWIB how politice! subdivisions
afl across Texas propose to pay for futre warer frastructure eeeds,

The purpose of this survey s to complete this charge with your inpert.

Fease return the completed servey by Decesaber 31, 2601 to:
Namez Moorbouse Associates
Address: $826 Bear Lane
Corpes Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-road: waggic@woorkousecc. con

If you have any guestions regarding this sarvey, plexse contact:

s asorhonse az 361/335-6016 the 8 & bave.
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The Ciy of Gartlen Ridge
1 Stateg;
g
Politica Implementaion | Total Capital
Subdivision Sirxtegqy Date Cost
DEWND
d”g?'““ m;@;ﬁgg;m 20 23816
10 MUN)
RESERVOR
G”:g:*" AWVER 2000 $4289.225
CIVERSION (G-
15C)
Tofal | $457.00




WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For exch of the recommended strategies in the regional water plac 10 meer your
water needs, please fill in the water mamagement streregy narne and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for vour political subdivision and the estimated
capiral costs). Answers to the Hilowing questions should be provided for each suategy. Use a
new sheet S50 eack ‘water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of Gardex Ridoe
Water Manggement Strategy Name: Demand Reduction (Conservation) (L-10 MUN)
Capital Cost™: $33,815

1. Using cutrent utility revempe sources, including implementing necessary raze and tax
ireases, how much of the capital cost is the politica! subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy jdennfied sbove?

The potivical subdivision can 2fford 0 pey S 33/ b IAY

2. If you eculd access the State Paiticipaiion Program, now mmch of the capital cost Is the
s political subdivisionr able 20 pay for the water management strategy identified above nsing
arrent yility revenue sources, Incilding implementing necessary rate and tax increrses?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ 33, b AN

3. How much of the capital cost s the political subdivision mgable 10 pay for the water
mapageroent stratesy identified above?

The polinice! subdivision caznot afford o pay § o

4. For the costs the polibcal subdivision canmot pay, whet option{(s) is proposed? Whaat, if any,
state funding sources would the polineal subdivision consides? (use additional sheets, if
necassary)

* Capiral Cost inclodes new water supply facilities; reatroent, distribution, and stocxge facdties sufftient to ezt
o maymmmmmm&mmmmm;m
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE ANANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For gach of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meset your
water needs, please Sl in the warer management stretegy name asd cost {refar to the sitached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for eack strategy. Use 2
new sheet o each waket management sgategy.

Name of Polizical Subdivision: City of Garden Ridge
Water Manazement Strategy Namer ir — Rivey Diversion (G-15C

Capital Cost™: $4263.226

1. Using anmrent wility revesue sources, inclhding implementmg necesszry rate gnd tax
increases, how much of the capimal cost is the political sabdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision ean afford topay 5_/, 2 §/0£0Q0

2. If you could acsess the State Pasticipation Program, bow much of the capital cost is the

political subdivision able to pay for the water mapagement strategy identified above using
curTent utllity revenue sources, including unplemrenting necessary Tate and tax increases?
Souns (4 €t A (rdr CAD {},m hat 10,15 e~ LATL
The political subdivision can afford to pay §
T Am Dersosally ~Mot rotctyed, Do thi
3. Howmcﬁofthecap}r.dcoszisthcpoﬁticai subdivision pable to pay for the water
management strategy iderified above? '

The polirical subdivision caonot afford to pay $

Cody CommCot oy have 4o
» dCle/C

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if ary,
site funding sources would the political subdivision consider? {use sddjtionsl sheets, i€
necessary)

'wmmmemmmmW%Mmm
o=k day peeds: engmecring, iegnl, and conty tes: coconmental & atchacological srodies and mitigation; Land

FAGE 5/5
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ATTACHMENT B
WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Reoion L

“Name of Palitical Subdivision: City of New Braunfels

Contact Person; E&% £3£££ Eﬁ Thle: Fxec, [LMQOF

] LOAEL S51/icE s
Telephone: f20-¢29- 8470 E-mail: QR 16g eS8 MAVTEXAS , Lovn

Background: On Jaruary 5, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGa) all across the State
. of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (TWDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75" Texas Legislature). The edopted regional
-wmmmmmmmmmmwymsmmmmm&em Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strslegies necessary to ensure 2
sufficent supply of water for the S50-ycar plamming period The RWPGs also developed
‘prelimmary capital cost estimatey for each of the swategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan. i

Senats Bifl 2 (77""Ien.s Legislarure) expandedthel-‘.WPG’s asngmmnt Senate Bill 2 chiarges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistsnce, if any, is neaded to implemenr the water
management stmegesmdptqects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan. ‘

- Senate Bill 2 speciﬁcally requires that the EWPG report to the TWDB how potirical subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for firure water infirastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.
Flcase return thecumplewd survey by Derembex 31, 200] to:

Name: Moorhom Associates
Address: 5826,3@:!‘ Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
| .

‘Telephone: 361/883-6016

¥ax: 361/883-7417

E-nmiafl: maggic@moorkousecc.comn

Y you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:

Ms. ie Moorho 36 16 or b % above
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY
Tantructiane: ¥or sach of the meammended srategies in the. megional Warsy plan to weet your

. water needs, please &1l n the water management strategy name and cost {refer to the mtlached

table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated

. capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for cach suategy. Use a
" new sheet for each watcrmn.nagcmznt’sn-negy

Name of Political Subdivision: | City of New Braunfels
Water Management Strarcgy Name: Demand Reducrion (Consesvation) (L-10¢ MUN)
Capital Cost™ $864.386

1. Using curvent mtility tevenmie keymes. inchiding implemesting pecessary e and tax
increases, bow mmch of the capital cost is the political subdivision able wo pay for the
water managemeont strategy ideptified above? :

2 Usi.ug current ublty raverue es, including implewenting necessary rare and tax
mcrmss, how wuch of the ital cost is the political subdivision able o pay for the
wam-managemenr stmegy ideptified above?

The political mbdxmonmaﬁbzdto pay $ 9’44 8’94

3. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
pclitical subdivision able to pay for the water management stakgy idemified above
using current utility revenue sources, including unplementing pecessary rate and tax
. ;

The political subdivision can affordtopay §_ 264 §8( .

4. How much of the capital coxt is the politieal subdivision wable 1 pay for the water
managemen strategy identified above?

The polirical subdivision cammot afford to pay $__~ O -

S. For the costs the pdlmcal subdivigion cspoot pay, what option(s) is praposed? Whex, if
any, state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional

sheety, :fmwy)

wmmmmmmmwm nerent, digudbution, and Worage fcilities sefickar o meet
m@mmmmmwm&wmmmm
acqmudmdmngmm

PAGE
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended ies i the regional wayer

gach of plan 10 meet your
m:erneeq;pleneﬂ}mmgwmmanagmemmegymmeandm(m&rwmemdwd
table showing the specific projects recommended for Your political subdivision and the estimated

se&mmwﬁz m to the fouowinsizwgy _' should be provided for each strategy. Use a
Name of Poliucal Subdivision: City of New Braunfels

Water Management Strategy Name: L eservoir — Ri wversion (G-15C
Capizal Cost™: $ 56,640,006

1. Ustog curent unility revemma sources, i implementing necessary rate and tax

increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The polirical subdivision can afford to pay $ -

2. Ifgo_ucouldaqcf:stheSmerﬁdpmion how rauch of the capital cost is the
m@dmwmmhmmmmmidmﬁd above using
qmuﬂmymmwmhdwhgmleﬁmﬁngwqmemdmbms?
‘The political sabdivision caa afford to pay § = O —

How mmch of the capital cost is the political subdivision ynablg to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision canmot afford to pay $_|(56 €40 804

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if emy,
mﬁmdingmmwswmﬁthepoﬁﬁmlmbdiﬁﬁoncmﬁdeﬁ(maddiﬁondsheds,if

w

NECESSATY) AT E LS. S PIE FUNDINE 15 fAvnLARGLE AT DT 72mE-.

TTe REJEAMIES GEANRALA2TED B Y GLIY) (S ATIERE SYSTTen 1S
IWNANEQUATE ATVO IS SuBSIDIZER BY L fcnéic RAVEA SIS,

|

- Capital Cost inctudes new water sopply facilities; treanmery, distibetinn, and storage facilities sufficicat 1 moet
p&kawnaﬂsmqhaﬁm;kgmauommmpukgawmmnqmd&amhm&gkdsmﬂs:ﬂnﬂ%ﬂhmhnd
g noele o x

5/9

L/ 2



, 7/9
ID: 3618837417 PAGE

TRUCTION CO =031 r.siUZwIE =147

. USE CONS
FEB-12-02 14:586 FROM-MOQR},{R..... PRrEYT T |

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instrucrions; For each of the recommended strategics in the regional weter plan o mest Your
water needs, please fill in the water mamagement strategy name and cost (refer to the amached
Table showing the specific projects recommended for yowr political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each stratcgy. Use 2
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: City of New Braunfels
" Water Management Strategy Name: Carrizo Aquifer — Gonzales & Bastrop (CZ-10D)
Capital Cost": 366,311,189 '

1. Umgmmmﬁymemms,mdudmgmplemuﬁngmmrymcmdm
increases, how mmch of the capital cost is the politica) subdivision able to pay for the water
management styategy identified above? ‘ 1

The political subdivision can affiard to pay§ __—~O ~ ‘

2, Hmcouﬁm&e&ﬁkhﬂmy@nhmkwmchofﬂwwooﬂnﬁm
political subdivision able to pay for the water mamgermnt strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, includiog mplemmnngnccusary rate and wxmcfcases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay$ _ ~ <~

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision wnghle to payfonrthewm
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot efford o pay § _& 6 3 l; 1§79 \

4, For the coss the polirical subdivision canoot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
" state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (uee additionall sheets, iff
,m”ﬂﬁ’) LOMTT BVEL STHTE FUNOING of Nord mieg (3a VM LML
' AT PrE DE, TITE REVENIVES & PN Tt Ay Dre

CIT LOATCR SYSTEr /S ﬂAf-.:nmfnv JJA!!:D/LM av
ELEcnec ReEJeENITS

* Caphal mmmmmmmmmmmmmm
pnk@qnuﬂ;mqmuungﬂqaluﬂummunxggawmmnnmu&amhuﬂgtdﬂuﬁamﬂlﬂmmwmlmﬂ
agTisiion; xod et dodng constracrion, .
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Insmuctions; For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan 1o meet your
water needs, please fil in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attacked
table showng the specific projects recommended for your palitical subdavision and the estimared
capiral costs). Answers ro the Rllowing questions should be provided for each stratcay. Use a
new sheet for each water mansgement strategy,

Name of Political Subdivision City of New Braunfels
_Watsr Mauanegemeat Strategy Name: GBRA Canvon Reservoir Contracs Renewa]
Caprtal Cost™ $000”

1- Usmg current wility revemue sources, mcluding implementing necessary rave jand tax
increases, how much of the capiial cost is the political subdivisiaa ableto payﬁ:rthewaw-
maragement strategy identified above? !

The polirical wbdi\fision{:nn affardtopay$ _ — O - ) 1

' i I

2. Jf you could access the State Participation Program, how muck of the capital cost is the

- political subdivision able to pay for the water managemein swategy identified sbove using
current utility revenue sources, inclnding implementing necessary rate aud tax increases?

The political subdivision can affocd to pay 5 _ —O - . | 1

: |
3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision umable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The politica! subdivision cennot aford to pay § —~O -

4, For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what optiou(s) is propoved? What, il any,
.. stave funding sources would the polirical subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

' mecessary) |

X
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructious: For each ofthe recommended straregies in the regional water plan 1o meet your
water needs, please fill m the water mamagement suategy name and cost (refer to the anached
tzble showing the specific projects recovumended for your political subdivisjon and the estimated
- enpital costs), Answers to the following questions should be provided for each straregy. Use a
anMMW&mmmw

Name of Political Subdivision: City of New Braunfels

‘Water Managemenr Strategy Name;
Capita] Cost™ $15,106,000

1

jiopal Storaze (ASR znd/or Sucfice)

Using curreny imility revere souyces, including pplmﬁug aecessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capial cost is the political subdivision ahie to pay for the water
managemer stratcgy identified aboye?

The political subdivision canaﬂ’otd«mplys — Ol—

2, IfyaucoddmsﬁmSmPsmapmoan how nmch of the. capiral cost is the
polirical subdivision able w pay forlthe water strategy identified above using
current wility revenue sources, inchuding inapt g necessary rate and tic increases?

|
The political subdivision can afford topay $_)9 /4 € 00O
3 Howmuchofrbeczpitaléostisthepohnal” R4l ' ision ynable to pay for the water
' managammtsu'abegyidmtiﬁedabcv“e?
ﬁcpol&ialmbdhisioncammt | topay8 /15 06:_000.

4.  Forthe costs the politicel subdivision T pay, option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the pobtical subdfvision consides? (use additional sheets, if
DECESSATY) (yry?y EVEAL ST FonDini€ oPTION MAY BE ArFiwhslE
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be pravided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

]
Name of Political Subdivision: -y of Wimberley
Water Management Strategy Name: Canyon Reservoir (G-24)
Capital Cos(”: $ 4,396,086

1. Using current utility revenue souxces, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy tdentified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $_

.
.,

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenne sources, mcluding implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The politicat subdivision can afford to pay § 0 -
3. How nmch of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable 1o pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ 5; 29, 8.

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state finding sourceg would the political sibdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
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ATTACHMENT B

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Region Name: South Central Texas, TWDB Region L

Name of Political Subdivision: Guadalupe County Rural Areas

Contact Person:  JUDGE JAMES E. SAGEBIEL Title: COUNTY JUDGE FOR GUADALUPE
Telephone: (830) 303-4188 ext. 312 E-mail: N/A

Background: On January §, 2001, Regional Water Planning Groups (RWPGs) all across the State
of Texas formally submitted 16 adopted regional water plans to the Texas Water Development
Board (T WDB) per requirements of Senate Bill 1 (75® Texas Legislature). The adopted regional
water plans examined and analyzed the water supply needs for all water users in the State. Based
on the analysis, the RWPGs identified water management strategies necessary to ensure a
sufficient supply of water for the 50-year planning period. The RWPGs aiso developed
preliminary capital cost estiunates for each of the strategies recommended in the approved
regional water plan.

Senate Bill 2 (77® Texas Legislature) expanded the RWPG’s assignment. Senate Bill 2 charges
the RWPGs with examining what financial assistance, if any, is needed to implement the water
management strategies and projects recommended in the most recently approved regional water
plan.

Senate Bill 2 specifically requires that the RWPG report to the TWDB how political subdivisions
all across Texas propose to pay for future water infrastructure needs.

The purpose of this survey is to complete this charge with your input.

Please return the completed survey by December 31, 2001 to:

Name: Moorhouse Associates
Address: 5826 Bear Lane

Corpus Christi, TX 78405
Telephone: 361/883-6016
Fax: 361/883-7417
E-mail: maggie@moorhousecc.com

If you have any questions regarding this survey, please contact:
Ms. Maggje Moorhouse at 361/883-6016 or by the ¢-mail address listed above.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Guadalupe County Rural Areas
Water Management Strategy Name: Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project
Capital Cost™: $0.00”

1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ O

2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing pecessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ O

3. How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision upable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ O

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay, what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if

necessary)

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facilities sufficient to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and interest during construction.

** As the Schertz-Seguin Water Supply Project is in the implerentation phase, it was assurned for planning purpeses
that capital investment in these facilities has already been funded. If State participation and/or other sources of
funds for these facilities are desired, please so indicate in your respanse to the artached Water Infrastructure
Financing Survey.
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WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY

Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional water plan to meet your
water needs, please fill in the water management strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for your political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.

Name of Political Subdivision: Guadalupe County Rural Areas

Water Management Strategy Name: Carrizo Aquifer — Gonzales & Bastrop (CZ-10D)

Capital Cost': $29.366,384

|72}

. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax

increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ O

If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
political subdivision able to pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay $ o

How much of the capital cost is the political subdivision unable to pay for the water
management strategy identified above?

The political subdivision cannot afford to pay $ o

For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay. what option(s) is proposed? What, if any,
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

* Capital Cost includes new water supply facilities; treatment, distribution, and storage facili_ties sufﬁc_i-?nt to meet
peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies; environmental & archaeological studies and mitigation; land
acquisition; and interest during construction.

ar/85
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~— WATER INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING SURVEY
Instructions: For each of the recommended strategies in the regional warer plan to meet vour
water needs, please fill in the water maanagement strategy name and cost (refer to the attached
table showing the specific projects recommended for vour political subdivision and the estimated
capital costs). Answers to the following questions should be provided for each strategy. Use a
new sheet for each water management strategy.
Name of Political Subdivision: Kendall Countv Rural Areas
Water Management Strategy Name: Purchase Water from Major Provider
Capital Cost’: . . .$58,712,303 — e -
1. Using current utility revenue sources, including implementing necessary rate and tax
increases, how much of the capital cost is the political subdivision able 10 pay for the water
management strategy identified above?
. : Tee Z?E/pk/
‘T'he political subdivision can afford to pay S :
- 2. If you could access the State Participation Program, how much of the capital cost is the
~—r

political subdivision able 10 pay for the water management strategy identified above using
current utility revenue sources, including :mplem«amlm7 necessary rate and tax increases?

The political subdivision can afford to pay.$ Sefe 5f/ﬁkf

3. How much of the capital cost is the p'olitica[ subdivision unable t pay for the water
management strategv identified above?

/ 9/
£ DE/F
The political subdivision cannot afford 1o pay $ il .

4. For the costs the political subdivision cannot pay. what option{s¥is proposed? What, 1f any.
state funding sources would the political subdivision consider? (use additional sheets, if
necessary)

Kendall County is not currently a water purveyor therefore has no revenue source
nor distribution system. Any cost of future water supplies distributed throughout
the county and purchased from a major provider will have to be borne by the users
as a user cost. The major provider, a utility district, or a private purveyor
may provide the distribution infrastructure but in either case the user would

pay for the water service. Kendall County, as a political subdivision, would not be
involved. ‘

" Capital Cosr includes new weier supply facilities; reatment, discriburion, and storage facilities sufficient to meet

. peak day needs; engineering, legal, and contingencies: environmenta! & archaeolog:cal studies and mitigation; land
/‘ acquisition; and interest durmg construction.



