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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This wastewater facility planning study presents the findings and recommendations for the North Lake
Recreational Sewer and Water District’'s wastewater system based on recent trends and forecasts of future
flows. It also documents the current condition of the facilities and identifies deficiencies. The study also
evaluates the benefits and costs of improvement alternatives and makes recommendations for financial
plans to support those improvements. The goal of this facility planning study is to create a financial plan to
guide financial and operational wastewater decisions.

Keller Associates has worked with key district staff to understand the challenges currently facing the system
and to develop practical, cost-effective solutions. Keller Associates gratefully recognizes the Board of
Directors, Operations Manager, WWTP Manager, the district administrative support staff, and all others
involved for their support and assistance in the completion of this study.

ES.1 PLANNING CRITERIA

Regulatory requirements and engineering best practices formed the basis for the evaluation in this facility
planning study. Applicable regulatory requirements include the District's reuse permit and state water
quality standards. An in-depth discussion of planning criteria is included in Chapter 1.

Study Area and Land Use

The study area is in the more densely populated area on the north end of Lake Cascade. It includes the
City of Donnelly, Tamarack Resort, and five other recreational neighborhoods. The service area includes
recreational cabins and homesites, the majority of which are used on weekends and holidays. There is also
federal, county, and state-owned land scattered throughout the area; some of which include campground
facilities for summer use by the public. The wastewater treatment plant is located just outside the southern
border of the City of Donnelly. The effluent is used to irrigate several fields near the treatment plant.

Population

The District is experiencing fairly steady, but rapid growth. For future projected populations, the District
elected to assume a growth of 3.4%, which is the average growth rate in Valley County from 2015 to 2020.
This equates to adding approximately 6,950 people over the next 20 years. Figure ES-1 shows the historical
and projected populations for the planning area.

FICURE ES-1: HISTORICAL AND PROJECTED POPULATIONS
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Wastewater Flows

£

Table ES-1 presents the flow projections for the membrane treatment plant. The method used to estimate
the flows is discussed in Chapter 1. The historical loadings (pounds per day of contaminants) to the
treatment plant and the 20-year projected loadings are also discussed in Chapter 1.

TABLE ES-1: PROJECTED MEMBRANE TREATMENT PLANT INFLUENT FLOWS (MGD)

Year ADF  MMF | MDF | PHF
2022 | 0237 | 0390 | 0497 | 0746
2027 0280 | 0462 | 0588 | 0.882
2032 | 0331 | 0545 | 0695 | 1.04
2037 0391 | 0645 | 0821 | 123
2042 | 0462 | 0762 | 0971 | 146

Peak wastewater flows have historically been diverted to the lagoon system rather than sent to the
membrane treatment plant. For this planning study, it was assumed that peak events would continue to be
diverted. Planning criteria for the collection system, which needs to pass the peak events, was also
developed and is shown in Table ES-2.

TABLE ES-2: PROJECTED COLLECTION SYSTEM INFLUENT FLOWS (MGD)

Year MDF | PHF |
2022 191 | 287
2042 292 | 438
2072 649 | 9.74

ES.2 EXISTING FACILITIES ASSESSMENT

The wastewater system consists of approximately 39 miles of gravity sewer lines, 17 miles of pressure
sewer lines, 29 lift stations, a lagoon system, a membrane bioreactor system, land application, and rapid
infiltration basins. A calibrated model was used to assess the effects of the existing and future maximum
day flows on the existing system. The gravity lines in the system appear to have enough capacity to handle
existing flows, except for the short, 8-inch influent pipe to the Big Smoky lift station, which is only slightly
over targeted depth over diameter (d/D) capacity. All pump stations and force mains are adequately sized
to handle existing flows as well. For committed developments (20-year capacity), the primary southern
trunkline upstream of the Big Smoky lift station is undersized for flows produced by committed EDUs. While
no surcharging is present in the trunkline, it is recommended that improvements be made prior to finishing
development on committed EDUs. Several pump station firm capacities are exceeded and need
improvements. However, all force mains are adequately sized to carry desirable velocities. For future
system (buildout capacity) analysis, the same problem pipeline as displayed in 20-year analysis has its
issues exacerbated, with lengths of pipeline upstream of the Big Smoky lift station at capacity or
surcharging. Several more pump stations reach or exceed firm capacity. All force mains are still adequately
sized to carry desirable velocities.
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The treatment facilities include a lagoon system and a membrane bioreactor system. The lagoon system
includes two aerated treatments and one polishing treatment lagoons, two storage lagoons, and gas
chlorination. The membrane bioreactor system includes a headworks with influent screens, biological
process basins, and membrane treatment. The membrane bioreactor also has UV disinfection system but
it is not normally used. Effluent is land applied or sent to the rapid infiltration basins. Biosolids from the
process basins are pumped to the lagoon system for treatment and storage. Solids in the lagoons are
reaching capacity.

The main deficiencies in the wastewater system are as follows:

Collection System

» Lack of pump redundancy at following pump stations:
Big Smoky

Rex/Morning

Day/Wagon

Hawks Bay

The Reserve

Ponderosa

FM Church Camp

V V ¥V ¥V VY V V VY

Tamarack

» All or nearly all pump stations are lacking:

Safety and security measures such as fencing, fall protection, and locks
Flow meters

Pressure gauges

Air release valves

SCADA connection

YV V V VYV VY V

Backup power is not available at 11 pump stations.
» WW Lake Crossing force main does not have adequate capacity to convey 20-year flows.

WWTP Headworks

» The WWTP lacks a dedicated grit removal system. The fine screen is the only solids removal
process upstream of the MBR.

» The HVAC system needs to be improved to limit future corrosion in the headworks.
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MBR Treatment
» There is a resonance issue for one of the process blowers at certain speeds.

» The process basins and blowers will be near capacity at the end of the 20-year planning period.
However, additional influent loading data may indicate lower than projected loadings.

» The permeate pumps will be near their firm capacity at the end of the 20-year planning period. A
spare pump could reduce the risk of a long lead time if a pump fails.

» Similarly, spare parts on other equipment would help avoid similar long lead time risks.
» Currently one RAS pump and one mixer are missing from the process basins.

» The WAS pumps are oversized, which makes it difficult to control the amount of WAS pumped.
Replacement of these pumps could be part of a sludge dewatering project.

» An ORP probe and recycle pumps are recommended to monitor conditions in the process basins
and assist with additional biological nutrient removal for discharge compliance at the RI basins.

» The blowers will be nearing their expected life span during the 20-year period. Rather than
replacing the blowers with the same type, higher efficiency blowers are recommended.

Biosolids
» The biosolids are currently sent to Lagoon 1, which is at its solids storage capacity.
» A Biosolids Management Plan will be needed prior to disposing of the biosolids.

Lagoons

» The winter storage capacity in the lagoons is not sufficient. Without additional storage lagoons and
land application area, the RI basins will need to be used for effluent disposal.

» The firm capacity for the irrigation pumps is not sufficient.

» Based on the aeration pattern there appears to be some lagoon diffusers that need to be replaced.
Disinfection

» Gas chlorine disinfection of the lagoon effluent is a safety hazard.

» If additional land application area is added and the irrigation pumps increase, the chlorine dosing
and contact system may exceed its capacity.

» UV disinfection system is approximately 15 years old, has not been used, and may need to be
upgraded.

SCADA
» The SCADA system is outdated and presents difficulties archiving data.
» Similarly, the plant PLCs are reaching their expected life and should be updated.

Rapid Infiltration

» The Rl basins require maintenance to avoid vegetation growth. Similarly, the valves for each basin
require operation and some repair.

» Phosphorus removal needs to be enhanced prior to discharging to the Rl basins.
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ES.3 WASTEWATER SYSTEM ALTERNATIVES

For the collection system, several alternatives were considered to address existing and future capacity
issues within the system. Based on the evaluation presented in Chapter 7, the extension of the WW Lake
Crossing force main was recommended to alleviate capacity concerns upstream of the Big Smoky Lift
Station. Another alternative scenario that was discussed in Chapter 7 was pipeline replacements as the
pipelines approach the end of their useful life.

For the treatment plant, several options were considered to meet the deficiencies listed. The major decision
was whether to continue with land application of all of the effluent or to move to apply some of the effluent
at the rapid infiltration basins more regularly. Based on the evaluation in Chapter 8, the recommended
direction is to move toward more regular use of the rapid infiltration basins. Additional alternative
evaluations were made concerning different coagulants for phosphorus removal (rare earth was
preliminarily recommended) and biosolids treatment (mechanical dewatering was recommended).

ES.4 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

The main result of this wastewater planning study update is a 20-Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) to
guide the District’s purchasing decisions. The CIP is shown in Table ES-3 and Table ES-4 includes a
recommended order to address the wastewater system deficiencies. The costs shown in the CIP are
planning-level estimates (Class 5 cost opinion by the Association for the Advancement of Cost Engineering)
and can vary depending on market conditions. It is recommended that Priority 1 items be implemented in
the next five years. The timeline for Priority 2 and 3 improvements should be updated based on growth
and budget.
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TABLE ES-3: 20-YEAR COLLECTION SYSTEM CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Project Name

Primary Purpose

Total Estimated Cost

Priority 1 Improvements (Prior to 5 years)

(2023 Dollars) *

1.1 Pump Station SCADA Improvements Data information collection and tracking $1,330,000
1.2 Downstream WW Lake Crossing Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $3,872,000
1.3 WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $160,000
1.4 Day/Wagon Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $260,000
15 Mtn Shadows Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $140,000
1.6 Mtn Meadows Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $180,000
1.7 Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $60,000
1.8 Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $80,000
1.9 Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $70,000
1.10 Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $69,000
1.1 The Reserve Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $77,000
1.12 FM Church Camp Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $30,000
113 Tamarack (Discovery, Upper) Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $25,000
1.14 Pump Station Safety and Security Improvements Improved system safety and security $580,000
1.15 Little Lane Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $32,000
1.16 Grasmick Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $52,000
117 Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $16,000
1.18 Camas Pump Station Upgrades Prevention of backflow $14,000
119 Margot Pump Station Upgrades Prevention of backflow $30,000
1.20 Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control $7,000
1.21 Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control and lifespan $16,000
1.22 Steelhead Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control and lifespan $10,000

Total Collections Priority 1 Improvements (rounded) $7,110,000

Priority 2 Improvements (Prior to 20 years)
2.1 Parallel Force Main to WWTP Increase conveyance capacity to WWTP $2,244,000
22 Upstream WW Lake Crossing Lift Station Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $996,000
2.3 Upstream Day/Wagon Lift Station Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $5,324,000
24 Pump Station Air Release Valve Improvements Improve pipe pressures $150,000
25 Pump Station Flow Monitoring Improvements Improved efficiency, operation, and management $1,400,000
2.6 Pump Station Gauge Improvements Improved efficiency and operation $180,000
2.7 Pump Station Backup Power Improvements (Transfer Switches Only) Improved reliability and emergency coverage $620,000
2.8 20-Yr WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $1,750,000
29 20-Yr Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $220,000
2.10 20-Yr Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $1,750,000
2.1 20-Yr Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
212 20-Yr Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
2.13 20-Yr Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $208,000
2.14 20-Yr Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $894,000
2.15 20-Yr Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
2.16 Fir Grove Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $144,000
217 Day Star Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $122,000
NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 ES -6




DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY

2.18 Arrowhead Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $20,000
2.19 Hillhouse Pump Station Upgrades Replacement of worn components $46,000
2.20 RR Village Pump Station Upgrades Replacement of worn components $11,800
2.21 Lake Forest Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $3,000
2.22 Meadows (West Mtn) Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $15,000

Total Collections Priority 2 Improvements (rounded) $16,427,800

Notes: The cost estimate herein is concept level information only based on our perception of current conditions at the project location and its accuracy is subject to significant variation depending
upon project definition and other factors. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. This cost opinion is in 2023
dollars and does not include escalation to time of actual construction. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others,
contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market condlitions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals,
bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented herein.

TABLE ES-4: 20-YEAR TREATMENT SYSTEM CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Project ID # Project Name Primary Purpose Total Estimated Cost (2023 Dollars)
Priority 1 Improvements
11 Lagoon Sludgspﬁirgr?}\;a:tand Diffuser Operations $1.280.000
1.2 Dewatering System Operations, Capacity $1,902,000
1.3 Headworks (Grit Removal, HVAC Upgrade) Operations $1,190,000
14 RI Basin Maintenance Operations, Capacity $978,000
1.5 Phosphorus Removal Permit Compliance $104,000
1.6 Miscellaneous Items including Spare Parts Operations, Capacity, Redundancy $455,000
1.7 SCADA and PLC Upgrades Operations $474,000
1.8 Convert Disinfection from Gas to Liquid Chlorine Safety, Capacity $707,000
Total WWTP Priority 1 Improvements (rounded) $7,090,000
Priority 2 Improvements
2.1 Blower Upgrade Power Savings, Capacity $2,879,000
2.2 Belt Dryer Operations $5,058,000
2.3 Additional Membranes and Permeate Pumps Capacity $572,000
Total WWTP Priority 2 Improvements (rounded) $5,058,000
TOTAL TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENT COSTS (rounded) $12,148,000

Notes: The cost estimate herein is concept level information only based on our perception of current conditions at the project location and its accuracy is subject to significant
variation depending upon project definition and other factors. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design
matures. This cost opinion is in 2023 dollars and does not include escalation to time of actual construction. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of
labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies.
Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented herein.

ES.5 IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

The District Board of Director’s will determine the implementation timeline of projects and the funding
options for the upgrades. See Chapter 9 and the November 2020 Rate Study in Appendix H for funding
considerations and implementation.
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CHAPTER 1- PROJECT PLANNING

North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District (NLRSWD; District) manages a wastewater collection
system and treatment facility for several service areas near Donnelly, Idaho and Lake Cascade. The system
includes approximately 39 miles of gravity sewer lines, 17 miles of pressure sewer lines, 29 lift stations, a
lagoon system, and a Membrane Bioreactor (MBR) Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP).

Influent flow is directed through the headworks and screening facility before being treated in the MBR
system. Following MBR treatment the final effluent is discharged to Lagoon 5 for storage until it is land
applied. The wastewater is land applied in accordance with the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
(DEQ) Reuse Permit No. LA-000070-04 (Appendix A). Rapid Infiltration (RI) basins are available for effluent
disposal from the MBR system if the storage lagoons get too full. When the RI basins are utilized, the
effluent passes through the UV disinfection system prior to discharge. Storage lagoons are used to store
the effluent until the water can be used for irrigation during the growing season (May 1st — October 15th).
Effluent from the storage lagoons is applied to two management units (MUs) during the growing season.

The purpose of this study is to provide an updated plan for the continued and future development, operation,
and maintenance of the collection system and treatment plant. Specifically, NLRSWD wants to evaluate
the limitations of the existing lift stations and force mains and establish trigger points for future
improvements.

This WWTP Facility Planning Study (FPS) generally follows the DEQ and United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA) - Rural Development (RD) suggested outline for planning studies. This chapter gives
an overview of the project location, discusses the environmental considerations within the planning study
area, and the population growth trend in the area. Additionally, planning criteria for future flows and
regulatory requirements are discussed.

1.1. LOCATION

The NLRSWD was established to provide sewer service to the densely populated areas on the north end
of Lake Cascade. The study area is in the west central portion of Idaho, 90 miles north of Boise. The City
of Donnelly, Tamarack Resort, and five other recreational neighborhoods are within the service area. The
City of Donnelly is located on the northeast end of the lake. The service area includes primarily recreational
cabins and homesites, the majority of which are used on weekends and holidays. There is also federal,
county, and state-owned land scattered throughout the area; some of which include campground facilities
for summer use by the general public. The WWTP is located just outside the southern border of the City of
Donnelly. Figure 1-1 shows Lake Cascade and the service area for this planning study.
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FIGURE 1-1: SERVICE AREA MAP
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NLRSWD pipelines (blue in Figure 1-1) were modeled and evaluated in this study as they are owned and
operated by the District. Pipelines in the Tamarack Resort area (red in Figure 1-1) are owned by the District
but were not modeled and evaluated in this study due to the significant slopes (capacity) they present in
the collection system. City of Donnelly pipelines (purple in Figure 1-1) are considered private and were also
not included in the model, as these collection lines are not owned or maintained by the District.
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1.2. ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

This is solely a planning project, with recommended infrastructure and operational improvements that may
have environmental impacts. While these impacts are briefly discussed in this report, a full environmental
analysis is not included. This section along with Appendix F, presents a summary of the environmental
resources in the NLRSWD. Potential consequences for improvements are discussed later in the report.

1.2.1. Physiography, Topography, Geology, and Soils

Lake Cascade and the City of Donnelly lie within the Long Valley of Valley County, Idaho at the base
of the Payette National Forest. Elevations on the north end of Lake Cascade range from 4,800 to
5,000 feet, while the adjacent glaciated mountains rise above 7,000 feet. The WWTP is located on
the northeast end of Lake Cascade on relatively flat topography at an elevation of 4,860 feet.

The soils through the northern Lake Cascade area have considerable variability in grain size,
texture, and depth. The topsoils are generally sandy loams.

1.2.2. Surface and Ground Water Hydrology

Boulder Creek flows along the eastern edge of Donnelly and the WWTP, but the primary surface
water is Lake Cascade. Lake Cascade is located on the North Fork of the Payette River. Several
major tributaries, Lake Fork Creek, Gold Fork River, Boulder Creek, and Willow Creek, enter from
the northeast. The North Fork of the Payette and its major tributaries flow through Long Valley, north
of the reservoir. Poor drainage and high-water tables are prevalent along the west shoreline and in
smaller areas where the terrain is essentially flat with poor draining soils, or at elevations below the
high-water line.

Groundwater beneath the WWTP flows generally towards the southwest and is primarily 5 to 24 feet
below ground. Groundwater throughout much of the study area, particularly on level ground, is very
near the ground surface. Many areas, especially on the northeasterly side of the lake, have perched
water tables at or above the ground surface during early spring. The DEQ has established nitrate
priority areas for the state. Area wells have not experienced high nitrate concentrations and the
study area is not within a nitrate priority area.

1.2.3. Fauna, Flora, and Natural Communities

Those species documented in Valley County near Donnelly that are listed as endangered,
threatened, proposed, and candidate species by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) are listed
below:

» Threatened: Northern Idaho Ground Squirrel, Bull Trout, Canada Lynx, Whitebark Pine

» Candidate: Monarch Butterfly

» Proposed Threatened: North American Wolverine

» Under Review: Little Brown Bat, Gray Wolf

None of these species are anticipated to be found within the NLRSWD WWTP area or reuse sites.
1.2.4. Land Use Including Housing and Commercial Development

Land use within the study area includes public and private timbered areas, agricultural and grazing
lands, campground, church retreats, recreational homes/cabins, year-round homesites, and trailer
homes. The Tamarack Resort is a four-season resort which provides recreation and attracts tourism
year-round. The residential sites are generally clustered around the reservoir. The land use
surrounding the WWTP is used for timber or farming and harvesting of grasses. Industrial facilities
within the areas are confined to propane suppliers, and commercial facilities are tailored to
recreation and tourism, such as motels, grocery stories, gas stations, shops, and restaurants.
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1.2.5. Cultural Resources

The National Park Service’s National Register of Historic Places lists the John Korvola, the Jacob
and Herman Mahala, and the Jacob Maki Homesteads as historical resources in the Donnelly area.

However, these sites do not overlap with the WWTP or reuse sites. No archaeological sites are
listed for the planning area.

1.2.6. Utility Use

An analysis of wastewater flows was completed using data collected at the WWTP and the Poison
Creek Lift Station (Tamarack). The analysis showed that, on average, the total system usage was
32 gallons per capita per day. Additionally, the Tamarack area produces approximately 70% of the

wastewater. Water usage was higher, with system average day usage of 92 gallons per capita per
day.

1.2.7. Floodplains and Wetlands

There are several mapped floodplains within the service area, namely resulting from the flows of the
North Fork of the Payette River, Lake Fork, and the Gold Fork River. These floodplains are relatively
small in nature and usually within the existing 20 to 100 feet wide river channels. Figure 1-2 shows
the wetlands with respect to the study area.
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FIGURE 1-2: WETLANDS WITHIN STUDY AREA
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There is a mapped floodplain for Boulder Creek, which traverses just east of the WWTP, as shown
in Figure 1-3. The map shows that the WWTP is in an area of minimal flood hazard. Any facilities to

be developed would need to consider proximity to Boulder Creek and ensure that it be located above
the reported flood elevations or flood proofed.
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FIGURE 1-3: FEMA FLOOD PLAIN MAP NEAR WWTP
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The National Wetlands Inventory through the USFWS provides geographic information system (GIS)
data outlining surface waters and wetlands. Multiple locations within the City of Donnelly and
bordering Boulder Creek are classified as wetlands. The locations near the WWTP are largely
confined to bordering Boulder Creek or irrigation canals surrounding the land application sites.
These sites are outlined in Figure 1-4.

For any projects that involve disturbances to jurisdictional wetlands, formal consultation with the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Idaho Department of Water Resources, and the Idaho
Department of Lands will be required to obtain nationwide 404 permits for stream crossings or
wetland alteration.
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FIGURE 1-4: NATIONAL WETLANDS INVENTORY NEAR WWTP
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1.2.8. Wild and Scenic Rivers

There are no designated or proposed wild and scenic rivers in NLRSWD, or within the vicinity of the
WWTP and land application sites.

1.2.9. Public Health and Water Quality Issues

The reuse sites are irrigated according to agronomic rates, therefore minimizing runoff and impact
to surface waters. Treated wastewater discharged to the District’s land application site must meet
disinfection requirements from their reuse permit. Isolated incidents of disinfection violations have
occurred but are few. During the 2020 reuse applications season, several violations of the coliform
limit occurred, but was credited to issues with sampling and higher strength influent wastewater.
The sampling strategy and chlorine dose was adjusted, and no other coliform exceedances

occurred. Statements from the DEQ indicate that treatment practices by the District are able to meet
groundwater requirements.

1.2.10. Proximity to a Sole Source Aquifer

A sole source aquifer is an aquifer that supplies at least 50 percent of the drinking water for its
service area, and there is no reasonably available alternative drinking water source should the
aquifer become contaminated. The major sole source aquifer in Idaho is the Eastern Snake River

Plain Aquifer, which is highlighted in Figure 1-5, as well as the location of the WWTP. The District is
outside of any sole source aquifer designations.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY k

FIGURE 1-5: SOLE SOURCE AQUIFERS
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1.2.11. Prime Agricultural Farmland

The land surrounding the WWTP is not classified as prime farmland, “farmland of statewide
importance, if irrigated”, by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS).

1.2.12. Coastal Resources

The Coastal Zone Management Act does not list any area in Idaho as a coastal resource; therefore,
no coastal area will be affected by the proposed improvements.

1.2.13. Precipitation, Temperature, and Prevailing Winds

Precipitation, Temperature, and Wind data was collected from the Western Regional Climate Center
(WRCC). A climate summary for McCall (1905 through 2016), which is approximately 15 miles from
Donnelly, shows average minimum temperatures ranging from 10.6°F to 44.2°F and average
maximum temperatures ranging from 30.3°F to 81.0°F. Over this same period, the total annual
precipitation averaged 26.19 inches with a snowfall average of 134.2 inches. The wettest month on
average is December; the driest month is July. Snowfalls can be heavy, with short growing seasons.
Snowmelt in the spring results in large volumes of runoff and standing water in some of the flatter
areas.

Based on WRCC wind data, the prevailing wind direction is from the south, but during the summer
months the winds can be from the north. Average wind speeds range from 2.7 to 5.6 mph, although
winds can vary according to the season.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 8
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1.2.14. Air Quality and Noise

Idaho is among the states that have delegated authority from EPA to issue air quality permits and
enforce air quality regulations. DEQ’s air protection efforts are intended to ensure compliance with
federal and state health-based air quality regulations. The Clean Air Act of 1970 identified six
common air pollutants of concern, called “criteria pollutants.” These criteria pollutants are carbon
monoxide, lead, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, particulate matter, and sulfur dioxide. Fugitive dust is also
closely regulated as it contributes to particulate matter. DEQ monitors air quality and publishes air
quality information.

The District is not in an area of concern, Class | area, or non-attainment area. Additionally, no noise
issues have been identified for the area. A map of areas with sensitive air quality is shown in Figure
1-6.

FIGURE 1-6: AIR QUALITY MAP

1.2.15. Energy Production and Consumption

The NLRSWD does not produce any energy. Energy used by the wastewater system is comprised
primarily of pumping from lift stations, aerators in the lagoons, the MBR treatment system at the
WWTP, and irrigation pumping.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 e .



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY

1.2.16. Socio-Economic Conditions

K

Major employers in the area are state and local government, farming, logging, mining, and related

services. Tourism and recreation are the major attractions drawing people to the region.

With periodic increases in utility rates, the District will be able to continue funding proposed
improvements. There are no poor or disadvantaged groups that will be adversely impacted;

conversely, such groups would benefit by the improved wastewater system.

Historical and projected populations are presented in Section 1.3.

1.3. POPULATION TRENDS

Table 1-1 summarizes the historical equivalent dwelling unit (EDU) numbers and estimated population
based on a people per household value of 2.78, as reported for Valley County by the U.S. Census Bureau.
The NLRSWD has seen steady historical growth. The District has maintained an average of 2-3% growth
between 2017 and 2022, with a 5% spike observed in 2019. Valley County has observed an average growth
of 3.4% from 2015 to 2020. The County growth rate of 3.4% was selected by the District to estimate the
population for the 20 and 50-year planning horizons.

TABLE 1-1: NLRSWD HISTORICAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION

Year Estimated Population EDU
2017 6,255 2,250
_ 2018 6,400 2,302
S 2019 6,550 2,356
g 2020 6,900 2,482
2021 7,095 2,552
2022 7,295 2,624
2027 8,623 3,102
2032 10,192 3,666
2037 12,046 4,333
2042 14,238 5,122
E 2047 16,829 6,054
'§‘ 2052 19,891 7,155
2057 23,510 8,457
2062 27,788 9,996
2067 32,845 11,815
2072 38,821 13,964

Assuming the growth rate and same household size, the NLRSWD population would be approximately
14,238 in 2042 and 38,821 in 2072. Figure 1-7 illustrates the historical and projected future populations.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006

10



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY k

FIGURE 1-7: POPULATION PROJECTION
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1.4. INFLUENT FLOW ANALYSIS

This section summarizes the historical wastewater flows into the WWTP and develops planning criteria for
projecting future flows during the planning period. The planning period flows include the average day flow
(ADF), maximum month flow (MMF), maximum day flow (MDF), and peak hour flow (PHF). The ADF is the
average daily flow for the calendar year (January to December). MMF represents the highest monthly
average flow into the WWTP for the year. The MDF represents the maximum day flow recorded each year.
The PHF represents the highest hourly flow at the WWTP. The District does not maintain hourly influent
flow records, therefore the PHF was estimated using Ten State Standards (Great Lakes-Upper Mississippi
River Board of State and Provincial Public Health and Environment Managers, 2014). Ten State Standards
estimates the peaking factor for the peak hour flow based on the average day flow using the population.
The peaking factor using this method is 3.15 times the average day flow.

The District has a SCADA system to track daily flow into the WWTP. Records received from the District
date back until January 2009. SCADA records show that wastewater flow is primarily directed to the MBR
treatment plant but can be diverted to the lagoon system during peak events. For this planning study, it was
assumed that peak events would continue to be diverted in the future. Flow analysis for the WWTP focused
on the influent flows strictly to the headworks of the MBR treatment plant that were documented by the
SCADA system. Flow analysis for the collections system included flows to the MBR plant and flows diverted
to the lagoon system to properly account for high flows seen during peak events. Figure 1-8 demonstrates
the daily headworks influent flow (grey) and also the flow diverted to the lagoons (blue) from 2009 through
2021. Flow data from July 2020 to December 2020 was not received.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 1
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FIGURE 1-8: HISTORICAL DAILY FLOW
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Due to the large amount of data, the 99.5 and 0.5 percentiles were assumed to be outliers. Table 1-2
presents historical flow summaries for the MBR WWTP for ADF, MMF, MDF, and PHF in million gallons
per day (MGD). EDU and population data was only available from 2017 to 2021. Since PHF is estimated
based off population, PHFs were only estimated from 2017 to 2021.
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TABLE 1-2: MBR WWTP FLOW SUMMARY (MGD)

Year ADF MMF MDF PHF
2009 0.154 0.234 0.357
2010 0.160 0.243 0.385
2011 0.170 0.260 0.423
2012 0.155 0.240 0.406
2013 0.157 0.217 0.377
2014 0.171 0.256 0.428
2015 0.150 0.204 0.376
2016 0.175 0.249 0.389
2017 0.203 0.335 0.427 0.640
2018 0.191 0.261 0.346 0.602
2019 0.185 0.308 0414 0.581
2020 0.212 0.268 0.357 0.661
2021 0.202 0.300 0.359 0.625

Table 1-3 presents flow data into the MBR WWTP in gallons per capita per day (gcpd). The planning criteria
selected for projecting future flows is the maximum of the 2017 to 2021 gpcd values.
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TABLE 1-3: MBR WWTP PLANNING CRITERIA FLOWS (GCPD)

Parameter 2017 ‘ 2018 2019 2020 2021 Planning Criteria
Population 6,255 6,400 6,550 6,900 7,095

ADF 32 30 28 31 28 32

MMF 54 41 47 39 42 54

MDF 68 54 63 52 51 68

PHF 102 94 89 96 88 102

Table 1-4 presents a summary of the collection system planning criteria. Flow analysis for the collection
system included the peak events from the combined flow to both the headworks and the lagoon system.
Planning criteria for the collection system was developed using the same method that was used in the MBR
WWTP flow analysis. The current planning criteria was 262 gpcd (1.91 MGD) for the MDF and 394 gpcd
(2.87 MGD) for the PHF (utilizing the same 1.5 peaking factor PHF/MDF shown in Table 1-3). A smaller
future planning criteria is used because the precipitation, snowmelt, and irrigation are not expected to
increase as fast as the population with the newer, tighter collection system piping.

TABLE 1-4: COLLECTION PLANNING CRITERIA FLOWS (GCPD)

Current Future Planning
Planning Criteria Criteria

Parameter 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Population 6,255 6,400 6,550 6,900 7,095

MDF 258 84 262 71 51 262 145

PHF 387 126 394 107 76 394 218

1.4.1. Infiltration and Inflow (/1)

Infiltration and Inflow (I/I) refers to the groundwater and storm water that enters the wastewater
collection system. The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) considers flows more
than 120 gpcd as excessive I/l (Sewer System Infrastructure Analysis and Rehabilitation,
EPA/625/6-91/030, October 1991). The maximum day flow rates observed from 2017 to 2021 were
262 gcpd, which is greater than 120 gcpd in the EPA guidance, indicating excessive I/I.

In Figure 1-9 the total monthly rainfall totals for the McCall area, acquired from the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, are compared to the monthly headworks influent flows. The highest
flows consistently occur between March and May. This indicates that precipitation, snowmelt, and
irrigation during the growing season (May to October) may be reasons for increased flows in the
wastewater system. Not all precipitation events directly result in a spike in headworks influent flows.
Generally, systems experiencing high inflow will see an immediate increase in flow in response to
large precipitation events, but this was not always the case. The District's employees indicate that
periods of spring snowmelt correlate with high flows, and that the Tamarack wastewater collection
may be more impacted by I/l which is a location that the District has been focusing on inspection
and making repairs.
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FIGURE 1-9: MONTHLY INFLUENT FLOW VS. MONTHLY PRECIPITATION
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1.5. FLOW PROJECTIONS

For the MBR WWTP, the future planning criteria flows are shown in Table 1-5. These were established
using the planning criteria in Table 1-3 and projected populations in Table 1-1 to calculate the future ADF,
MMF, MDF, and PHF. It was assumed the current mix of residential, recreational, and commercial flows
would increase proportional to the increased population. The 20-year (2042) flows will be used when
evaluating the current MBR WWTP’s capacity.

TABLE 1-5: PROJECTED MBR WWTP INFLUENT FLOWS (MGD)

Year ADF MMF | MDF | PHF |
2022 0237 | 0390 | 0497 | 0.746
2027 0280 | 0462 | 0588 | 0882
2032 0331 | 0545 | 0695 | 1.04
2037 0391 | 0645 | 0821 1.23
2042 0462 | 0762 | 0971 146

For the collection system, the future flows are shown in Table 1-6. These were established using the
planning criteria in Table 1-4 and projected populations in Table 1-1. Again, the precipitation, snowmelt,
and irrigation, are not expected to have as much impact on newer, tighter collection system piping; therefore
the future flows per person are expected to be less.

TABLE 1-6: PROJECTED COLLECTION SYSTEM INFLUENT FLOWS (MGD)

Year MDF | PHF |
2022 1.91 2.87
2042 2.92 4.38
2072 6.49 9.74

To assess the holding capacity of the winter storage lagoons, the 2042 ADF for the combined collection
system flow is estimated at 0.51 MGD; therefore, the total annual flow in 2042 is projected to be 186 MG.
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The District does not receive wastewater from industrial facilities, and is not expecting any to connect during
the planning period. However, there are a few commercial facilities. These commercial facilities are mainly
service-oriented businesses. The District expects its customers to provide domestic-strength wastewater,
pay connection fees, and be billed for usage on the appropriate EDU basis. Beginning in 2018, the District
began accepting septage and has since developed a new septage receiving station. Septage is currently
screened and directed to the lagoons for treatment. Sludge from this lagoon is expected to be removed and
disposed of at a landfill. For the purposes of this planning study, septage was not included in the loading
projections as it is not directed through the MBR treatment system.

1.6. INFLUENT LOADING PROJECTIONS

The District did not have a large amount of influent concentration data. Anticipated future influent loadings
(pounds per capita per day (ppcd)) were assumed using industry-standard values and are shown in Table
1-7 Similarly, industry standard peaking factors of 1.30 for five-day biochemical oxygen demand (BODs),
1.30 for total suspended solids (TSS), 1.15 for total Kjeldahl nitrogen (TKN), and 1.12 for phosphorus were
used for the maximum month flows (Metcalf & Eddy/AECOM, 2014).

TABLE 1-7: INFLUENT LOADING ASSUMPTIONS

Average Daily Maximum Month

Criteria ‘

Load Peaking Factor
BOD:s 0.17 1.30
TSS 0.20 1.30
TKN 0.030 115
TP 0.0048 1.12

The future loads (pounds per day) during the planning period are shown in Table 1-8. The planning period
loading parameters include the average day load (ADL) and maximum month load (MML). The ADL is the
average daily load for the year and the MML represents the highest monthly average load for the year.

TABLE 1-8: PROJECTED INFLUENT LOADS (PPD)

Year 2022 2027 2032 2037 2042

7,295 8,623 10,192 12,046 14,238
BOD:s

ADL 1,240 1,466 1,733 2,048 2,420

MML 1,612 1,906 2,252 2,662 3,147

ADL 1,459 1,725 2,038 2,409 2,848

MML 1,897 2,242 2,650 3,132 3,702

ADL 219 259 306 361 427

MML 252 297 352 416 491

T »
ADL 35 41 49 58 68
MML 39 46 55 65 77

NLRSWD provided the results of five influent samples. The concentrations ranged from 133 — 166 mg/L
BODs, 120 — 174 mg/L for TSS, 37.9 — 52.3 mg/L for TKN, and 5.47 — 9.04 mg/L for TP. These
concentrations are lower than the industry-standard loadings shown in Table 1-6. The concentrations may
not be representative. The District will continue to perform testing to confirm the influent loads.
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1.7. REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

The District currently discharges effluent wastewater to storage lagoons during the winter months and
utilizes land application to farm fields during the growing season. Rapid infiltration basins are available as
an option for excess flow. However, they have only been used while seepage testing the lagoons and from
March 2017 through June 2017 because of concerns of the storage lagoons overflowing due to substantial
snowmelt. The WWTP operates in accordance with Reuse Permit No. LA-000070-04 (Appendix A) and
IDAPA 58.01.17 (ldaho’s Recycled Water Rules). Regulatory requirements include plan of operations,
runoff management plan, waste solids management plan, grazing management plan, seepage testing, flow
rate monitoring, and groundwater and soils monitoring. The permit expired on December 20, 2015, but has
been administratively extended. The District has applied to renew the Permit and is currently waiting for
DEQ to approve the new permit.

The reuse permit specifies a Class C effluent (Table 1-9) and includes limits for certain wastewater
constituents. The maximum nitrogen loading (wastewater, manure, fertilizers, and supplemental irrigation
water) must be less than or equal to 150% of typical crop uptake for the land application fields. The
maximum chemical oxygen demand (COD) loading for each field is 50 pounds/acre-day. The RI basins
have a maximum phosphorus loading of 8.3 kilograms per month, 10 mg/L total nitrogen concentration, and
100 mg/L as a 30-day average for TSS. The disinfection requirement is a median number of total coliform
organisms less than or equal to 23 per 100 mL, based on the last five days of sampling, with no sample
exceeding 230 organisms per 100 mL.

TABLE 1-9: RECYCLED WATER CLASSES AND SOME EXAMPLE USES

Class A Class B Class C ‘ Class D
Typical Treatment Requirements

Oxidized X X X X
Coagulated and Clarified X X - -
Filtered X X - -
Disinfected X X X X

BODs, mg/L 5-10 - -

Total Nitrogen, mg/L 10 {or ;gicter) i lgr(:r::r::gt?arg agrtr):tc;mic agronomic rate
Turbidity, NTU 02-5 5-10 - -
pH 6.0-9.0 - - -
Total Coliform, no./100 mL 22-23 22-23 23-230 230-2,300

Virus | 5-log reduction - - -

Allowable Uses

Fodder, fiber, or processed food crops X X X X
Pasture: npt producing milk for human X X X X
consumption

Pasture: producing milk for human consumption

All edible food crops

Golf courses

Parks: non-use periods

Parks: use periods

Home irrigation

XXX X]|X]|X]|X

Groundwater recharge
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Table 1-7 provides typical treatment requirements for the different recycled water classes along with some
allowable uses. Classes A-D are shown in the table; Class E is not shown as it has the fewest uses. If the
District desires to consider another classification or different use, a different permit would be required.

In addition to the limits mentioned previously, there are also hydraulic limits established to balance
protection of groundwater and crop requirements. This typically translates to irrigating at agronomic rates
to match the net irrigation requirements of the crops. Allowable agronomic rates are based on historical
precipitation deficit values from ETldaho -- Evapotranspiration and Net Irrigation Requirements for Idaho
and typical irrigation efficiencies for the application equipment.

The effluent is land applied during the growing season, which is May 1 through October 15. The
predominant crops are Timothy Grass and pasture grass. Wastewater is typically insufficient to meet the
irrigation water requirement (IWR) of the crops and supplemental water is added as necessary from a
nearby canal. Groundwater and soil parameters are also monitored to evaluate the impact of the land
application and rapid infiltration facilities on local groundwater and soil, as required by the reuse permit.
There are also buffer zones between wells, dwellings, surface water, irrigation ditches, and public access.
The RI basins are able to be used year-round.

It is difficult to predict whether substantive changes will be included within the District’'s upcoming reuse
permit. No formal communications regarding potential changes have been provided by DEQ, other than the
likely requirement for a Quality Assurance Project Plan. Within the general wastewater industry, a class of
‘emerging contaminants’ has been discussed with increasing frequency as the attention of regulators has
turned from nutrient pollutants to other constituents. It is not anticipated that limitations will be imposed for
these contaminants soon; however, the potential for permit implications is possible. Among these emerging
contaminants are ‘forever chemicals’, such as per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) and
pharmaceuticals and personal care products (PPCPs).

Discharges to waters of the United States require a permit as a provision of the Clean Water Act. Boulder
Creek is located approximately 0.25 miles east of the WWTP and discharges into the Cascade Reservoir.
Boulder Creek does not have specific use designations in Idaho, but “undesignated waterways” are to be
protected for the uses of cold water aquatic life and primary contact recreation. ldaho has authority to
administer and enforce the Idaho Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (IPDES) program for surface
waters in Idaho other than tribal lands and tribal waters. An IPDES permit would likely contain limitations
that comply with the approved total maximum daily load (TMDL) associated with the Cascade Reservoir
and beneficial uses for the watershed. Criteria to protect cold water aquatic life involve in-stream
temperature conditions of 19°C on average and a daily maximum of 22°C. Turbidity requirements shall not
exceed 50 NTU instantaneously, or more than 25 NTU for more than 10 consecutive days. Additionally,
dissolved oxygen should exceed 6 mg/L at all times, while pH should be in the range of 6.5 to 9.0.

The reservoir is highly susceptible to algae blooms due to nutrient loading and elevated summer water
temperatures. The TMDL contains a waste load allocation for phosphorus as 1.8 Ibs. per day or 3 mg/L.
Lake temperatures can affect the reservoir's TMDL; however, according to IDAPA 58.01.01.080.03,
exceeding the temperature criteria cannot be considered a water quality standard violation when the air
temperature exceeds the 90th percentile of the 7-day average daily maximum air temperature calculated
in yearly series over the historic record measured at the nearest weather reporting station. Jug Mountain
Ranch, discharges to Cold Creek, a tributary to Boulder Creek. Additional conditions for monthly averages
in the Jug Mountain Ranch discharge permit are 5 mg/L BODS5, 7.7 mg/L TSS, 126 per 100 mL as E. Coli,
3.1 mg/L total ammonia, 3.86 mg/L as nitrite, and 10 mg/L as total nitrogen. In order to meet these discharge
limits, improvements to the WWTP would be required. Additionally, the WWTP would need to obtain a
discharge permit, which is a significant process. For these reasons, surface water discharge is not
recommended to be investigated further.
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1.8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

The District plans to conduct a town hall meeting as part of the community engagement requirement of the
project following the approval of the Facility Plan Report. A town hall meeting will be made open to the
public to help the community develop an understanding of the need for the project, the utility operational
service levels required, and the funding and revenue strategies used to complete the project.
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CHAPTER 2 - COLLECTION SYSTEM CONDITIONS

2.1. LOCATION

The NLRSWD is located around the northern region of Lake Cascade in Valley County, Idaho. The WWTP
is located near the present southwest corner of Donnelly, Idaho. An aerial view of the wastewater facilities
is shown in figure 2-1.

FICGURE 2-1: WASTEWATER SYSTEM MAP
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2.2. HISTORY

Since the opening of Tamarack Resort in 2004, development conditions changed significantly on the north
side of Lake Cascade. The NLRSWD agreed to provide sewer service to the resort, and requests for sewer
service by other developers also increased substantially. The existing lagoon treatment system and slow
rate land application disposal system were inadequate for the projected flows. A membrane bioreactor
(MBR) process was constructed in 2008 to provide high quality effluent suitable for discharge to rapid
infiltration (RI) basins. The old lagoons are used for septage treatment and treatment of flows from the
Hartley Lift Station. The effluent from both the MBR and lagoon plants combine and are stored in a winter
storage lagoon. Biosolids from the MBR are pumped to the first treatment lagoon.

2.3. COLLECTION SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

The NLRSWD wastewater collection system consists of approximately 39 miles of gravity sewer lines, 17
miles of pressure sewer lines, 29 lift stations, and close to 1,000 manholes, as shown in figure 2-2. The
system of lift stations delivers wastewater to the District's wastewater treatment plant located on Eld Ln,
approximately 0.5 miles south of downtown Donnelly, Idaho.

FIGURE 2-2: COLLECTION SYSTEM OVERVIEW
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2.4. PUMP STATIONS

On July 22-23, 2021, Keller Associates visited each pump station with NLRSWD staff to observe visual
equipment condition and document any known issues, as well as perform pump tests. The District owns 28
and operates 29 pump stations. The pump stations are listed by number: P-X (X=1-21, 25-27, 35-38, and
40). There are no pump stations 22-24, 28-34, and 39. The locations of the pump stations are shown in
figure 2-3. figure 2-4 contains a visual representation of how flow is conveyed between pump stations. Each
pump station was designed to be equipped with two submersible, constant speed, non-clog pumps. Hawks
Bay and Meadows are exceptions, as they are triplex pump stations. All the pump station wet wells are
circular, ranging in diameter from five to 12 feet. Each of the pump stations are equipped with either an
ultrasonic or submersible level sensor and an auto-dialer alarm system. The only exception is Hawks Bay,
which is not equipped with an auto-dialer or other form of alarm telemetry.

FIGURE 2-3: PUMP STATION LOCATIONS

B #LASSD Dwaes
BB rod HLE e o

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006




DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY k

FIGURE 2-4: PUMP STATION LOCATIONS
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A conditions assessment based on the facility tours, information from NLRSWD staff, and other available
information (record drawings, documented data, etc.) has been compiled in this section. A summary of each
pump station’s equipment is presented in TABLE 2-1. Following the summary table, this section then
presents a general description, identifies deficiencies, and documents the results of pump tests for each

pump station. P-16 RR Village and P-26 Tamarack were visually evaluated but did not have a pump test
performed.
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TABLE 2-.WASTEWATER LIFT STATION SUMMARY

LTI D] 250 ¢ | A P-5 Rex / P-6 WW Lake X- P-7 Day / P-8 Pebble P-10 Mtn
-1 Hillhouse P-2 Ponderosa -3 Margo -4 Big Smol . h
& e v Morning ing Wagon Beach Shadows
Owner NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD
Type Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex,
bE Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible
P T Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed,
ump Type non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog
Firm Capacity, gpm 167 222 148 0 36 399 0 176 239 67
Pump, hp 3.7 335 3.7 N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.7 3.7 N/A
Level Control Type Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra Ultra
Flow Meter (Y/N) N N N N N N N N N N
. Portable Portable
Auxiliary Power Type None None None None None None None None
generator generator
. Manual (not
Transfer Switch Manual wired) Manual None None None None None None None
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y Y (taken off) N Y Y Y Y N Y A
Alarm Telemetry Type Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer
Wet Well Diamater (ft) 5.0' 8.0' 5.0' 10.0' 5.0' 10.0' 10.0' 5.0' 5.0' 5.0'
Discharge Line Size (in) 4" 6" 4" 6" 4" 4" 6" 4" 4" 4"
Transfer switch
not connected,
i ted, Grout i Safety latch
. pipe ruste rout popping arety fatc Wet well vent Vaultdrain
Pipe corroded, |hardware needs out at . broken, wet well Check valves
N Small site, pump needs redone, plugged,
no fall replaced, penetrations, R cracks, pump 1 . appear broken,
. 2is not o Wet well latch pump 2 is not Vault handle submerged
protection, camlock pump 1needs . sounds like itis ) . wet well hatch K
Notes A N . . operational, N broken, chemical | operational, no | broken, vault valves, electrical
solids build-up | removed and inspection, L air locked, level . A blocks panel
. N significant L tank not in use camlock cap, drain plugged . corroded, poor
inwetwell, I/l | pressure gauge | possible check . sensoris in way A access, waste in
. . corrosion drain plugged access (located
present installed at valve issue, I/I of pump . vaults A
with TP-no valve in road)
bypass, pump 2 present removal
has vibration
issue
P p D p P-14 P P-18 P-19 P-20
P-16 R p 5
Arro d g 0 do p oop erve B
Owner NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD
Type Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Triplex,
e Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible
Pump Type Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, [ Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed,
P Typ non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog
Firm Capacity, gpm 115 186 81 69 31 No Pump Test 213 82 0 67
Pump, hp N/A 6 N/A 6.7 4.7 N/A 3 3 3 10.7
Level Control Type Sub Ultra Ultra Ultra Sub Ultra Sub Sub Sub Sub
Flow Meter (Y/N) N N N N N N N N N N
o Portable Portable Portable Portable Portable Portable On-site
Auxiliary Power Type None None None
Generator Generator Generator Generator Generator Generator Generator
Transfer Switch Manual None Manual None Manual None Manual Manual Manual Automatic
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N Y
Alarm Telemetry Type Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer None
Wet Well Diamater (ft) 5.0' 6.0' 5.0' 5.0' 5.0' 5.0' 8.0' 5.0' 5.0' 8.0'
Discharge Line Size (in) 4" 4" 4" 4" 4" 4" 6" 4" 4" 4"
N .
° penetrat}on Floor drain
Pressure gauge grout, soft site, plugged, need
X septictrucks sink| !
installed at R airreleases,
Poor access, bypass, pump 2 | Drain plugged, in sand, no rusty pipes and
No camlock, Pump 1is being ypass, pump P gg. " | Penetration not . conduit for Y Pip A
N . . was not 4x4 wood pipe Waterin vault, supports, 1 big
hatch did not |Chemical tank not| pulled soon, Fall protection . grouted, lots of ) second pump, )
) . pumping well | support, holes L drain plugged, A pump not sized
Notes appear to be inuse, phase [drainis plugged,| not connected, debris in vault PVCline, vault
o (half the flow of | not grouted, level controllers N correctly, pump
load rated, converter ultrasonicis poor access N and weeds on . drain plugged, A
Pump 1), no located in N need replacing A 2notinstalled,
snakes hung by acord, . site no inflow,
valve on vault driveway . panel rocks and
1/ present R sewage leaking L
drain, no fall R R is sitting on
rotection in vault, site concrete on
P floods each
. ground
spring
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not owned by
NLSWRD

have seal offs to
the pumps

P-21 Meadows . P-26 Discover -
P-25 Poison N y P-27 Steelhead 5 5 P-38 Smiling P-40
/ West Drive P-35 Buttercup P-36 Little Lane P-37 Grasmick )
) Creek (Tamarack) Julie Westwoods
Mountain (Tamarack)
Not owned by
Owner NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD NLRSWD
Type Triplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex, Duplex,
LB Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible Submersible
Pump T Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, [ Constant speed, | Constant speed, [ Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed, | Constant speed,
ump Type non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog non-clog
. . 0-Pump lon
Firm Capacity, gpm 200 870 No Pump Test 92 193 171 135 114 order
Pump, hp 10.7 70 4.7 6.7 3.8 6.7 16.8 13.4 6.7
Sub, needs Sub (not workin, Sub (backu
Level Control Type Sub Ultrasonic ( ) & Sub Sub Sub ( P Sub
replaced right) floats)
Flow Meter (Y/N) N Y N N N N Y N N
- On-site On-site Portable Portable Portable Portable Portable Portable Portable
Auxiliary Power Type
Generator Generator Generator generator generator Generator Generator generator Generator
Transfer Switch Automatic Automatic Manual Manual Manual Manual Manual Manual Manual
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y Y Y N/A Y Y Y Y Y
Alarm Telemetry Type Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer Dialer
Wet Well Diamater (ft) 8.0' 12.0' 5.0' 5.0' 6.0' 6.0' 8.0' 8.0' 6.0'
Discharge Line Size (in) e 10" 4 2 4 e e 2 4
No mixer rails, 2 Broken pressure
pumps during Wood fence gaulge, 1/lissues,
runoff, pump 1 . can't open valve
R (low security),
installed 2019, vault (lock i } i .
) generator i L 1/1, valve vault Mixer doesn’t Solids buildup,
bird nest, has . stuck), not lined, |Recent injection, . .
X housing needs Pump 2 A A flooded work, limited Mixer not Pump 1on
hose bibb, . ) replace level insulation on A N . .
. siding, replace struggling, L . w/submerged parking, pipe | working, builds | order, no fence,
Notes ceiling needs indicator vault lid, A )
) level control power meter valves, no fence, rusted, air up solids, needs no locks,
paint, control N . | system, nofall |appears to be /I R i X
R system, reads "error’ . wet well lined, |release drains to airrelease pressure gauge
wires exposed, protection, no flow, SSvent
overflow . ) poor access vault range too large
need larger site water, did
ressure gauges, connects to not appear to
P "l lined pond
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P-1 HILLHOUSE

The Hillhouse Lift Station is located in the northcentral area on
Hillhouse Loop, serving the Hillhouse subdivision. This lift station
is a duplex submersible with two working pumps and room for a
third. Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet
well. Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being
pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence,
lock, or fall protection at the lift station. There is also no air
release on the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure
gauge, odor control system, discharge manhole lining, or on-site
generator. There is, however, a portable generator connection
with a manual transfer switch.

During the site visit, it was observed that there are two pumps
installed with space for a third. There was solids buildup in the
wet well and piping needing replacement. Concrete is in subpar
condition.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately one minute each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 193 and 167 gpm,
respectively.

Hillhouse Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

13045 Hillhouse

Location
Loop

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 193, 167
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) NN, N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

2 pumps installed,
space for 3,
solids buildup,
pipe replace
needed, unlined
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P-2 PONDEROSA

The Ponderosa Lift Station is located in the northcentral area
on Ponderosa Dr., serving the Edwards Ranch subdivision.
This lift station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps
and room for a third. Wastewater is collected in a circular 8-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor
before being pumped and discharged through a 6-inch line.
There is no fence or fall protection at the lift station, but there
is a lock on the hatch. There is also no air release on the
discharge line, flow meter, odor control system, or on-site
generator. There is also no portable generator connection.
There is a transfer switch, but it was not wired at time of visit.

During the site visit, it was observed that there are two pumps
installed with space for a third. Bypass pump provisions were
there but taken off. There was a rusted pipe that needs to be
replaced along with accompanying hardware. It was recorded
that pump 2 sounds strange and produces vibration.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps
were tested for approximately one minute each. Calculated
pumping rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 274 and 222
gpm, respectively.

Ponderosa Lift Station
Summary

T

Pump Station

Location

12988 Ponderosa

(Y/N)

Dr.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 8 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 335
Pump Test Results 274,222
(pump 1, pump 2), gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 6”

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N

Transfer Switch (Y/N)

Y, Manual, not

wired
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y, taken off
Discharge Pressure v
Gauge (Y/N)
Protection (Y/n) NN
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

2 pumps installed,
space for 39, gauge
on bypass, rusted
pipe
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P-3 MARGOT
Margot Lift Station
The Margot Lift Station is located in the northcentral area where Summary

Norwood Rd. and Margot Dr. intersect, serving the Margot and
Edwards Ranch subdivision. This lift station is a duplex
submersible with two working pumps and room for a third.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or fall
protection at the lift station, but there is a lock on the hatch.
There is also no air release on the discharge line, flow meter,
discharge pressure gauge, odor control system, or on-site
generator. There is, however, a portable generator connection
with a manual transfer switch.

Pump Station
During the site visit, it was observed that there are two pumps
. . . . . Norwood Rd at
installed with space for a third. Grout was popping out. It was | Location Margot Dr
recorded that the lift station burps/vibrates (likely due to pump 1),
and there is speculation that there might be a broken check valve. | Lift Station Type Sug:qzlg’ble
Pump Test Results: Wet Well Dimensions < dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately 35 seconds each. Calculated pumping :\":I‘:r‘:;r c)’f Pumps 20f2
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 161 and 148 gpm, i
respectively. Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 161, 148
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure
Gauge (Y/N) N/A
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N,Y,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
2 pumps installed,
Comments space for 3",
grout popping
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P-4 BIG SMOKY
Big Smoky Lift Station
The Big Smoky Lift Station is located in the northeastern area Summary

on Patty Dr., serving the Big Smoky #1 subdivision. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with one of two pumps working.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 10-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 6-inch line. There is no fence, lock, or
fall protection at the lift station. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge,
portable generator connection, or on-site generator. There is,

however, a chemical odor control system that was not in use.

During the site visit, it was observed that pump 2 was

nonfunctional. Bad corrosion throughout the site was also

reported.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was tested )

for approximately 70 seconds. Pump 2 was reported as dead and Pump Station

therefore not tested. Calculated pumping rates for the first pump | Location 12983 Patty Dr.

was 658 gpm. Lift Station Type DUPIE),(’

submersible

Wet Well Dimensions 10’ dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
el B
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 58
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 658, X
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 6”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N.N,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System Not in use
Comments Bad corrosion
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P-5 REX/MORNING

The Rex/Morning Lift Station is located in the central area on
Morning Dr., serving the Morning Dawn #4 subdivision. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence, lock, or
fall protection at the lift station. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, odor
control system, on-site generator, or portable generator
connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that pump 1 was air locked
and does not pump well. There may be a removal problem due
to the sensor placement. The safety hatch on the wet well was
broken and there were cracks inside the wet well. There is also
no liner.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately one minute each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 36 and 61 gpm, respectively.

Rex/Morning Lift Station
Summary

12845 Morning

Location Dr.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5’ dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Number of Pumps
(working) P 20f2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 36, 61
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure

Gauge (Y/N) N
Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N, NN
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

Wet well cracks,
no liner, wet well
safety latch
broken, pump 1
air locked
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P-6 WW LAKE X-ING

The WW Lake X-ing Lift Station is located in the central area on
Hereford Rd., serving the Wagon Wheel Ranch #1 subdivision.
This lift station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 10-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence, lock, or
fall protection at the lift station. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, or on-
site generator. There is, however, an odor control system with
chemical tank onsite that is not in use.

During the site visit, it was observed that the wet well latch was
broken.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately one minute each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 399 and 411 gpm,
respectively.

WW Lake X-ing Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

Location 12860 Hereford
Rd

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submF;rsibIe
Wet Well Dimensions .
(LXWxD / Dia.), ft 10" dia
?‘:L,‘:::::g;)f Pumps 2 0f2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 9.4
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 399, 411
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N,N,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System Yes

Wet well latch

Comments

broken, chemical
tank at pump
station not in use
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P-7 DAY/WAGON

The Day/Wagon Lift Station is located in the central area on
Hereford Rd., serving the Boulder Point Campground. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with one of two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 10-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 6-inch line. There is no fence, lock, or
fall protection at the lift station. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, odor
control system, on-site generator, or portable generator
connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that pump 2 was
nonfunctional. The wet well vent also needs replacing. There is
no cap on the camlock and the drain was plugged.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Pump 1 was tested
for approximately 90 seconds. Pump 2 was reported as dead and
therefore not tested. Calculated pumping rate for the first pump
was 219 gpm.

Day/Wagon Lift Station

Pump Station

12741 Hereford

Location Rd.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submF:ersibIe
Wet Well Dimensions .
(LXWxD / Dia.), ft 10" dia
:\:::::;rg;)f Pumps 2 of 2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 5.4
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 219, X
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 6”

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N, NN
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

Replace wet well
vent, pump 2
dead, no camlock
cap, drain plugged
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P-8 PEBBLE BEACH

The Pebble Beach Lift Station is located in the southcentral
area on Hereford Rd., serving the Pebble Beach subdivision.
This lift station is a duplex submersible with two working
pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter
wet well. Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before
being pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is
no fence or fall protection at the lift station but there are locks
on hatches. There is also no air release on the discharge line,
flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, odor control system, on-
site generator, or portable generator connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that the vault handle is
broken and the drain plugged.

Pebble Beach Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

Pump Test Results:

Location

12615 Hereford

A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately 50 seconds each. Calculated pumping

rates for the pump 1 and pump 2 were 183 and 176 gpm,
respectively.

Rd.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb-er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS

Pump, hp 3.7

Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2), 183,176

gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 4”7

Air Release on N

Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Ultrasonic

Flow Meter (Y/N) N

On-Site Generator N

(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) N

Portable Generator N

Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure N

Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N,Y,N

Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer

Odor Control System No
Vault handle

Comments broken, drain

plugged
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P-9 CAMAS

The Camas Lift Station is located in the central eastern area on
Camas Ln., serving the Wagon Wheel #4 subdivision. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or fall
protection at the lift station but there are locks on hatches. There
is also no air release on the discharge line, flow meter, discharge
pressure gauge, odor control system, on-site generator, or
portable generator connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that there are broken check
valves, the wet well hatch blocks the control panel, and there was
waste in the valve vault.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately 30 seconds each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 239 and 347 gpm,
respectively.

Camas Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station
Location 149 Camas Ln.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5’ dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb-er of Pumps 2 of 2
(working)
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 239, 347
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N,Y,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Broken check
Comments
valves
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P-10 MTN. SHADOWS

The Mtn. Shadows Lift Station is located in the southeastern area
on Shadows Trail, serving the Mtn. Shadows #2 subdivision. This
lift station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or fall
protection at the lift station but there is a lock on the vault. There
is also no air release on the discharge line, flow meter, discharge
pressure gauge, odor control system, on-site generator, or
portable generator connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that the vault drain is
plugged, valves are submerged, and the wet well hatch blocks
the electrical panel. The location has also been described as
having poor space/access, as the lift station is located adjacent
to the roadway.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately one minute each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 67 and 200 gpm, respectively.

Mtn. Shadows Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station
Location 204 Shadows Trail
. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f 2
(working)
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 67, 200
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure
N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N, Y, N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
Vault drain
Comments plugged,
submerged valves,
poor space/access
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P-11 ARROWHEAD
Arrowhead Lift Station
The Arrowhead Lift Station is located in the southern area at the Summary

intersection of Lee Way and Homer Ln., serving the Arrowhead
Point subdivision. This lift station is a duplex submersible with
two working pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via a submersible sensor
before being pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line.
There is no fence or fall protection at the lift station but there is
a lock on the vault and panel. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, odor
control system, or on-site generator. There is, however, a
portable generator connection with a manual transfer switch.
During the site visit, it was observed that there |s.no camlock €ap, | pump Station
hatch does not appear load rated, and a snake infestation.
Location Lee Way at Homer
Pump Test Results: Ln.
. . Duplex,
A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Both pumps Lift Station Type submF;rsibIe
were tested for approximately 40 seconds each. Calculated
. Wet Well Dimensions -
pumping rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 157 and 115 gpm, . 5’ dia
h (LxWxD / Dia.), ft
respectively.
Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f 2
(working)
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 157,115
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4"
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N,Y,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
No camlock cap,
Comments hatch not load
rated, snakes
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Day Star Lake X-ing Lift Station

P-12 DAY STAR (DS) LAKE X-ING Sum‘nl1ary .
The DS Lake X-ing Lift Station is located in the southeastern
area at the intersection of E. Shadows Trail and the Railroad
right-of-way (ROW), serving the Mtn. Shadows #1 subdivision.
This lift station is a duplex submersible with two working
pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 6-foot diameter
wet well. Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before
being pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is a
chemical tank odor control system that is not in use. There is
no fence or fall protection at the lift station but there is a lock
on the panel. There is are also no air release on the discharge :
line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, on-site generator, Pump Station
or portable generator connection. . E. Shadows Trail/
Location .
. . L . Railroad ROW
During the site visit, it was observed that there is a delayed
. . . . . . . Duplex,
signal with the ultrasonic level sensor causing inaccurate | Lift Station Type .
. submersible
readings.
Wet Well Dimensions 6 dia
Pump Test Results: (LxWxD / Dia.), ft
A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Both pumps were &'::::‘rg;’f Pumps 20f2
tested for approximately one minute each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were both 186 gpm. Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 6
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 186, 186
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) NY,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
Chem tank not
used, phase
Comments converter, delayed
signal to ultrasonic
sensor
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P-13 LAKE FOREST

The Lake Forest Lift Station is located in the northeastern area
on Forest Lake Circle, serving the Lake Cascade Forest
subdivision. This lift station is a duplex submersible with one of
two working pumps at the time of visit. Wastewater is collected in
a circular 5-foot diameter wet well. Level is recorded via an
ultrasonic sensor before being pumped and discharged through
a 4-inch line. There is no fence or fall protection at the lift station
but there is a lock on the hatches. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, odor
control system, or on-site generator. There is, however, a
portable generator connection with a manual transfer switch.

During the site visit, it was reported that pump 1 was to be pulled
the following week after the site visit. Observation saw the vault
drain plugged, the ultrasonic level sensor was supported only by
a cord, and infiltration was present.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was to be
removed and therefore was not tested. Pump 2 was tested for
approximately 78 seconds. Calculated pumping rates for pump 2
was 81 gpm.

Lake Forest Lift Station

Summary
TR e e

Pump Station
. 90 Forest Lake
Location .
Circle
. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb_er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), X, 81
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure
N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N, Y, N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
Pump 1 removed,
Comments drain p!ugged,
ultrasonic sensor
hung by cord, 1/
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P-14 MTN. MEADOWS
Mtn. Meadows Lift Station
The Mtn. Meadows Lift Station is located in the northcentral area Summary

on Cameron Dr., serving the W. Mtn. Estates subdivision. This
lift station is a duplex submersible with one of two working pumps
at the time of visit. Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via an ultrasonic sensor
before being pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line.
There is no fence at the lift station but there are some locks and
fall protection was available but not connected. There is also no
air release on the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure
gauge, odor control system, on-site generator, or portable
generator connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that available fall protection Pump Station
was not hooked/connected and the site has poor access.
Location 13122 Cameron
Pump Test Results: Dr.
. . Duplex,
A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps were | Lift Station Type sumersibIe
tested for approximately 80 seconds each. Calculated pumping - -
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 82 and 69 gpm, respectively. | Vet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Numb_er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 6.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 82,69
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”7
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) N/A
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N Y
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
Fall protection not
Comments connected, poor
site access
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P-15 FM CHURCH CAMP

The FM Church Camp Lift Station is located in the northeastern
area on Roseberry Rd., serving the Lake Cascade Ranch
subdivision. This lift station is a duplex submersible with two
working pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via a submersible sensor
before being pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line.
There is no fence at the lift station but there are locks and
hooks for fall protection with no netting. There is also no air
release on the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure
gauge, odor control system, or on-site generator. There is,
however, a portable generator connection with a manual
transfer switch.

During the site visit, it was observed that there is a pressure
gauge installed at the bypass, no check valve on the vault drain,
insulation has fallen off/deteriorated off the lid, there are hooks
for fall protection but no netting, and pump 2 is underperforming.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps were
tested for approximately 140 seconds each. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 62 and 31 gpm, respectively.

FM Church Camp Lift Station
Summary

f.

Pump Station

1723 W. Roseberry

Location Rd.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type subm':zrsible
Wet Well
Dimensions (LxWxD 5’ dia
/ Dia.), ft
Numb'er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 4.7
Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2), 62,31
gpm

!)ischarge Line Size, 2

in

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)

'(I'Yr?'r\;;fer Switch Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N, Y, N
.II-\;&:)rem Telemetry Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

Pressure gauge @
bypass, no check on
drain, insulation
deteriorated, no fall
protection, pump 2
underperforming
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P-16 RR VILLAGE (SPRING VALLEY)

The RR Village Lift Station, also known as Spring Valley, is
located in the eastern area on Spring Valley Rd., serving the
Railroad Village subdivision. This lift station is a duplex
submersible with two working pumps. Wastewater is
collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well. Level is
recorded via an ultrasonic sensor before being pumped and
discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or fall
protection at the lift station but locks were present. There is
also no air release on the discharge line, flow meter,
discharge pressure gauge, odor control system, on-site
generator, or portable generator connection.

During the site visit, it was observed that the vault drain was
plugged, 4x4 wood pipe support needs replacing, penetration
holes are not grouted, and the site is located in a driveway.

Pump Test Results:
A site visit was completed on July 23, 2021. No pump test was
performed.

RR Village Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

Location 13122 Cameron Dr.
. . Duplex,

Lift Station Type submersible

Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia

(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

Numb_er of Pumps 2 0f 2

(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS

Pump, hp 2.4

Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), gpm

No pump test

Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator (Y/N) N
Transfer Switch (Y/N) N
Portable Generator N
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) N
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

protection (Y/N) NN
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

Drain plugged, 4x4
wood pipe support,
holes not grouted,
located in driveway
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P-17 FIR GROVE

The Fir Grove Lift Station is located in the central eastern area
on Durham Ln., serving the Fir Grove and Boulder Creek
subdivisions. This lift station is a duplex submersible with two
working pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 8-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via a submersible sensor
before being pumped and discharged through a 6-inch line.
There is no fence or fall protection at the lift station but there
are locks. There is also no air release on the discharge line, flow
meter, discharge pressure gauge, or on-site generator. There
is, however, a portable generator connection with a manual
transfer switch and odor control system.

During the site visit, it was observed that penetrations are not
grouted, level read-out needs to be replaced, lots of debris in
the vault, and weeds on site.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was
tested for one minute and pump 2 was tested for two minutes.
Calculated pumping rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 401 and
213 gpm, respectively.

Fir Grove Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

Location Durham Ln.
. . Duplex,

Lift Station Type submersible

Wet Well Dimensions 8 dia

(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

Numb.er of Pumps 20f2

(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS

Pump, hp 3.8

Pump Test Results 401,213

(pump 1, pump 2), gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 6”

Air Release on N

Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible

Flow Meter (Y/N) N

On-Site Generator N

(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual

Portable Generator v

Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure N

Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) NY,N

Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer

Odor Control System Yes

Comments

Penetration not
grouted, replace
level read-out,
debris, weeds
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P-18 JACK’S LOOP

Jack’s Loop Lift Station
Summary

The Jack’s Loop Lift Station is located in the central eastern
area on Jack’s Loop, serving the Whistlers Cove, WW 6, 7,
and 8, and the Pointe at Goldenfork subdivisions. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via a submersible sensor before being
pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no
fence or fall protection at the lift station but there are locks.
There is also no air release on the discharge line, flow meter,
discharge pressure gauge, or on-site generator. There is,
however, a portable generator connection with a manual
transfer switch and odor control system.

During the site visit, it was observed that the level controller
needs to be replaced and the vault drain was plugged, causing
water and debris to build up.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was

tested for 75 seconds and pump 2 was tested for 117 seconds. | Pump Station

Calculated pumping rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 124 | Location 182 Jack’s Loop

and 82 gpm, respectively. Lift Station Type DupIe)f,

submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
:\‘I:Ix::::iirgc))f Pumps 2 0f2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 2.4
Pump Test Results
(pur:p 1, pump 2), gpm 124,82
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator (Y/N) N
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N,Y,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System Yes
Replace level

Comments

controllers, vault
drain plugged
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The Reserve Lift Station
Summary

P-19 THE RESERVE

The Reserve is the southernmost lift station, located on
Kantola Rd. and Lee Way, serving the Reserve at Lake
Cascade and Camarie Cove subdivisions. This lift station is a
duplex submersible with only one pump connected. There is
no conduit for the second pump to be put into service.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via a submersible sensor before being
pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no
fence or fall protection at the lift station but there are locks on
everything. There is also no air release on the discharge line,
flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, or on-site generator.
There is, however, a portable generator connection with a
manual transfer switch and odor control system.

During the site visit, it was observed that there is no penetration
grout, septic trucks sink in the sand due to the softness of the
site’s ground, there is no conduit for the second pump to be in
service, the pipeline material is PVC, the vault drain was
plugged, there was no inflow, sewage was leaking in the vault,
and the site floods each spring.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 23, 2021. Pump 1 is the
only pump in service and was tested for 175 seconds. The
calculated pumping rate for pump 1 was 75 gpm.

Location Kantola Rd.
. . Duplex,

Lift Station Type sumersibIe

Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia

(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

:\‘I:Ixcr:::ie:lrgt))f Pumps 10f2

Pump Manufacturer ABS

Pump, hp 2.4

Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2), gpm 72X

Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on N

Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible

Flow Meter (Y/N) N

On-Site Generator N

(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual

Portable Generator v

Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure N

Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N,Y,N

Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer

Odor Control System Yes

Comments

No penetration
grout, soft site,
septic trucks sink in
sand, no conduit
for second pump,
PVC line, vault
drain plugged, no
inflow, sewage
leaking in vault,
site floods
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P-20 HAWKS BAY

The Hawks Bay Lift Station is located in the northwestern area
by the intersection of Hawks Bay Rd. and Tamarack Falls Rd.,
serving the Hawks Bay subdivision. This lift station is a triplex
submersible with two out of three working pumps. Pump 2 was
not installed at the time of visit. It was noted that there is one
big pump (pump 1) sized incorrectly, and one jockey pump
(pump 3). Wastewater is collected in a circular 8-foot diameter
wet well. Level is recorded via a submersible sensor before
being pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is
no fence or fall protection at the lift station but there are locks.
There is also no air release on the discharge line, flow meter,
auto dialer or SCADA system (though there is a panel for
connection). There is, however, an on-site 60 kW generator for
standby power with an automatic transfer switch, a portable
generator connection, discharge pressure gauge, bypass pump
provisions, and a carbon odor control system.

During the site visit, it was observed that the floor drain was
plugged, air releases are needed, pipes and supports are
rusted, there is one big pump (pump 1) not sized correctly and
one jockey pump (pump 3), pump 2 was not installed, and the
electrical panel rocks back and forth and is sitting on a concrete
slab on the ground.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was
tested for 168 seconds. Pump 2 was not installed. Pump 3
(jockey pump) was tested for 125 seconds. Calculated pumping
rates for pump 1 and pump 3 were 67 and 90 gpm, respectively.

Pump Station

Hawks Bay Rd. &

Location Tamarack Falls Rd.
. . Triplex,

Lift Station Type submersible

Wet Well Dimensions 8’ dia

(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

Number of Pumps

(working) P 2of3

Pump Manufacturer ABS

Pump, hp 10.7, 6.2 (jockey)

Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2, 67, X, 90

jockey), gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 4"

Air Release on N

Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible

Flow Meter (Y/N) N

On-Site Generator v

(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Automatic

Portable Generator v

Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure v

Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N, Y, N

Alarm Telemetry Type None

Odor Control System Yes, carbon

Floor drain

Comments

plugged, need air
releases, rusty
pipes and
supports, incorrect
pump size, pump 2
not installed, panel
rocks
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P-21 MEADOWS (WEST MTN.)

The Meadows Lift Station, also known as West Mtn., is located
in the northcentral area on Norwood Rd., serving the Meadows
at West Mtn. subdivision. This lift station is a triplex submersible
with two out of three working pumps. Pumps 1 (installed 2019)
and 2 are ABS PIR-PE80 pumps, and pump 3 is a jockey pump
that was not working at the time of visit. Wastewater is collected
in a circular 8-foot diameter wet well. Level is recorded via a
submersible sensor before being pumped and discharged
through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or fall protection at the lift
station but there are locks. There is also no air release on the
discharge line, flow meter, or odor control system. There is,
however, an on-site 40 kW generator for standby power with an
automatic transfer switch, a portable generator connection,
discharge pressure gauge, and bypass pump provisions.

During the site visit, it was observed that there are no mixer rails,
two pumps are employed during runoff season, pump 1 was
installed in 2019, a bird’s nest and other debris were present, the
ceiling needs to be painted, control wires were exposed, larger
pressure gauges are needed, and the lift station is not owned by
North Lake.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was tested
for 60 seconds and pump 2 was tested for 45 seconds. Pump 3
(jockey pump) was not tested. Calculated pumping rates for
pump 1 and pump 2 were 200 and 263 gpm, respectively.

iy, e
]

Pump Station

1)

TR Tl
.
et

LE

13097 Norwood

Location Rd.

Lift Station Type Trip|e>f,
submersible

Wet Well Dimensions 3 dia

(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

Numb.er of Pumps 2 of3

(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS

Pump, hp 10.7, 4.7 (jockey)

Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2, 200, 263, X
jockey), gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 4"

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator v
(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Automatic
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure y
Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N, Y, N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

No mixer rails, 2
pumps during
runoff, has hose
bibb, ceiling needs
paint, control
wires exposed,
need larger
pressure gauges,
NLRSWD does not
own
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P-25 POISON CREEK

The Poison Creek Lift Station is located in the southwestern area
on W. Mountain Rd., serving the Tamarack Resort. This lift
station is a duplex submersible. Wastewater is collected in a
circular 12-foot diameter wet well. Level is recorded via a
submersible sensor before being pumped and discharged
through dual, parallel 4-inch and 10-inch lines. There is no fall
protection at the lift station but there are locks and a wooden
fence providing very low security. There are air releases on the
discharge lines, flow meter, and odor control system that is not
used. There is also an on-site 250 kW generator for standby
power with an automatic transfer switch, discharge pressure
gauge, and bypass pump provisions.

During the site visit, it was observed that the wood fence
provides low security, the generator building needs siding, the
submersible level sensor and transducer needs to be replaced,
the discharge pressure gauge may also need replacing, there
was buildup in the wet well, and overflow connects to a lined
pond.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. The flow meter
reported output for pump 1 and pump 2 to be 1,000 and 870 gpm,
respectively.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006

Poison Creek Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

Location

2035 W. Mountain

Rd.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type sumersibIe
Wet Well Dimensions 12’ dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
:\\I::::::i(:‘rgt):f Pumps 2 of 2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 70
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2, 1000, 870
jockey), gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on v
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) Y
On-Site Generator v

(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N)

Y, Automatic

Portable Generator

Connection (Y/N) N

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure y

Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) v, Y, N

Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer

Odor Control System Yes
Wood fence,

Comments

building needs
siding, transducer
needed, overflow
connects to lined
pond
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P-26 TAMARACK (UPPER, DISCOVERY DRIVE)

The Tamarack Lift Station, also known as Upper and
Discovery Drive, is located in the southwestern area on
Discovery Dr., serving the Tamarack Resort PH-1 Discovery
Estates. This lift station is a duplex submersible with two
working pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 5-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via an ultrasonic level
sensor before being pumped and discharged through a 4-
inch line. There is no fence or fall protection at the lift station
but there are locks. There is also no air release on the
discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, or on-
site generator. There is, however, a portable generator
connection with a manual transfer switch and charcoal bed
odor control system with a fan.

During the site visit, it was observed that pump 2 was
struggling and the power meter reads “error”.

Pump Test Results:

A site visit was completed on July 22, 2021. No pump test
was performed.

Tamarack Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

Location

620 Discovery Dr.

Lift Station Type

Duplex, submersible

Wet Well Dimensions

(LXWxD / Dia.), ft >’ dia
Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 4.7

Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), gpm

No pump test

Discharge Line Size, in 4"

Air Release on Discharge N
Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Ultrasonic
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator (Y/N) N
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)

e v
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System Yes

Comments

Pump 2 struggling,
power meter reads
“error”
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Steelhead Lift Station
Summary

P-27 STEELHEAD

The Steelhead Lift Station is located in the southwestern area
on Steelhead Ct., serving the Tamarack Resort PH-2
Clearwater and Staircase Chalets and Estates. This lift station
is a duplex submersible with two working pumps. Wastewater
is collected in a circular 5-foot diameter wet well. Level is
normally recorded via a submersible sensor before being
pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line, but the sensor
was not working properly at the time of visit. There is no
fence, fall protection, or locks, meaning there are no security
measures in place at the site. There is also no air release on
the discharge line, flow meter, discharge pressure gauge, or
on-site generator. There is, however, a portable generator
connection with a manual transfer switch and an Orenco
carbon odor control system.

During the site visit, it was observed that the submersible level
sensor was not working properly, there are infiltration and
inflow (I/1) issues, the valve vault was unable to be accessed,
wet well was not lined, there was no site water, and the site did
not appear to have seal offs to the pumps. In winter months,
access to the site is also limited.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was
tested for approximately 105 seconds and pump 2 was tested
for approximately one minute. Calculated pumping rates for
pump 1 and pump 2 were 92 and 163 gpm, respectively.

Pump Station

Location 28 Steelhead Ct.
Lift Station Type Duplex, submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 5 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 6.7
Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2), 92,163
gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator y
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) N/A
Discharge Pressure N
Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N,N,N
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System Yes

Comments

Level sensor not
working, I/l issues,
inaccessible valve
vault, not lined, no
site water, no pump
seal offs
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Buttercup Lift Station
Summary

P-35 BUTTERCUP

The Buttercup Lift Station is located in the southwestern area
on W. Mountain Rd., serving the Royal Scot #2, 5, and 6
subdivisions. This lift station is a duplex submersible with two
working pumps. Wastewater is collected in a circular 6-foot
diameter wet well. Level is recorded via a submersible
sensor before being pumped and discharged through a 4-
inch line. There is no fence, but locks and fall protection are
in place. There is also no air release on the discharge line,
flow meter, working discharge pressure gauge, odor control
system, or on-site generator. There is, however, a portable
generator connection with a manual transfer switch.

During the site visit, it was observed that the discharge
pressure gauge was not working, rodents inhabiting
infaround lift station, insulation was on the vault lid, and
infiltration and inflow (I/l) issues are present.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Both pumps
were tested for approximately one minute. Calculated
pumping rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were both 193 gpm.

Pump Station

Location 2160 W. Mountain Rd.
Lift Station Type Duplex, submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 6 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft

Numb.er of Pumps 2 0f2
(working)

Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 3.8
Pump Test Results

(pump 1, pump 2), 193,193
gpm

Discharge Line Size, in 4"

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure

Y (not working)

Gauge (Y/N)

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) N, Y, ¥
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No

Comments

Pressure gauge not
working, insulation on
vault lid, appears to be

I/1 flow, rodents
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P-36 LITTLE
Little Lift Station
The Little Lift Station is located in the southwestern area on W. Summary

Mountain Rd., serving the Royal Scot #1 subdivision. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 6-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via a submersible sensor before being
pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no
fence or locks, but fall protection is in place. There is also no air
release on the discharge line, flow meter, odor control system,
or on-site generator. There is, however, a portable generator
connection with a manual transfer switch and a discharge
pressure gauge.

During the site visit, it was observed that there is infiltration and

inflow (I/l) issues, the valve vault was flooded and valves were .
. . . 2212 W. Mountain
submerged and damaged, a fence is needed at the site, the wet | Location Rd.
well was lined, insulation was on the vault lid, and site _ _ Duplex
layout/access was poor. Lift Station Type submersii)l o
It was also noted that the controls should be checked. Both | Wet Well Dimensions 6 dia
pumps were on with the water level at 3.8 feet. (LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Number of Pumps 2 of 2
Pump Test Results: (working)
A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 was tested :::Z “::nUfaCturer A6B7s
for approximately one minute and pump 2 was tested for . .
approximately 72 seconds. Calculated pumping rates for pump 1 | PumP Test Results
. (pump 1, pump 2), 200, 171
and pump 2 were 200 and 171 gpm, respectively. gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4"
" - 3 Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure y
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N, N, Y
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System Yes
I/1, valve vault
flooded
Comments w/submerged
valves, no fence,
wet well lined,
poor access
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P-37 GRASMICK

The Grasmick Lift Station is located in the west central area on
W. Mountain Rd., serving the Royal Scot subdivision. This lift
station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 8-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via a submersible sensor before being
pumped and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence
or locks, but fall protection is in place. There is also no odor
control system, or on-site generator. There is, however, a
portable generator connection with a manual transfer switch, a
discharge pressure gauge, air release on the discharge line, and
a flow meter.

During the site visit, it was observed that the mixer does not
work, there is limited site parking, there is a rusted pipe, and the
air release drains into the vault and needs to be relocated.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. The flow meter
reported output for pump 1 and pump 2 to both be 135 gpm.
When both pumps were tested together, the flow meter reported
a combined flow of 263 gpm.

Grasmick Lift Station
Summary

Pump Station

'-‘-- r
= gl
e ' ——
e |
.

-a_.,-i_,,-

Location 2303 W. Mountain
Rd.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submirsible
Wet Well Dimensions 8’ dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
:\l‘::::iirgc))f Pumps 2 0f2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 16.8
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 135,135
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on y

Discharge Line (Y/N)

Level Control Type Submersible

Flow Meter (Y/N) Y

On-Site Generator N

(Y/N)

Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual

Portable Generator v

Connection (Y/N)

Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y

Discharge Pressure

Gauge (Y/N) Y

Fence, Lock, Fall

Protection (Y/N) NN Y

Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer

Odor Control System No
Mixer doesn’t
work, limited

Comments parking, pipe

rusted, air release

drains to vault
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P-38 SMILING JULIE

The Smiling Julie Lift Station is located in the northwestern area
on W. Mountain Rd., serving the Smiling Julie subdivision. This
lift station is a duplex submersible with two working pumps.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 8-foot diameter wet well.
Level is recorded via a submersible sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or locks,
but fall protection is in place. There is also no air release on the
discharge line, flow meter, odor control system, or on-site
generator. There is, however, a portable generator connection
with a manual transfer switch, and a discharge pressure gauge.

During the site visit, it was observed that the mixer does not work,
there was a buildup of solids in the wet well, and the discharge
lines needs an air release.

Pump Test Results:

A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 and pump
2 were both tested for approximately 100 seconds. Calculated
pumping rates for pump 1 and pump 2 were 119 and 114 gpm,
respectively.

Smiling Julie Lift Station

[
¥
]
1
|

Summary
L

Pump Station
Location 2455 W. Mountain
Rd.

. . Duplex,
Lift Station Type submirsible
Wet Well Dimensions 3’ dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
:\‘l:lxg:ll();rgt)af Pumps 2 0f 2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 13.4
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), 119, 114
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”

Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Submersible,
Level Control Type backup floats
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure v
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) NN Y
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
Mixer not
Comments wor!<ing, builds .up
solids, needs air
release
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P-40 WESTWOODS
Westwoods Lift Station
The Westwoods Lift Station is located in the northwestern area Summary

on Westwood Dr., serving the Westwood #1 and 2 subdivisions.
This lift station is a duplex submersible. Pump 1 is on order.
Wastewater is collected in a circular 6-foot diameter wet well. The
level is recorded via a submersible sensor before being pumped
and discharged through a 4-inch line. There is no fence or locks,
but fall protection is in place. There is also no air release on the
discharge line, flow meter, odor control system, or on-site
generator. There is, however, a portable generator connection

with a manual transfer switch, and a discharge pressure gauge.
During the site visit, it was observed that there was solids buildup
in the wet well and the pressure gauge range is too large. i
. Pump Station
Pump Test Results: . 2502 Westwood
A pump test was completed on July 22, 2021. Pump 1 is on order. Dr.
Pump 2 was tested for approximately 90 seconds. The calculated | i station Type Duplex,
pumping rate for pump 2 was 70 gpm. submersible
Wet Well Dimensions 6 dia
(LxWxD / Dia.), ft
Number of Pumps
(working) P 20f2
Pump Manufacturer ABS
Pump, hp 6.7
Pump Test Results
(pump 1, pump 2), X, 70
gpm
Discharge Line Size, in 4”
Air Release on N
Discharge Line (Y/N)
Level Control Type Submersible
Flow Meter (Y/N) N
On-Site Generator N
(Y/N)
Transfer Switch (Y/N) Y, Manual
Portable Generator v
Connection (Y/N)
Bypass Piping (Y/N) Y
Discharge Pressure v
Gauge (Y/N)
Fence, Lock, Fall
Protection (Y/N) N, N, Y
Alarm Telemetry Type Auto Dialer
Odor Control System No
Solids buildup,
pump 1 on order,
lined wet well, no
Comments
fence, no locks,
pressure gauge
range too large
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2.4.1. Pipeline Age

The NLRSWD GIS database included pipeline installation date. According to this data, the system
has pipes that were installed as early as 1997. The GIS installation data appears to have been
updated as the NLRSWD performed replacement and rehabilitation efforts. A breakdown of the
pipeline age by installation year is shown in TABLE 2-2 in Appendix B shows the locations of
pipelines by age.

TABLE 2-2: PIPELINE AGE

YearInstalled  Age'(years)  Length (ft) % of Total

1997 26 133,128 44.6%
1998 25 21,087 7.1%
1999 24 18,123 6.1%
2004 19 8,290 2.8%
2006 17 17,819 6.0%
2007 16 4,981 1.7%
2008 15 8,859 3.0%
2009 14 3,864 1.3%
Unknown - 82,657 27.7%
Total = 298,808 100.0%
1) Pipeline age calculated from year of Master Plan Update, 2023

Typically, sanitary sewer pipelines have an expected service life of 50 to 80 years. The longer a pipe
remains in the ground, the more likely the pipe is to experience cracks, root intrusion, breaks, and
such defects that increase I/l into the system. As such, the oldest pipelines as well as known
problematic areas should be the highest priority to CCTV inspect. Around 28% of pipeline age is
unknown. It is recommended that the unknown age of pipelines attempt to be assessed through
other records, such as building permits, plat approvals, etc. Pipelines of unknown installation date
represent an unknown risk to the system and have the potential to be past their service life.

2.4.2. Pipeline Material

The GIS database includes pipeline material data. Pipeline material within the NLRSWD consists of
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) and ductile iron pipe (DIP). Around 27% of pipeline material is unknown. It
is recommended the District continue to update their GIS database as they perform pipeline repair
and rehabilitation efforts, as well as CCTV inspection TABLE 2-3 provides a full breakdown of
pipelines by diameter and material. Figure 2-2 in Appendix B shows the locations of pipelines by
material.

TABLE 2-3: PIPELINE SIZE AND MATERIAL (ALL LENGTHS IN FEET)

PVC DIP Unknown Total % of Total

2" 706 0 0 706 0.2%

4" 16,016 9,310 0 25,326 8.5%
8" 177,919 0 2,700 180,619 | 60.4%

10" 12,300 0 0 12,300 4.1%
Unknown 0 0 79,857 | 79,857 26.7%
Total 206,941 | 9,310 82,557 | 298,808 | 100.0%

% of Total 69.3% 3.1% 27.6% | 100.0%
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CHAPTER 3 - COLLECTION SYSTEM PERFORMANCE

The section below summarizes the wastewater collection system model development process and existing
20-year, and buildout collection system analysis. It outlines the model construction and model calibration
process, and documents existing hydraulic deficiencies. Improvements to address these deficiencies are
presented in Chapter 7.

3.1. MODEL CONSTRUCTION

InNfoSWMM Suite v14.7 was selected as the modeling software for this project. InfoSWMM is a fully dynamic
model that operates in conjunction with Esri ArcGIS and allows for evaluation of complex hydraulic flow
patterns.

As part of this study, Keller Associates surveyed 1,049 manholes rim elevations and 19 lift stations within
the District’s collection system. The survey was performed using the NAD83 vertical datum. These survey
points were brought into GIS and were used for rim elevations in model construction. In addition, the District
provided Keller with record drawings of their infrastructure to inform pipe and manhole inverts. In areas
where the provided record drawings used a different datum than the survey, the surveyed rims were used
and inverts adjusted to reflect record drawing manhole depths. The entire system was modeled, with the
exception of some small lift stations and pipelines and the pipelines upstream of the Poison Creek lift
station, which were excluded from the scope of this study. Modeled pipelines are shown in Figure 3-1 in
Appendix B.

After all manholes and pipelines were created and elevation data populated in the model, several queries
were conducted to reveal data anomalies. The data anomalies discovered included pipelines with reverse
slopes or adverse grades, unusual changes in pipe size, and uncommon configurations in the pipe network.
Anomalies that were discovered were compared to record drawings, discussed with District personnel
where appropriate, and the appropriate changes were made to the model. It should be noted that the minor
RR Village, Discovery Drive, and City Field lift stations were not included in the construction of the model.
Additionally, it was assumed that the dual forcemains that pump from the Poison Creek lift station to the
WWTP have regular interties and each station that feeds into this shared forcemain has the ability to pump
to both lines.

The District provided Keller with the total number of EDUs the sewer system currently serves, and the
number of EDUs the District has committed to serve in planned developments. The District maintains a
map of existing and planned developments, which was used to locate each of the developments.

Model loads refer to the wastewater flows that enter the sewer collection system. These loads are
comprised of wastewater collected from individual services (base flows), plus groundwater infiltration and
stormwater inflows (/). As part of the planning criteria established in Chapter 1 of this report, average and
maximum day loading was established per capita, which was used to create a loading per EDU. This
information along with subdivisions lot information was used to distribute loading within the District. The
loads for each subdivision were distributed evenly across the subdivisions’ manholes. The preliminary max
day loading was applied to the model to create an existing max day scenario, and were subsequently
adjusted during calibration.

It is important to note that one of the basic assumptions of the hydraulic model is that all pipelines are free
from physical obstructions such as roots and accumulated debris. Such maintenance issues, which
certainly exist, must be discovered and addressed through consistent maintenance efforts. The modeled
capacities discussed in this chapter represent the capacity assuming the sewer lines are well maintained
and free of obstructions.
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3.2. MODEL CALIBRATION

The scope of this planning effort did not include supplemental flow monitoring. Additionally, because the
District’'s wastewater treatment plant is served by lift stations and does not maintain hourly influent flow, a
unique 24-hour flow pattern (diurnal curve) was not available for the District, so Keller Associates utilized
flow monitoring performed for another client to establish a typical diurnal curve. The utilized curve is shown
below in Figure 3-1. There were several reasons this curve was utilized:

» Taken from an Idaho community, with focus on residential uses, which reflects a similar makeup of
the majority of the District’s users.

» The pattern used reflects a similar pattern to what is presented as standard curves in written
textbooks (Metcalf & Eddy, 4th Ed., Ch. 3).

» The peaking factor is 1.6, which is slightly more conservative than the assumed planning criteria
peak of 1.5.

FIGURE 3-1: MODELED DIURNAL CURVE

184 Time (hour)

Factor

6 7 & 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

After developing the curve, it was applied to all loads within the District to simulate daily flows, and the 24-
hour model was run.

The District primarily utilizes lift stations to convey wastewater throughout the system. In order to calibrate
the model, Keller Associates analyzed available pump runtime data starting in 2019. The period in April of
2019, where the system experienced flows around 1.72 MGD, produced the largest pump runtimes within
the period examined. The runtimes of the model were compared to observed runtimes for this peak period,
the results of which are shown in in Table 3-1 below. Through an iterative process, the loads upstream of
each lift station were globally multiplied by factors until the runtimes of the model were generally within 15%
of the observed peak runtimes. The cumulative factor applied to the loads upstream of each lift station are
also shown in Table 3-1
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TABLE 3-1: RUNTIME COMPARISON AND CALIBRATION FACTORS APPLIED

Observed
Combined
Pumps Max
Day (minutes)

Initial Model Net Factor Calibrated Model
Runtime Applied to Runtime

(minutes) Upstream Basin (minutes)

P-1 Hillhouse
P-2 Ponderosa
P-3 - Margot
P-4 Big Smoky
P-5 Rex / Morning
P-6 WW Lake X-ing
P-7 Day / Wagon
P-8 Pebble Beach
P-9 Camas
P-10 Mtn Shadows
P-11 Arrowhead
P-12 DS Lake X-sing
P-13 Lake Forest
P-14 Mtn Meadows
P-15 FM Church Camp
P-17 Fir Grove
P-18 Jacks Loop
P-19 The Reserve
P-20 Hawks Bay
P-21 Meadows / West Mountain
P-25 Poison Creek
P-35 Buttercup
P-36 Little Lane
P-37 Grasmick
P-38 Smiling Julie
P-40 Westwoods

As shown, P-4 Big Smoky, P-6 WW Lake X-ing, P-10 Mountain Shadows, and P-19 The Reserve all exceed
15% difference in runtime. P-4, P-7, and P-10 are all lift stations that are influenced by multiple lift stations
upstream of their respective basins. After applying significant factors to decrease the flow in each basin
(>70% reduction), it was determined that altering the factors directly upstream of the lift station would not
produce enough reduction to match the observed runtimes. As such, for these portions of the system, the
model is considered to be conservative capturing observed worse case conditions experienced from
upstream basins. To increase model accuracy, additional SCADA data and flow monitoring is
recommended.

The total model output was then compared to the planning criteria for max day loading. The model produces
1.80 MGD, compared to the planning criteria target max day flow of 1.91 MGD. It should be noted that flows
produced by the City of Donnelly were not included in the model, which accounts for approximately 0.15
MGD of flow. Because the planning criteria included flow from Donnelly, the model is slightly conservative,
and considered calibrated for max day.
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3.3. COLLECTION SYSTEM EVALUATION CRITERIA
Keller Associates used the following planning criteria to evaluate the existing collection system:

» Depth over diameter (d/D): For gravity pipelines within the system, a good indicator of pipeline
capacity is the maximum flow depth as it relates to the pipeline, or depth over diameter (d/D). For
interceptor pipelines, if the d/D of a pipeline exceeds 0.75 during peak hour flow conditions, a pipe
upsize project should be considered.

» Surcharging: Surcharging refers to when the water level in a manhole rises above the top invert of
the ingoing or outgoing pipe. If surcharging is occurring, it is usually indicative of insufficient pipe
capacity downstream. As a rule of thumb, no surcharging should be occurring in gravity sewer
pipelines.

» Lift station firm capacity: Firm capacity refers to a lift station’s pumping capacity with its largest
pump offline. The lift station firm capacity should be capable of handling peak hour flows into the
lift station. This ensures that the lift station has redundancy and can handle peak flows in the event
of a pump failure. In duplex systems, a station exceeds its firm capacity if both pumps must run to
convey flows into the lift station. The same applies to a triplex lift station if all three of its pumps are
required to run.

» Maximum velocities in forcemains: In forcemains, it is important to keep velocities less than 10 fps.
Exceeding this velocity means that headlosses can become very large, reducing the efficiency and
capacity of the pump station. Additionally, high velocities can cause water hammering when valves
open or close, which can cause damage to infrastructure. A high forcemain velocity is generally
indicative of an undersized forcemain or an oversized pump. For longer forcemains, maximum
velocities of 5 to 7 fps may be preferred to minimize headloss and long-term pumping costs.

3.4. CURRENT CAPACITY LIMITATIONS

The model was used to assess the effects of the existing and future max day flows on the existing system.
Figure 3-2 in Appendix B illustrates the potential surcharging sites and gravity pipe capacity limitations
identified by the model analysis during the existing system peak hour flow model scenario. The figure is
color-coded to show a gradation of pipes based on utilized capacity, represented by depth of flow over
diameter of the pipe (d/D) (e.g., red = flowing at >100% capacity, orange = flowing at 85-99% of d/D, yellow
= flowing at 75-84% d/D, etc.). When assessing pipeline capacity, a pipe was assumed to be undersized
when the d/D exceeded 0.75. The pipelines and manholes shown in red experience surcharging and
represent the greatest risk for backing up services and possible overflow sites. Because undersized pump
stations can create “upstream” surcharging and mask “downstream” concerns, the model was exercised
using “ldeal” pumps (where all flow in is pumped out at the same rate), so the capacity of the gravity
pipelines could be assessed absent of bottlenecks caused by undersized lift stations.

As shown in Figure 3-2, the system experiences surcharging in the 10-inch trunkline upstream of P-4 Big
Smoky lift station. Additionally, small portions of the 10-inch trunkline upstream of P-6 WW Lake Crossing
and P-7 Day/Wagon experience a d/D ratio of greater than 0.75, without surcharging the pipe. Surcharging
in the system can lead to buildup of solids within laterals and increased risk of flooding and public health
concerns. It should be noted that flows in these areas were considered to be conservative (i.e. higher than
observed conditions) during model calibration efforts, suggesting that there still may be some additional
capacity. Keller Associates recommends that additional flow monitoring be completed in these areas of
concern to better assess remaining capacity and timing of future improvements. However, as shown in the
future system evaluations, the existing system bottlenecks only become increasingly at risk with higher
“upstream” flows coming from new developments. Alternatives to address this deficiency is presented in
Chapter 7.

The remainder of the gravity lines appear to have enough capacity to handle existing flows.
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Additionally, the pump stations and forcemains were checked for capacity issues. First, the pump stations’
firm capacities were checked versus their peak modeled inflows to assess the stations’ ability to convey
flow. Second, the pressure mains’ peak velocities were checked to assess if they were adequately sized
for the stations’ flows. The pump station capacity analysis can be found in Table 3-2, and the forcemain
velocity analysis can be found in Table 3-3, both of which are included at the end of the chapter and include
analysis of the two additional scenarios presented in Sections 3.5 and 3.6.

As shown in Table 3-1, several of the pump stations experience peak inflows higher than their respective
firm capacities. These include P-6 Lake Crossing, P-7 Day/Wagon, P-10 Mountain Shadows, P-14
Mountain Meadows, and P-15 Church Camp. As such, these pumps are considered undersized to handle
existing day flows. It is recommended that the District continue to monitor runtimes and perform flow
monitoring to determine the need for short-term upgrades at these stations. SCADA trending of pump on/off
status will be particularly important in confirming if all the lift station pumps are being called on at any given
time.

For the forcemain analysis, it should be noted that the Poison Creek forcemain, which starts and the
Tamarack Ski Resort and pumps through dual 10-inch forcemains, has many other lift stations flowing into
it. As such, the velocity in Table 3-3 for the Poison Creek lift station is representative of its entire length of
the forcemain, while the individual station numbers that pump into the shared forcemain with Poison Creek
only represent their individual tributary forcemains prior to tying into the dual forcemains. Additionally, all
modeling efforts assumed that both 10-inch forcemains were operable and had regular interties. The results
presented in Table 3-2 represent the model output at each station. In the event that the lift station pumps
were not capable of pumping the peak influent flow rate, the table represents maximum velocities within
the forcemain assuming the peak inflow at the station was pumped through the station.

As shown in Table 3-3, none of the forcemains exceed a velocity of 10 feet per second, indicating adequate
sizing for their pumps. The Poison Creek forcemain produces velocities in excess of 6 fps after it interties
with the Big Smoky forcemain, but is considered acceptable for existing conditions.

3.5. COMMITTED DEVELOPMENT CAPACITY LIMITATIONS

The District provided Keller Associates with a list of developments throughout the study area where the
District had annexed in developments and committed to provide service. Using this information and the
planning criteria, Keller developed loads for the undeveloped portions of these developments and
incorporated them into the model. It should be noted that the number of EDUs the District has committed
to serving exceed the planning criteria for 20-year growth; the committed plus existing EDUs equal 7,211
EDUs (or 20,075 people) and the planning criteria lists 5,122 EDUs (or 14,238 people) as the 20-year
projection. However, given the existing commitments, Keller Associates recommended completing this
analysis in addition to the build-out analysis. Figure 3-3 in Appendix B shows the locations of the EDUs the
District has committed to service. It should be noted that this figure does not depict the additional buildout
of EDUs the District is committed to serve in existing subdivisions.

The capacity of the gravity pipelines in the system is shown in Figure 3-4 in Appendix B. The issues
displayed in the existing system are exacerbated in the committed model, with the trunklines upstream of
P-6 WW Lake Crossing, and P-7 Day/Wagon now surcharging. Alternatives to address these deficiencies
are presented in Chapter 7 of this report.

Additionally, a review of the lift station shows that ten additional stations have incoming peak flows higher
than their firm capacities. These include P-2 Ponderosa, P-4 Big Smoky, P-5 Rex/Morning, P-11
Arrowhead, P-12 DS Lake Crossing, P-17 Fir Grove, P-18 Jacks Loop, P-20 Hawks Bay, P-25 Poison
Creek, and P-38 Smiling Julie. Upgrades to each of these stations and those identified in the existing system
evaluation are recommended prior to buildout of their respective committed upstream developments.
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For all lift stations, when the time comes to replace these pumps, it is recommended that the pumps installed
be capable of a larger capacity so anticipated future flows do not exceed firm capacity. Keller further
recommends that the SCADA system be upgraded to monitor and report lift station runtimes and flow data
where available. Once lift station pump runtimes exceed approximately 10 hours per day (on max day),
additional evaluation/monitoring may be warranted.

As shown in Table 3-3, the Poison Creek forcemain experiences velocities of greater than 10 fps, and thus
is considered undersized downstream of the Big Smoky forcemain intersection. All other lengths prior to
the intersection do not have velocities above 9 fps. Undersized forcemains can lead to an excess of head
and power usage for the system’s lift stations. Alternatives to address forcemain deficiencies are presented
in Chapter 7.

3.6. BUILDOUT(50-YEAR) DEVELOPMENT CAPACITY LIMITATIONS

Keller Associates utilized the planning criteria and growth projections to calculate loads for the 50-year
planning horizon (growth projection of 38,821 people to be serviced by the District). The incremental
additional loads from the “committed” scenario to build-out was split into 4 areas, which are depicted in
Figure 3-5 in Appendix B. Due to the topology of the District, some areas within the study area cannot be
serviced by smaller gravity pipelines, and were assumed to be serviced by lift stations, which is also
displayed in the figure.

The gravity system was analyzed, and the results are displayed in Figure 3-6 in Appendix B. As shown, the
same problem pipeline displayed in committed scenario analysis has its issues exacerbated in the future
system analysis. Additionally, the trunkline upstream of the Mountain Meadows station is considered
undersized to handle buildout flows. Downstream trunklines that are undersized result in surcharging of
many laterals that feed the trunklines.

Table 3-2 displays that two additional lift stations, P-19 The Reserve and P-13 Lake Forest, are also under
capacity at buildout if buildout flows occur upstream of the lift stations. The capacity issues with the
remainder of the lift stations experienced under the committed EDU peak inflow scenario are exacerbated
at buildout peak inflow. Table 3-3 shows that the Poison Creek forcemain velocities increase and the pipe
is undersized for buildout. Additionally, the P-14 Mountain Meadows lift station forcemain is undersized for
buildout flows, as its velocity exceeds 10 fps. Velocities in the P-4 Big Smoky, P-6 Lake Crossing, and P-9
Camas forcemains exceed 8 fps, and should be monitored for increasing velocities as the system continues
to build-out.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 60



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY k

TABLE 3-2: LIFT STATION CAPACITY ANALYSIS

Firm Capacity Existing System Peak Committed Peak Inflow  Buildout Peak

Lift Station (gpm) Inflow (gpm) (gpm) Inflow (gpm)
P-1 Hillhouse 167 80 135 135
P-2 Ponderosa 222 170 365 540
P-3 - Margot 148 5 15 75
P-4 Big Smokey 658 520 1,100 1,490
P-5 Rex / Morning 36 15 90 90
P-6 WW Lake X-ing 399 475 920 1,300
P-7 Day / Wagon 219 290 560 860
P-8 Pebble Beach 176 20 30 30
P-9 Camas 239 40 70 70
P-10 Mtn Shadows 67 85 155 285
P-11 Arrowhead 115 75 115 180
P-12 DS Lake X-sing 186 100 195 390
P-13 Lake Forest 81 25 55 115
P-14 Mtn Meadows 69 100 330 500
P-15 FM Church Camp 31 35 215 275
P-17 Fir Grove 213 165 300 390
P-18 Jacks Loop 82 65 90 90
P-19 The Reserve 75 10 20 85
P-20 Hawks Bay* 130 75 240 300
P-21 Meadows / West Mountain 200 125 165 165
P-25 Poison Creek* 1,740 940 2,570 2,570
P-35 Buttercup 193 10 55 55
P-36 Little Lane 171 20 70 70
P-37 Grasmick 135 60 90 90
P-38 Smiling Julie 114 25 140 140
P-40 Westwoods 70 10 40 40

*Lift station is a triplex system. Firm capacity represents two pumps operating.
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TABLE 3-3: FORCEMAIN CAPACITY ANALYSIS

Existing System  Committed Peak Buildout Peak

Lift Station : ' :
Peak Velocity (fps) Velocity (fps) Velocity (fps)
P-1 Hillhouse 3.3 3.5 3.5
P-2 Ponderosa 6.6 6.6 6.6
P-3 - Margot 4.1 4.1 4.1
P-4 Big Smokey 5.8 7.0 9.5
P-5 Rex / Morning 2.1 2.3 2.3
P-6 WW Lake X-ing 3.7 5.9 8.3
P-7 Day / Wagon 3.0 4.5 6.3
P-8 Pebble Beach 4.2 4.2 4.2
P-9 Camas 8.5 8.4 8.2
P-10 Mtn Shadows 3.7 4.1 7.3
P-11 Arrowhead 3.3 3.7 5.4
P-12 DS Lake X-sing 3.6 4.3 5.7
P-13 Lake Forest 3.1 3.1 3.2
P-14 Mtn Meadows 3.0 8.4 11.7
P-15 FM Church Camp 3.6 5.5 6.9
P-17 Fir Grove 5.1 5.1 5.6
P-18 Jacks Loop 3.5 3.5 3.5
P-19 The Reserve 2.6 2.6 2.6
P-20 Hawks Bay 3.4 5.8 5.6
P-21 Meadows / West Mountain 3.2 4.2 4.2
P-25 Poison Creek 6.5 13.5 14.5
P-35 Buttercup 1.0 3.2 2.9
P-36 Little Lane 0.3 1.1 1.0
P-37 Grasmick 0.6 1.2 1.1
P-38 Smiling Julie 0.6 3.6 3.6
P-40 Westwoods 3.3 3.1 3.1
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CHAPTER 4 - TREATMENT SYSTEM CONDITIONS

4.1. TREATMENT SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

The NLRSWD WWTP consists of two wastewater treatment systems: the lagoon system and the MBR
system. The lagoon system includes two aerated treatments and one polishing treatment lagoons, two
storage lagoons, and gas chlorination. The MBR treatment system includes headworks with influent
screens and an MBR building housing the biological process basins and membrane treatment process.
Biosolids from the MBR facility are pumped to the lagoon system for treatment and storage. Septage is also
received and pumped to the lagoons. An aerial view of the WWTP is shown in figure 4-1.

FIGURE 4-1: WWTP AERIAL VIEW
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A flow diagram for the MBR treatment system is shown in figure 4-2. Influent flow is screened in the
headworks, and then flows to the MBR Building. The MBR treatment system includes a series of anaerobic,
anoxic, and aerobic tanks followed by the membrane tanks. If the effluent is to be pumped to the RI basins,
aluminum sulfate (alum) can be added upstream of the membrane tanks for additional phosphorus removal.
Effluent (permeate) pumped from the membranes can be disinfected in an enclosed ultraviolet (UV)
disinfection system or can go into Lagoon 5 and be disinfected with chlorine prior to being land applied.
The alum dosing system and the UV disinfection system are not frequently used.

FIGURE 4-2: MBR WWTP PROCESS FLOW SCHEMATIC

TOCELL 1IN
LAGOOMN SYSTEM

O oo
J M TREATMENT
TR e
Eypam) JH ] ]
TRAMSFER PUMP FROM _ gy
WINT T —
INTER STORAGE | WASHER
WEST SIDE LIFT STATIONS =FT} COMPACTOR
EAST SIDE LIFT STATIONS —fT %
DAVSTAR LIFT STATIONS — &' — s STl
[FUTURE) - i HYDIROXIDE ——
o ._i':gnm AT ANOXIG |, AEROSKC | AERCEIC WASISCUM
WASHERY "N:‘.i:gmc TANK R:;m TANK O PUMPS
COMPACTOR c Dy O | |RAS PUMPS
%_\ = B8 WEROHIC Euey
ANOXIG e TANK e FLOW
Lo Al 35l
""‘;‘Emﬁa'c THNE Bk aeroere| O weTER
H_r b = U TANK
E L
FROM LAGOOMNS WOTORIZED T LANDFILL) by o — ELECTRICAL
1,3,084 PLUG B s I— S PERMEATE @ PAMELS TG FUTURE
VALVE L [ [=|fs & soLlps
FLOW = HANDLING
METER ) <]
[ TT—r—71 [|= & | cHEmca
L o STORAGE
e = 5:. PUNFS
MEMBRANE TANKS ] I_l WINTER
Ll STORNGE
BACKPULSE WETER J_DOND
TAME
ALLIM | = E

DRAINS FLOW é RIBASING

FROM PLANT METER

CIFRIC SOMUM

ACID HYPOCHLORITE
FROM 17 —|

DONNELLY #F —

DRONINELLY
LIFT STATION
{10 SITE)

EFFLUENT
LIFT STATION

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 64



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY k

4.2. WWTP CONDITIONS
4.2.1. Headworks

The headworks include influent flow monitoring, screening, influent sampling, and a splitter box.
There is a flowmeter on each of the influent lines entering the Headworks Building. In addition, a
flowmeter manhole west of the Headworks Building contains a magnetic flowmeter that continuously
monitors the total screened flow routed to the MBR Building. The flow rate measured in this manhole
is used to control the recycle rate within the MBR system, the permeate pumps, and the alum dosing
pumps (when used). Continued maintenance of the flow meter is required to keep the meter
calibrated. The vault that holds the flow meter can sometimes be full of water which needs to be
removed.

Fine screening is required to protect the membranes in the MBR treatment. The original two screens
experienced corrosion and frequently broke down. Two new 1-millimeter (mm) drum screens were
installed this year and are shown in figure 4-3. One of the original screens was removed to make
room for the new screens. The other original screen remains in place for redundancy. The original
screens had a separate screening washer/compactor. In the new screens, the washing/compaction
takes place within the screen unit. The washed and dewatered screenings are placed into a bagging
system for disposal.

FIGURE 4-3: HEADWORKS DRUM SCREENS

Following the screens, the wastewater is piped to the splitter box. The splitter box provides flow
splitting to the current and future MBR trains. An automatic refrigerated sampler located in the
electrical room collects samples of influent wastewater from the splitter box. The headworks building
has experienced extreme corrosion. Improvements to the HVAC system in the headworks would
help ensure the equipment continues to last.
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4.2.2. Septage Receiving

A septage receiving station is located near the lagoons, shown in figure 4-4. The station was installed
in 2021 and the septage that exits the station is sent to Lagoon Cell 1. Since the station was installed
approximately 1 million gallons (MG) of septage has received treatment at the plant.

FIGURE 4-4: SEPTAGE RECEIVING STATION

4.2.3. MBR Treatment

The MBR treatment process consists of a mixed liquor suspended growth biological reactor
integrated with an ultrafiltration membrane system. The membranes are submerged in direct contact
with the mixed liquor. Permeate pumps pull treated water through the membranes, and the solids
remain in the MBR basins. In addition to housing the membrane tanks, the MBR Building houses
process and membrane blowers, permeate pumps, UV disinfection equipment, effluent pumps,
chemical dosing systems for phosphorus removal and membrane cleaning, return active sludge
(RAS) pumps, waste activated sludge (WAS) pumps, scum pumps, and electrical power and control
systems. figure 4-5 shows the inside of the MBR building, overlooking the process basins.
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FIGURE 4-5: MBR TREATMENT BUILDING

The MBR treatment process consists of two treatment trains, each with an anaerobic tank, anoxic
tank, and two aerobic tanks in series. The anaerobic and anoxic tanks serve as bioselectors to
promote growth of specific types of microorganisms. Both the anaerobic and anoxic process tanks
are equipped with submersible mixers for mixing the tank contents. Each mixer has an access port
for removal of the mixer for maintenance, using a portable jib hoist crane. The bioselectors and
aeration basins in each treatment train are instrumental in achieving the treatment goals. Mixed
liquor is pumped to the membrane tanks by the RAS pumps and then sent back to the anaerobic
tanks by gravity to keep the mixed liquor in the system.

A slide gate between the first aeration tank in each train allows for a hydraulic connection between
the two trains to equalize the water depths in the two trains if both trains are used. This gate should
be exercised to ensure the gate seals when needed. Each aerobic tank is equipped with a fine
bubble diffuser system, which introduces compressed air from the process blowers into the bottom
of the aeration basins. The purpose of the diffusers is to provide both mixing and oxygen transfer
for aerobic treatment. The diffusers have not been inspected recently, which should occur annually.

Three positive displacement process blowers are utilized in a two duty and one standby
configuration. The blowers are rated at a maximum output of 800 standard cubic feet per minute
(SCFM) at 10.0 pounds per square inch gauge (psig). The blowers are each equipped with 100
horsepower (HP) motors. All blowers are housed in acoustic enclosures. Variable frequency drives
(VFDs) are used to control airflow from the blowers by modulating the operating speed of the blower.
The VFDs are controlled by a programmable logic controller (PLC-1). The PLC is also programmed
to monitor the dissolved oxygen (DO) concentrations in the aerobic tanks and to adjust the blower
speed to maintain a set point DO in the tanks. There is currently a resonance issue with one of the
blowers when the blower is operating at low (~59-65%) and high (~97%) rates. Additional
investigation of this issue was outside of the scope of the planning study. The simplest solution may
be to program this blower to avoid operating at these speeds. The blowers will be nearing their
expected life span during the 20-year period, and different blowers may save electricity.

Each train is equipped with two RAS pumps to lift flow up into the membrane tank distribution
channel. The pumps are rail-mounted submersible pumps with VFDs to control the pump flow. Each
pump is designed to deliver up to approximately 1,700 gpm. The membrane distribution channel
splits the flow to the MBR basins that contain the membranes.
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The membranes are submerged in the MBR basins, in direct contact with the mixed liquor. The
membrane system is the Zenon ZeeWeed® system, which has cartridges consisting of a polymer
membrane cast on the outside surface of a porous support fiber (average porosity 0.04 microns).
Zenon is currently owned by Veolia. Hundreds of these hollow fibers are contained within bundles
called a module. Modules are grouped together within cassettes. There are eight cassettes with
room for four additional cassettes. All but two of the membrane cassettes have been replaced once.
figure 4-6 shows a permeate pump and lines from the MBR basins.

FIGURE 4-6: MBR PERMEATE PUMP

The membrane modules in each basin are connected by a permeate header to a permeate pump
for that individual basin. The permeate pump applies a vacuum to the membrane modules, which
causes the treated water to pass through the wall of the hollow fiber membrane into the header at
the top of the cassette to be pumped out by the permeate pump. Solids are retained at the surface
of the membrane fibers. To enhance sloughing of the solids from the surface of the fibers, an air
diffuser located at the base of each membrane module continually agitates the membranes. The
membranes are able to move slightly when aerated to enhance the solids removal. Additional
cleaning is achieved by regular backpulses, which consists of pumping collected permeate in the
reverse direction, from the inside of the hollow fibers to the outside. The manufacturer recommends
pulling the cassettes once a year to determine if aeration is sufficient to avoid sludging. A cassette
was pulled in October 2022 for inspection and the cassette was quite clean, indicating that the
aeration has been sufficient.

In addition to air scouring and backpulsing, the membranes can also be chemically cleaned through
maintenance and recovery cleaning. The membrane modules are typically cleaned in place, one
tank at a time. The cleaning chemicals typically used are sodium hypochlorite (for removal of organic
foulants), and citric acid (for removal of inorganic contaminants). Maintenance cleaning is
automatically initiated by the MBR control system at an operator-set frequency. Recovery cleaning
is also performed periodically which is a deeper chemical cleaning.
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FIGURE 4-7: MBR BLOWERS

Air from the membrane blowers is piped to diffusers beneath the membranes in the MBR basins to
scour the membranes and provide oxygen for the biological process. There are three air scour
blowers, two duty and one standby. The blowers are shown in figure 4-7. Except during chemical
cleaning and relax modes, one membrane blower operates at all times. The membrane blowers are
positive displacement blowers rated at a maximum output of 1,450 SCFM at 5.1 psig. The blowers
are each equipped with 75 HP motors.

Permeate pumps provide suction on the membrane cartridges to create trans-membrane pressure
(TMP) that removes the water from the mixed liquor. The flux (filter flowrate per square foot of
membrane area) is regulated using VFDs on the permeate pumps. Four rotary lobe pumps serve as
the permeate pumps. One pump pulls permeate from the cassettes in each basin. Permeate from
the four permeate pumps is combined in a header that transports the flow to the backpulse tank,
which is maintained to provide sufficient clean water for the backpulse and recovery cleanings. The
recovery cleanings can run into problems if the backpulse tank level is too low. Veolia recommends
observing the water level in the backpulse tank and supplementing it if necessary to ensure the
recovery clean has sufficient water. Permeate flow is measured by a magnetic flowmeter in the
discharge line of each pump. The TMP is also monitored, using a pressure gauge and transmitter.
An increase in TMP may indicate that membrane cleaning is needed. Two low-range turbidimeters
are located on the permeate lines to monitor membrane performance over time.

Overflow from the backpulse tank can flow into the UV reactors. There are four stainless steel
enclosed low pressure, high intensity UV reactor chambers, with 32 lamps per chamber. The
chambers are connected in parallel, with two chambers considered as a train. The effluent can also
bypass the UV system and go directly into the effluent pump sump.
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The effluent lift station is shown in figure 4-8. Two vertical turbine pumps with VFDs convey effluent
from the effluent sump to the winter storage lagoon (Lagoon 5). The pumps can also be used to
convey the flow to the Rl basins. The pumps have a rated capacity of 700 gpm. The operating speed
of the pumps is controlled to maintain a set level in the effluent sump. The plant SCADA (Supervisory
Control and Data Acquisition) system monitors flow, line pressure and effluent destination (RI basins
or Lagoon 5). Two utility water system pumps also pull from the effluent sump. The utility water
pumps have a capacity of 130 gpm.

FIGURE 4-8 EFFLUENT LIFT STATION

Chemicals that can be used in the process include alum (for phosphorus removal), sodium hydroxide
(for pH control), sodium hypochlorite and citric acid (for membrane cleaning). The chemical storage
area in the MBR Building houses two 2,500-gallon insulated tanks for alum, and the chemical feed
pumps for alum, sodium hypochlorite and citric acid. Sodium hypochlorite and citric acid are provided
in totes. The MBR control panel automatically controls the chemical feed pumps and solenoid valves
for the sodium hypochlorite and citric acid to feed these chemicals as needed for both the
maintenance clean and the recovery cleaning. The alum dosing system has not been used and is
already 15 years old. figure 4-9 shows the totes in the chemical room.
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FIGURE 4-9: CHEMICAL ROOM
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Sludge wasting is necessary to maintain good biological treatment and membrane performance.
Acceptable operating values for the mixed liquor concentration in the membrane process ranges
from 5,000 to 15,000 mg/L; however, Veolia recommends a target value less than 10,000 mg/L
mixed liquor suspended solids (MLSS) to maximize membrane performance. Sludge is wasted from
the RAS return channel downstream of the MBR basins. Two constant speed immersible screw
centrifugal pumps, installed in the basement of the MBR Building, provide duty/standby for sludge
wasting. A WAS pump is shown in figure 4-10. These WAS pumps are controlled through the MBR
control panel, by the operator entering the volume of sludge to be wasted and when wasting is to
begin. The PLC starts the pump at the designated time and runs it until the specified volume is
wasted. Currently, the waste sludge is pumped to the lagoons. Two constant speed submersible
scum pumps are installed in the scum pit adjacent to the aerobic basins in the MBR Building. Pump
operation is controlled from the level in the scum box.

FIGURE 4-10: MBR WAS PUMP
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Standby electrical power for the MBR treatment is provided by a 1,000-kW generator in the generator
room of the MBR Building as shown in figure 4-11. In the event of a power outage, an automatic
transfer switch switches the entire load for the plant to the generator. The load is automatically
switched back to the grid when power is restored.

There are three main control systems for the MBR Building: the MBR control panel, a SCADA
system, and the programmable logic controller (PLC) for the UV disinfection system. The control
system provided by Zenon for the MBR system controls the operation of the entire MBR process.
The plant SCADA computer is a laptop that can be operated from various locations. The plant
SCADA system directly controls the headworks, scum pumps, effluent pumps and utility water
system. The UV disinfection system is controlled by the PLC provided by Trojan, the UV supplier.
The SCADA system has not been upgraded since it was installed. It is also difficult for the existing
SCADA system to archive data and provide it to the operators. Since the systems are original, it is
more difficult to get replacement components.

FIGURE 4-11: MBR STANDBY GENERATOR

There is a large amount of equipment associated with an MBR system. Due to the long delay for
some parts, a spare parts inventory is recommended. This could include permeate pumps, permeate
transmitters, membrane tank level transmitters, aeration isolation valves, permeate isolation valves,
and permeate flow meters. Currently, one RAS pump and one mixer are missing from the process
trains.

The RI basins require compliance with total nitrogen and total phosphorus requirements. The District
does not have an oxidation-reduction potential (ORP) probe to analyze if anaerobic and anoxic
conditions are occurring in the basins, which would be helpful for targeting nitrogen and phosphorus
removal. Purchasing a probe for routine checks would be beneficial. Additionally, the original design
also included an additional recycle pump in the biological trains to move mixed liquor from the anoxic
zone back to the anaerobic zone. This recycle pump would further support further biological nutrient
removal.

The District does have a laboratory inside the MBR Building. Currently, samples are shipped out to
other labs for analysis.
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4.2.4. Lagoons

The lagoon treatment facility consists of two complete mix aerated lagoons, followed by one
polishing lagoon. Lagoons 4 and 5 act as winter storage lagoons. A treatment building houses flow
metering, four positive displacement blowers for the first two lagoons, chlorination disinfection
equipment, and land application irrigation pumps. During the irrigation season, effluent is drawn from
Lagoons 4 and 5 and disinfected prior to land application. The effluent is dosed with chlorine at the
head end of the chlorine contact chamber (a 500-foot long 30-inch pipe) and pumped to the irrigation
system. The lagoons have passed their previous seepage tests. Seepage testing was completed on
Lagoons 4 and 5 in 2021. Seepage testing is scheduled for Lagoon 1 in 2025, and Lagoons 2 and
3 in 2026. Refer to table 4-1 for a summary of information about the lagoons. Lagoons 1-3 were
originally used by the City of Donnelly. They are still owned by the City but are leased to the District.
Lagoons 4 and 5 are owned by the District.

FIGURE 4-12: LACGOONS

TABLE 4-1: LAGOON SUMMARY

Description :\)n::gt?nrg Il LD SOl Liner Type
Area (acres)  Test Performed
Volume (MG)

LG-070-01 Aerated, Complete Mix 3.50 1.00 2015 PVC with soil cover and rip rap on side slopes
LG-070-02 Aerated, Complete Mix 1.83 0.75 2016 PVC with soil cover and rip rap on side slopes
LG-070-03 Polishing 1.76 0.46 2016 PVC with soil cover and rip rap on side slopes
LG-070-04 Effluent Storage 10.97 2.39 2021 PVC with soil cover and rip rap on side slopes

70 PVC with soil cover and rip rap on side slopes;
LG-070-05 Effluent Storage 46.50 11.40 2021 HDPE liner over PVC liner on vertical walls
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There appears to be some diffusers in the lagoons that need to be replaced. Also, Lagoon 1 is
nearing its solids holding capacity. Depending on the type of solids removal, a seepage test may be
required following the removal. Also, a Solids Management Plan would be required. Duckweed has
periodically been an issue at the lagoons, especially in the treatment and polishing lagoons. It can
increase the need for solids removal and also cause issues with treatment and disinfection.

4.2.5. Disinfection

The primary method of disinfection at the plant is chlorination. Chlorine gas (99.5%) is added after
Lagoons 4 and 5, prior to land application. Dosing is done via a Regal Model 210 chlorinator with a
maximum capacity of 100 pound per day (ppd). According to plant staff, dosing during the irrigation
season typically ranges from 40 to 70 ppd depending on flow and Total Coliform sampling results.
The gas chlorine system is shown in figure 4-13.

Chlorine is added at the head of a 500-foot long 30-inch chlorine contact chamber. The volume of
this chamber equates to 18,300 gallons. Therefore, the maximum flow in the chamber that can
maintain a 15-minute contact time per Ten State Standards is 1,220 gallons per minute (gpm).

Chlorine gas is hazardous and poses a risk to operators. The District should ensure the gas cylinders
are properly contained, leak alarms are working, and operators have proper protective equipment.
The District may want to consider alternative disinfection methods, such as liquid chlorine, to ensure
operator safety.

The only current method to disinfect the effluent to the RI basins is with UV. Since the UV system
has not frequently been used and is already 15 years old, improvements may be needed to ensure
long-term performance and permit compliance.

FICURE 4-13: GAS CHLORINE SYSTEM
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4.2.6. Land Application

There are two irrigation pumps in the Lagoon Blower Building to pump to the land application areas.
Each pump has a capacity of 350 gpm. A magnetic flow meter is used to measure the pumping rate
and total pumped volume for monitoring purposes. MU-07001 is a 104-acre grass hay field and
timber field south of the WWTP owned by the EIld family. The field is sometimes planted with oats.
MU-07002 is a 65-acre grass hay field north of the WWTP. The open fields are irrigated with wheel
lines; however, a 66-acre portion of MU-07001 which has timber and grass pasture is irrigated with
stationary handlines that are not moved. The permit only allows water to be land applied during the
growing season from May 1 through October 15.figure 4-14 provides a map of the land application
and Rl basin sites.

FIGURE 4-14: LAND APPLICATION AND RI BASIN SITE MAP

4.2.7. Rl Basins and Effluent Pipeline

High quality disinfected effluent can be pumped to the RI basins through a 3-'2 mile long, 14-inch
HDPE pipeline for disposal. The pipeline has four air release stations at high points in the line. At
the bridge crossing, the pipe is reduced to 8 inches to meet clearance requirements, and the pipe
(heat traced, insulated, and jacketed) is suspended under the bridge. The pipe is purple to indicate
it is carrying reclaimed water, and valve boxes and above ground appurtenances are also marked
in purple.

The RI basins are located north of Roseberry Road and east of Norwood Road on the Parks Ranch
property. These facilities consist of shallow earthen basins, valves, and basin inlet and overflow
structures. There are fourteen RI basins to provide dose/drain cycles, and to allow for routine
maintenance. Ramps allow access into the basins for periodic disking of the surface crust, and to
remove plants and other maintenance needs. The distribution line runs down the center of the
access road between the west and east basins, and tees into each basin. Each basin inlet has a
manual valve. The dikes between basins have a riprapped spillway to allow overflow if the water
level exceeds 2 feet. One of the Rl basins is shown in figure 4-15.
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FIGURE 4-15: RAPID INFILTRATION BASIN

There are groundwater monitoring wells around the Rl basins. These are referenced in and are to
be monitored in accordance with the reuse permit (Appendix A). Suggested loading cycles for the
RI basins are 1 to 3 days application followed by 4 to 5 days drying in the summer and 1 to 3 days
application followed by 5 to 10 days drying in the winter. The RI basins have not been used
extensively since they were built, although they were used during some maintenance activities at
the WWTP and from March 2017 through June 2017 because of concerns the storage lagoons could
overflow due to substantial snowmelt. The RI basins require maintenance to avoid growth of trees
and other vegetation. Similarly, the valves require regular operation and some repair. The fence
around the RI basins and the vegetation on the RI basins also require regular inspection and repair
or removal.

4.3. FINANCIAL STATUS OF EXISTING FACILITIES

Financial information for the NLRSWD is provided in Appendix C for the year 2022. Operating revenue
during the 2022 fiscal year was $1,859,975. This includes both sewer and water. Annual costs to operate
and maintain the wastewater system, separated by type of expense, are also shown in Appendix C. Total
operating expenses for the 2022 fiscal year was $1,790,300. Capital revenue for 2022 was $322,500.00.

4.4. WATER/ENERGY/WASTE AUDITS
No water, energy, or waste audits have been conducted by the District.
4.5. SYSTEM CLASSIFICATION

Both the Collection System and WWTP are classified as Class IV systems. Classifications are determined
by the components of the system and the number of people they service. The recycled wastewater that is
land applied is permitted as Class C. The permit requirements for the Rl basins are outlined in Chapter 1.
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CHAPTER 5 - TREATMENT SYSTEM PERFORMANCE

5.1. WWTP PERFORMANCE

This section discusses the effluent quality observed through sampling. The permit requires the effluent
water to be applied to the land application sites not exceeding the maximum nitrogen and chemical oxygen
demand (COD) loading rates. For the RI basins, the effluent needs to not exceed total nitrogen, total
phosphorus, and TSS limits. Both the land application and RI basins have the same limits for total coliform
organisms. Annual reports were completed in 2020 and 2021 that summarized these values. The District
also monitors the MBR permeate through the SCADA system. A summary for the different constituents is
provided below.

5.1.1. Total Nitrogen

As shown in Chapter 1, if the Rl basins were used, the monthly average total nitrogen limit is 10
mg/L. Figure 5-1 shows the sum of the monthly average effluent ammonia, nitrate, and nitrite
concentrations from January 2015 through May 2020. Although the organic nitrogen is not
measured, if the organic nitrogen is less than 5 mg/L, it appears the effluent total nitrogen
concentration would be less than the 10 mg/L limit with the exception of three events. The three
events occurred during the early part of the year, and it is assumed that the storage lagoons could
be used during future similar events if necessary.

FIGURE 5-1: EFFLUENT AMMONIA, NITRATE, AND NITRITE (MONTHLY AVERAGE)
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The permit also includes a nitrogen loading for the land application system of 150% of the typical
crop uptake. For 2022, a typical nitrogen uptake of 41.3 Ib./acre was assumed for oats, 67 Ib./acre
for the grass pasture and timber area, and 59.2 Ib./acre for the mixed pasture grass. The total
nitrogen loading was below the permit limit even with some of the water coming out of the lagoon
treatment system.
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5.1.2. Total Phosphorus

Total phosphorus does not have a limit for the land application sites, but the Rl basins have a
maximum loading limit of 8.3 kg/month. The average concentration of total phosphorus in the
wastewater effluent was between approximately 1 and 4 mg/L in the data provided (January 2015
through May 2020). At the current average flow (0.237 MGD), and assuming a concentration of 4
mg/L, the loading would be approximately 110 kg/month, which is much more than the maximum
loading limit for the RI basins. It is likely that without additional treatment targeted for phosphorus
removal, such as dosing alum or another coagulant ahead of the membranes, the WWTP will be
unable to achieve compliance with the phosphorus limit.

5.1.3. Total Suspended Solids and Turbidity

There is a permit limit for TSS to the RI basins; however, the effluent TSS from the MBR has
historically not been measured. Although not a permitted limit, the MBR system is designed to have
very low turbidity, and turbidity can sometimes be used to approximate TSS levels. The MBR effluent
turbidity values provided by the District (January 2015 through May 2020) were consistently under
0.2 Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTU). Based on the turbidity values, it is anticipated that the
effluent TSS to the Rl basins would be in compliance with the TSS limit.

5.1.4. Chemical Oxygen Demand

The permit limits the maximum COD loading to the land application fields to 50 Ib./acre-day. The
COD loading has historically been well below this daily permit. The maximum estimated daily COD
loading ranged from approximately 0.9 to 1.3 Ib./acre-day in 2020, 1.54 to 2.87 Ib./acre-day in 2021,
and 1.71 to 2.84 Ib./acre-day in 2022.

5.1.5. Coliform Organisms

The 5-day median total coliform limit set by the permit is 23 coliform organisms per 100 mL. The
single sample limit is 230 coliforms per 100 mL. The effluent exceeded the 5-day median and single
sample limit three times in 2020 at the beginning of the sampling period. The operators were able
to adjust the dosing to maintain compliance through the rest of 2020 and 2021. Another event
occurred in August 2022 when a plug on an abandoned line from Lagoon 1 to the chlorine contact
chamber failed. The abandoned line was re-plugged and the chamber was jetted and cleaned. After
these actions the effluent has been within permit limits. Sampling of the MBR effluent for coliform
did not occur during this period as the effluent is normally sent to the land application areas.

5.2. WWTP CAPACITY

This section provides a summary of the capacity of the existing WWTP. The headworks facility, MBR
treatment, lagoon treatment and storage, disinfection system, Rl basin capacity, and land application are
each addressed.

5.2.1. Headworks

The wastewater influent is combined in a common header and directed to one of the three fine
screens. Each screen has a rated capacity of 2 MGD. The firm capacity of the headworks screening
is 4 MGD (peak flow the headworks can handle with one screen out of service), which is much more
than is needed for the 20-year planning period (1.46 MGD). An electromagnetic flowmeter measures
the influent flow prior to the MBR Building. The 12-inch flowmeter has sufficient capacity for the
planning period. The septage receiving station has a rated capacity of almost 1 MGD (650 gpm),
which should be sufficient for receiving a truck at a time.
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5.2.2. MBR Treatment

The manufacturer-rated treatment capacity of the MBR can be analyzed by comparing design values
to projected loadings. TABLE 5-1 summarizes the design values compared to future loading
projections. Future loadings are predicted to be beyond the design values. However, in discussions
with Veolia, and based on calculations, it is likely that the plant can treat the 2042 loads. Additionally,
as discussed in Chapter 1, these loadings are based on estimates rather than actual data. Further
sampling may indicate lower loadings, which can delay the need for improvements.

TABLE 5-1: DESIGN LOADING AND FUTURE PROJECTIONS

Element ‘ Design Value ‘ Current Value ‘ 2042 Value ‘
Avg. Influent BODs (ppd) 1,960 1,240 2,420
Avg. Influent TSS (ppd) 1,960 1,459 2,848
Avg. Influent Total Nitrogen (ppd) 480 263 427
Avg. Influent Total Phosphorus (ppd) 83 35 68

Biological treatment occurs in the anaerobic, anoxic, and aeration basins. Each anaerobic and
anoxic train is designed to have a mixer to mix the tanks, although currently one mixer is missing.
The process blowers are each rated for a maximum output of 800 SCFM. The firm capacity of the
positive displacement blowers is 1,600 SCFM with one blower out of service. Based on the 2042
loads in Chapter 1, it is expected that the blowers may be approaching their capacity in the 20-year
planning period. However, as discussed above, these loadings are estimates and further sampling
may indicate lower loadings, which can delay the need for additional blower capacity.

One critical factor in the operation of an MBR process is the MLSS concentration. Normally, it is
desirable to maintain a MLSS concentration between 5,000 mg/L — 15,000 mg/L. Higher mixed liquor
concentrations can be used but additional air scour (resulting in increased energy cost) and
increased wear and tear on the membrane are factors to consider. The concentrations also depend
on the season. In the winter the desire is to carry a little more solids for operation. Veolia
recommends a target value less than 10,000 mg/L to maximize membrane performance. The actual
operating MLSS concentration has been fairly consistent throughout the years, with values between
6,000 and 8,000, which is in the acceptable range. A graph summarizing the monthly average MLSS
concentrations January 2015 through May 2020 is shown in Figure 5-2.

FIGURE 5-2: MLSS CONCENTRATIONS (MONTHLY AVERAGE)
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Each train is equipped with two RAS pumps to lift flow up into the membrane tank distribution
channel. The design flow for each of the four existing RAS pumps is approximately 1,700 gpm at 8
feet of total dynamic head. Thus, the total maximum flow from the pump station is approximately
6,800 gpm (9.8 MGD). Normally, the mixed liquor flow from the aeration basins to the MBR basins
is four to six times the influent flow to help avoid too high of MLSS concentrations in the MBR basins.
The RAS pumping capacity is more than sufficient for the 20-year period. For example, with one
pump in use, the RAS pumping would be greater than five times the ADF in 2042.

There are eight membrane cassettes with room for four additional cassettes in the MBR basins. The
original installation included 46 modules in each cassette with 340 ft2 of effective membrane surface
area per module (125,120 ft2 total surface area). Six of the eight cassettes now have 48 modules in
each cassette and also the modules have greater effective surface area per module (370 ft2;
137,840 ft2 total surface area). TABLE 5-2 provides a summary of the projected flows compared to
the manufacturer-rated membrane capacity. Veolia has not re-rated the membrane capacity of the
installation due to temperature concerns. The current membrane capacity is sufficient for the 20-
year planning period.

TABLE 5-2: PROJECTED FLOWS & MEMBRANE CAPACITY

Design Buildout . .
Description Membrane Membrane Current Flows AU AP
. . Flow Flow
Capacity Capacity
Average Day (MGD) 0.80 1.00 0.237 0.331 0.462
Maximum Month (MGD) 1.00 1.25 0.390 0.545 0.762
Peak Day (MGD) 2.00 250 0.497 0.695 0.971

The membrane blowers are rated at a maximum output of 1,450 SCFM. The blowers are each
equipped with 75 HP motors. The blowers were designed to have sufficient capacity to provide air
scouring for the buildout membranes.

Four (4) 20 HP permeate pumps with VFDs were designed to each handle approximately 215-430
gpm of permeate and 680 gpm at backpulse. However, in looking at the data sheet for the pumps,
they may be limited to 130-340 gpm. Therefore, the maximum flow is 0.50 MGD for each pump or
approximately 2.0 MGD total. With one pump out of service, the permeate pumping capacity is
approximately equal to the 2042 projected peak hour flow.

Two (2) screw centrifugal pumps are used for WAS and for draining the tanks. The WAS pumps
were designed for 1,100 gpm. Two (2) submersible non-clog pumps, with a capacity of 75 gpm are
used to pump scum. The scum and WAS are pumped to the lagoons. The estimated waste sludge
flow in 2042 is approximately 30,000 gallons per day, which is much less than the capacity of the
WAS pumps. To provide better wasting control and to maintain better characteristics for dewatering
equipment, a switch to positive displacement pumps for the WAS pumps is recommended. The
existing WAS pumps could continue to remain in place for draining the tanks.

5.2.3. Lagoons and Land Application

The lagoon system functions as an alternative treatment train and storage for winter flows until the
irrigation season. The lagoons can store approximately 64.5 MG or 198 acre-feet of water. A water
balance was performed to determine if the storage capacity is sufficient through the planning period.
For the water balance, the 2022 farming operations were utilized. In 2022, the 66-acre portion of
MU-07001 had timber and grass pasture, the 38-acre portion of MU-07001 had oats, and the 43-
acre MU-07002 had mixed pasture grass. As discussed in the 2022 Reuse Annual Report, the
theoretical irrigation water requirement (IWR) for the mixed pasture grass on MU-07002 was
estimated using net irrigation water requirement (Pdef) reported by the Evaporation and
Consumptive Irrigation Water Requirements for Idaho (ET ldaho) published by the University of
Idaho.
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For MU-07001, ET Idaho does not have published IWR values for oats; therefore, an IWR of spring
grain was assumed for the oats. Based on the water balance, the lagoons do not have enough
volume to store the water through the planning period. In fact, the winter storage this year is currently
insufficient and the District is planning to use the Rl basins.

As shown in the 2022 Reuse Annual Report, the water application periodically exceeded the crop
IWR. Also, supplemental water was not applied in 2022. This shows that the land application area
is at capacity. The firm capacity of the irrigation pumps is 350 gpm (with one pump out of service).
The current maximum pumping day is approximately 715 gpm, so the current pumps are
approximately at their capacity, but there is no redundancy. A spare pump on the shelf would be
helpful to avoid long lead time delays.

Lagoon 1 is used to store and treat wasted solids from the MBR facility. The lagoon is nearing its
storage capacity, which has resulted in poor treatment throughout the rest of the lagoons. The
District has noted that the effluent from the lagoon system struggles to be land applied due to the
lack of treatment caused by the reduced volume in the lagoons. It is recommended to dredge and
dispose of the solids in Lagoon 1 as soon as possible. Additionally, dredging the lagoon will allow
the existing diffusers to be replaced.

5.2.4. Disinfection

The District uses the chlorine dosing system at the lagoons to disinfect the effluent prior to the
irrigation system. The chlorine contact chamber is a 30-inch wide, approximately 500-feet long pipe.
At the current maximum required pumping rate of 715 gpm, the contact time would be approximately
25 minutes. This contact time is greater than the recommended 15 minutes by Ten State Standards
(Great Lakes-Upper Mississippi River Board of State and Provincial Public Health and Environment
Managers, 2014). The disinfection system is estimated to dose 7 mg/L or 70 ppd currently. As
mentioned earlier in this chapter, the District has been able to achieve the required total coliform
limit except during upset conditions mentioned previously. The disinfection system has a capacity
of 100 ppd. If the land application area increases, the chlorine dosing and contact system may
exceed its capacity.

The only current means of disinfection prior to the RI basins is with the UV system. The
manufacturer-rated capacity of the UV system is 1,740 gpm (2.5 MGD). Although the capacity is
sufficient for the 20-year planning period, since the UV system is already 15 years old and has not
been frequently used, improvements may be needed to ensure long-term performance.

5.2.5. Rapid Infiltration

The Rl basins are available to be used for effluent disposal year-round. There are 14 basins, totaling
9 acres. Assuming a maximum disposal rate of 0.2 ft3/ft2 per day, the allowable disposal rate would
be approximately 0.59 MGD. The ADF in 2042 is 0.51 MGD, therefore, the Rl basins would have
capacity to handle the plant effluent without utilizing the land application system.

The effluent lift station following the MBR has two pumps, each with a capacity of 700 gpm.
Therefore, the firm pumping capacity is approximately 700 gpm or 1 MGD, which should be sufficient
for the 20-year planning period especially if the land application system is still in operation.

It is recommended that the effluent be rotated between each RI basins to limit the hydraulic loading
rate. As the basins have not been used since they were built, it is first recommended that the basins
be cleared of plants that may have grown. Improvements to the UV are recommended to ensure
compliance with the total coliform limits. Also, chemical addition will need to be initiated at the MBR
WWTP to reduce the phosphorus load to the Rl basins.
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CHAPTER 6 - NEED FOR SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS

Concerns surrounding health, sanitation, security, aging infrastructure, and reasonable growth should be
addressed to meet the needs of the system throughout the planning period. This chapter summarizes the
deficiencies based on the existing facility evaluation.

6.1. HEALTH, SANITATION, AND SECURITY

Idaho’s Recycled Water Rules (IDAPA 58.01.17) provides primary procedures and requirements for the
issuance and maintenance of permits for reuse facilities. The recycled water must meet Class C
requirements as noted in the District's Reuse Permit No. LA-000070-04. The permit specifies the required
buffer zones, disinfection requirements, growing season hydraulic loading rates, and maximum nutrient
loading rates. The reuse permit can be found in Appendix A. In addition, groundwater and soil constituents
are monitored to evaluate potential impacts. The District generally has not experienced issues maintaining
compliance with the permit requirements. The permit expired on December 20, 2015, but has been
administratively extended.

Overflows are a public health and sanitation concern as they involve events when untreated or undertreated
wastewater overflows onto the ground or is discharged to surface water. There have not been any overflows
at the WWTP. The WWTP is surrounded by a fence to address security concerns. The land application
areas and RI basins are also fenced with signs posted designating the areas.

6.2. AGING INFRASTRUCTURE

The District's MBR treatment facility began operating in 2008, but some of the other equipment in the
system is older. Improvements are needed to update the equipment. The SCADA system has not been
upgraded since 2008 and it is difficult to archive data and provide it to the operators. Similarly, the plant
PLCs are a risk since they are no longer manufactured.

6.3. SYSTEM DEFICIENCIES
The system deficiencies discussed in previous chapters are summarized below:

Collection System

Lack of pump redundancy at following pump stations:
Big Smoky

Rex/Morning

Day/Wagon

Hawks Bay

The Reserve

Ponderosa

FM Church Camp

Tamarack

All or nearly all pump stations are lacking:

vV V ¥V ¥V ¥V ¥V V¥V V¥V VY V V

Safety and security measures such as fencing, fall protection, and locks
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Flow meters
Pressure gauges
Air release valves
SCADA connection

Backup power is not available at 11 pump stations.

YV V V¥V VY VY V

WW Lake Crossing force main does not have adequate capacity to convey 20-year flows.

WWTP Headworks

» The WWTP lacks a dedicated grit removal system. The fine screen is the only solids removal
process upstream of the MBR.

» The HVAC system needs to be improved to limit future corrosion in the headworks.
MBR Treatment
» There is a resonance issue for one of the process blowers at certain speeds.

» The process basins and blowers will be near capacity at the end of the 20-year planning period.
However, additional influent loading data may indicate lower than projected loadings.

» The permeate pumps will be near their firm capacity at the end of the 20-year planning period. A
spare pump could reduce the risk of a long lead time if a pump fails.

» Similarly, spare parts on other equipment would help avoid similar long lead time risks.
» Currently one RAS pump and one mixer are missing from the process basins.

» The WAS pumps are oversized, which makes it difficult to control the amount of WAS pumped.
Replacement of these pumps could be part of a sludge dewatering project.

» An ORP probe and recycle pumps are recommended to monitor conditions in the process basins
and assist with additional biological nutrient removal for discharge compliance at the RI basins.

» The blowers will be nearing their expected life span during the 20-year period. Rather than
replacing the blowers with the same type, higher efficiency blowers are recommended.

Biosolids

» The biosolids are currently sent to Lagoon 1, which is at its solids storage capacity. This lagoon
needs to be dredged to remove and dispose of the solids.

» A Biosolids Management Plan will be needed prior to disposing of the biosolids. Biosolids may
require land fill disposal unless a biosolids treatment process is added in the future.

Lagoons

» The winter storage capacity in the lagoons is not sufficient. Without additional storage lagoons and
land application area, the RI basins will need to be used for effluent disposal.

» The firm capacity for the irrigation pumps is not sufficient.

» Based on the aeration pattern there appears to be some lagoon diffusers that need to be replaced.
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Disinfection
» Gas chlorine disinfection of the lagoon effluent is a safety hazard.

» If additional land application area is added and the irrigation pumps increase, the chlorine dosing
and contact system may exceed its capacity.

» UV disinfection system is approximately 15 years old and needs to be upgraded during the planning
period.

SCADA
» The SCADA system is outdated and presents difficulties archiving data.
» Similarly, the plant PLCs are reaching their expected life and should be updated.

Rapid Infiltration

» The Rl basins require maintenance to avoid vegetation growth. Similarly, the valves for each basin
require operation and some repair.

» Phosphorus removal needs to be enhanced prior to discharging to the Rl basins and the dosing
system updated.

6.4. REASONABLE GROWTH

Wastewater facility improvements are needed to stay ahead of population growth and new construction.
Chapter 1 of this report discussed population growth projections including customers served, along with the
wastewater flows associated with this growth. Additionally, the District will serve commitments to many
developments and infrastructure needs to be maintained and/or upgraded to meet these commitments.
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CHAPTER 7 - COLLECTION SYSTEM ALTERNATIVES

This chapter discusses project alternatives to correct the existing collection system deficiencies discussed
in Chapter 3, and to prepare the system for future sewer loads. General capacity and condition upgrades
are discussed along with specific alternatives that were explored in more detail with District staff. Where
recommended improvements appeared relatively straightforward, no additional improvements were
explored. Costs of recommended alternatives are included in the Capital Improvement Plan in Chapter 9
and individual project summary sheets are shown in Appendix E. Cost estimates for the major alternatives
discussed are presented in Appendix G.

7.1. EXISTING DEFICIENCY CAPACITY ALTERNATIVES

As stated in Chapter 3 of this report, the gravity trunkline upstream of the Big Smoky lift station presents
the primary capacity concern in the existing system. As pipelines approach their capacity, action must be
taken to ensure that manhole surcharging and sanitary sewer overflows do not occur. The following
subsection presents the alternatives for addressing capacity concerns. All of the alternatives evaluated take
place along the same corridor; a visual representation is shown in Figure 7-1. Table 7-1 presents a
comparison of benefits and drawbacks of each alternative. Prior to proceeding with either alternative, it is
recommended that the District CCTV this section of pipe and install a temporary flow metering device to
monitor actual flow.

7.1.1. Big Smoky Trunkline Alternatives
» Alternative 1: Increase the size of the existing trunkline

The first alternative the District could pursue would be to increase the size, and thus the
capacity, of the existing 10-inch gravity trunkline upstream of the Big Smoky lift station.
To handle the future flows, the pipeline should be upsized to an 18-inch, which allows
for conveyance of buildout flows and also provides a factor of safety for additional
unexpected growth. This option utilizes existing right of ways.

» Alternative 2: Extend the existing 8-inch forcemain from the WW Lake Crossing Lift
Station to Big Smoky Lift Station

The second alternative considered was to extend the existing 8-inch WW Lake Crossing
forcemain along the same corridor and have it discharge directly to the Big Smoky lift
station. The primary advantage to this alternative is that pressure mains have smaller
diameters, and can be constructed near the surface, meaning reduced excavation and
material costs. Based on preliminary calculations, the extended length of the forcemain
does not produce enough friction head to overcome the natural drop in elevation head
that the pressure main would experience. As such, upsizing the WW Lake Crossing
pumps may not be required as part of this alternative. That being said, this option also
may lead to more complex pump station operation and the addition of several air release
valves due to the pumps releasing at a lower elevation than the existing discharge. With
the Big Smoky Lift Station flows diverted, the existing 10-inch trunkline has the capacity
to take future and existing flows from the Rex Morning lift station and the existing
connections along the trunkline, and will not require upsizing if this alternative is
pursued.
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FIGURE 7-1: CORRIDOR OF PIPELINE IMPROVEMENTS

Legend:

Corridor of
Improvements

TABLE 7-1: PIPELINE IMPROVEMENT ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES

= Higher capital cost

Alternative 1: Increase the ©  Could utilize existing pipeline routing, ©  May require additional bypass
size of the existing manhole locations pumping during construction if new $3,872,000
trunkline ©  Simpler operations; less complexity pipeline goes within existing
pipeline corridor
. ©  Can continue to use existing gravity ©  Potential interference with existing
Al_ten_'natlvc_e ik th? mains for conveyance during infrastructure or services
existing 8-inch force main . . .
construction ©  Increased complexity and risk
from the WW Lake © More flexibility with . ated with ina “downhill’ $2,566,000
Crossing Lift Station to I_ore ex; ility with force main associa e. w! purppmg ownhi
Big Smoky Lift Station alignment © May require lift station upgrade and
o Lower capital cost control upgrades
Recommendation

The recommended alternative is to extend the existing 8-inch forcemain from the WW Lake
Crossing Discharge to the Big Smoky Lift Station. The option is more cost effective for a 40-
year life cycle and allows the District to continue utilizing its gravity trunkline. This alternative
allows the District to service out to 20-year and buildout flows.
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7.1.2. Pipeline Replacement Alternatives

As pipelines and manholes approach the end of their useful life, the District will need to look into
replacement, rehabilitation, and repair options for all of its aging infrastructure. Aging infrastructure
increases the chance of failure and sanitary sewer overflows, and the amount of infiltration into the
system generally increases. The District has two main options to address pipeline and manhole
condition issues: reconstruct the pipelines and manholes through a traditional open cut construction
approach or rehabilitate them utilizing trenchless technologies. These alternatives are discussed
briefly here.

» Alternative 1: Replace with Traditional Open Cut Technology

As the collection system infrastructure approaches the end of their useful life, they could
be replaced with new pipelines and manholes using traditional open cut installation.
This alternative would extend the useful life of the pipeline by the life span of a new
pipe/manhole. The District could also choose to increase pipe size or correct pipeline
grades as they replace the pipelines. Depending on site constraints (pipe depth, surface
restoration, sewer bypass requirements, services, groundwater, soil conditions, existing
pipe size and grade, etc.), this alternative may be a preferred approach.

» Alternative 2: Utilize Trenchless Technology for Repair

Alternatively, the District could utilize trenchless rehabilitation technologies such as pipe
bursting, cured-in-place-pipe installation, or slip lining for pipelines and applying special
coatings to manholes. Under the right circumstances, these approaches can be less
costly than the open cut construction approach. Spot repairs can also be a means of
extending the life of a pipeline segment and under certain conditions can be completed
without open cut trenching.

Recommendation

Keller Associates recommends that each pipeline segment be evaluated to assess the
preferred replacement / rehabilitation strategy as part of an ongoing collection system
replacement program. This effort includes a careful review of CCTV conditions and
other site constraints, and should be completed as part of the concept or pre-design
phase of pipeline rehabilitation / replacement projects. Recommended annual collection
system replacement budgets are discussed in Chapter 9.

7.2. COMMITTED DEFICIENCY CAPACITY ALTERNATIVES

Based on the analysis in Chapter 3, there are several lift station, gravity trunkline, and forcemain
deficiencies in the committed scenario evaluated (which corresponds to a population slightly beyond the
20-year planning period). Deficiencies that have a singular straightforward solution are presented in the
CIP in chapter 9. The following subsections evaluate the alternatives to address the deficiencies.

7.2.1. WW Lake Crossing and Day/Wagon Trunkline Alternatives

As shown in Chapter 3, the trunklines upstream of the WW Lake Crossing and the Day and Wagon
lift stations are undersized and experience surcharging in this planning period. The following
subsection presents the alternatives for addressing capacity concerns. A visual representation of
the alternatives is presented in Figure 7-2, and Table 7-2 presents a summary comparison of
benefits and drawbacks for each alternative.

» Alternative 1: Upsize Day/Wagon and WW Lake Crossing Trunklines

The first alternative is to upsize the existing trunklines and increase the pumping
capacity at the WW Lake Crossing and Day/Wagon lift stations. Increase the trunkline
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size from a 10-inch to a 15-inch for both these pipelines allows conveyance for
committed and anticipated buildout flows. As a potential cost-saving measure, it may
be possible to pipe-burst the trunkline.

» Alternative 2: Create Regional Lift Station to the WWTP

The second alternative is to construct a regional lift station that collections flow from the
Fir Grove subbasin and the DS Lake Crossing Discharge, and pumps flows directly to
the WWTP. According to modeling, this alternative would circumvent the need to upsize
the existing pipelines. The pumps in the Day/Wagon and WW Lake Crossing lift stations
may still require upgrades as they may be undersized in the existing condition (Table 3-
1 in Chapter 3), but the upgrades would be less significant due to having to convey less
flow. For alternative 2 and 3, one advantage is that this alternative provides additional
infrastructure to convey future build-out flows that may want to use the same forcemain
to the plant. Additionally, it results in energy efficiencies as wastewater will not have to
be pumped over and over ahead in downstream lift stations as it makes its way to the
WWTP.

» Alternative 3: Extend DS Lake Crossing forcemain to WWTP

A third alternative evaluated includes extending the existing DS forcemain all the way
to the forcemain. Similar to Alternative 2, the existing trunklines do not need to be
upsized in the 20-year period should the DS Lake Crossing forcemain extend to the
WWTP. Additionally, the Day/Wagon and WW Lake Crossing lift stations would require
less significant upgrades. To reduce head and the scale of lift station upgrades at the
WW Lake Crossing, the extension of the forcemains may be a larger size.
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FIGURE 7-2: 20-YEAR SOUTHERN CONVEYANCE ALTERNATIVES
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TABLE 7-2: SOUTHERN COLLECTION IMPROVEMENT ADVANTAGES AND
DISADVANTAGES

. . 40-Year Life
Alternative Advantages Disadvantages Cycle Cost
May utilizes existing pipeline routing May require additional
Alternative 1: Upsize and manholes bypass pumping during
Day/Wagon and WW Lake May be possible to use trenchless construction if new pipeline $5,324,000
Crossing Trunklines technology to reduce costs goes within existing pipeline
Can convey buildout flows corridor
Eliminate the need to upsize existing
pipelines Increased OM with a larger
Potential to take Fir Grove, Camas, pump station
Alternative 2: Create and RR Village pump stations offline May interfere with
Regional Lift Station to the Smaller upgrades required at wetlands/farmland depending $9, 637,000
WWTP Day/Wagon and Lake Crossing on forcemain alignment
New forcemain to plant could more Cost of land purchasing/
efficiently accommodate and deliver easement acquiring
build-out flows.
Eliminate the need to upsize existing
pipelines
Alternative 3: Extend DS Smaller upgrades required at Simil itina/ ¢
Lake Crossing forcemain to Day/Wagon and Lake Crossing mitar permiingieasemen $6,404,000
WWTP New forcemain to plant could more challenges as Altemative 2
efficiently accommodate and deliver
build-out flows.

Recommendation

The recommended alternative is to upsize the existing trunklines from 10-inch pipe to an
15-inch pipe. This alternative allows the District to service committed and buildout flows,
and does not require construction of an additional lift station and/or forcemain at this time
(although additional lift stations and forcemains will be required to accommodate the build-
out service area).

Additionally, it is recommended that the District monitor flows within the existing trunkline
upstream of these lift stations to assess appropriate timing of improvements. Due to
unknowns with phasing of developments, it is recommended these alternatives be re-
evaluated and refined prior to proceeding with these improvements to better coordinate
existing and future needs.

7.3. FUTURE SHARED FORCEMAIN ALTERNATIVES

As discussed in Chapter 3, a portion of the Poison Creek forcemain exceeds its trigger velocity for
improvement within the committed growth planning period. However, this trigger is only exceeded when the
Big Smoky flows are introduced to the Poison Creek trunkline. This can be resolved with a recommended
additional parallel pipeline from the Big Smoky/Poison Creek forcemain intersection and the WWTP. This
upgrade is recommended for all the alternatives presented below.

However, as more flow is conveyed through the major dual 10-inch forcemains beyond the currently
committed flows, the head within the pipe increases and impacts the performance of the pump stations that
share this forcemain. At buildout, without any improvements beyond the recommended parallel pipeline
above, it is anticipated the Poison Creek lift station will have to be able to pump approximately 450 feet of
head (compared to existing head of 190 feet)to accommodate peak hour conditions, leading to larger pumps
and power requirements. This in turn, results in higher head pumps being required at many downstream lift
stations who share the forcemain.
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Additionally, there is the added complication of designing pump stations to convey both flow at head at
peak conditions and also during lower average conditions. The following alternatives were considered to
alleviate this issue:

» Alternative 1: Upsize all lift stations that pump into the shared forcemain

The first alternative considered is to upgrade all the pump stations to be able to convey through the
forcemains simultaneously. The main advantage is that this alternative utilizes the existing
infrastructure. However, this will result in larger pumps with higher energy requirements and may
leave portions of the existing forcemain undersized for optimum flow conditions.

» Alternative 2: Construct additional parallel forcemain with regular interties

The second alternative is to construct additional forcemains parallel to the existing forcemains, or
upsizing the existing parallel forcemain. This alternative would reduce head requirements of the
pump stations and would provide adequate sized pipes for buildout flows. However, utilizing the
existing 10-inch dual forcemain layout means the pipeline will have to share existing corridors (some
of which are very tight, such as a narrow land-bridge crossing) with other infrastructure, which may
cause complications.

» Alternative 3: Construct a new lift station to break head and re-pump

The final alternative is to construct a new lift station or upgrade an existing lift station along the
pipeline corridor where we can break head in the Poison Creek forcemain, and re-pump water to
the WWTP. This alternative could provide significant benefits to the head gain of pumps and could
reduce upgrade requirements at a number of lift stations. Additionally, an existing lift station site,
such as the Meadows lift station, could be re-purposed for the new lift station. However, construction
and maintenance of a new lift station would be costly.

TABLE 7-3 SHARED FORCEMAIN ALTERNATIVES

Alternative Advantages Disadvantages
Upgrades anticipated at lift stations along
shared forcemain

Utilizes existing infrastructure Additional O&M cost from power
requirements

May leave portions of forcemain undersized

Alternative 1: Upgrade all lift stations along
shared forcemain

Properly size forcemains for anticipated

Alternative 2: Construct additional parallel buildout flow Potential complications with existing utility
forcemains with regular interties Can potentially utilize existing trenches and corridor constraints

rights-of-way

Can potentially eliminate the need for
upsizing pumps at some lift stations

May be able to reuse existing lift station site

Alternative 3: Construct a new lift station to
break head and re-pump

May leave portions of forcemain undersized
Additional O&M with a new lift station

Recommendation

The recommended alternative is to upsize the pumps as necessary within the 20-year planning
period. However, it should be noted that these major improvements may not be required within the
20-year planning period. The viability of each of these alternatives will heavily depend on the rate
and location of developments. It is recommended that the City continue to monitor lift station
runtimes and flows through the lift stations along the shared forcemain, and the recommended
alternative be re-evaluated in the future to determine which provides the most benefit.

7.4. RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVES GENERAL IMPACT SUMMARY

The potential environmental impacts of the recommended alternatives are summarized in the
following section. A summary of the impacts is shown in
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Table 7-4.

» Land Use / Prime Farmland / Formally Classified Lands

No anticipated changes.

Y

Floodplains / Wetlands

None of the recommended alternatives would create new obstructions to the flood plain or be located
in wetland areas.

» Cultural, Biological, and Water Resources

The improvements being recommended are on previously disturbed lands and it is not anticipated
that they will interfere with cultural, biological, or water resources.

» Socio-Economic Conditions

Alternatives are not anticipated to have a disproportionate effect on any segment of the population
(economic, social, or cultural status). The main economic effect is the cost of the alternatives.

» Land Requirements

It is not anticipated that the District would need to purchase land for any of the alternatives. It is
anticipated that alternatives would take place within existing roadways and easements.

» Potential Construction Challenges

The depth of the water table may affect the construction of the alternatives. Subsurface
investigations were not within the scope of this project. Construction techniques to effectively
manage excavation, dewatering, and sloughing issues should be required of any construction plans.
Construction plans for any of the alternatives should also include provisions to control dust and
runoff.

» Sustainability Considerations

Sustainable utility management practices include environmental, social, and economic benefits that
aid in creating a resilient utility. None of the alternatives are anticipated to impact the sustainability
of the system, with Alternative 1 extending the useful life of the existing infrastructure by replacing
it.

TABLE 7-4: EXPECTED CGENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

: o o . o 20-Year Southern Trunklines Buildout Shared Forcemain
Environmental Criteria Existing Big Smoky Pipeline Increase e
Pipeline Increase L Pump Upgrades
Land Use/ Prime Farmland / No Impact No Impact No Impact
Formally Classified Lands P P P
Floodplains/ Wetlands No Impact No Impact No Impact
gultural, Biological, and Water No Impact No Impact No Impact
esources
Socio-Economic Conditions May impact user rates May impact user rates May impact user rates
Land Requirements No Impact No Impact No Impact
Potential Construction
Problems No Impact No Impact No Impact
Sustainability Considerations Increase collection system lifespan Increase (?OHeCt'OH system Increase (?OHeCt'OH system
lifespan lifespan
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CHAPTER 8 - WASTEWATER TREATMENT ALTERNATIVES

There are many different alternatives to meet the wastewater facility deficiencies listed in Chapter 6. The
alternatives in this chapter were discussed with the District and selected for evaluation. The goals of the
alternatives were to:

» Find solutions that are practical and cost-effective

> Provide facilities capable of reliably meeting expected permit limits into the future

» Maximize use of existing facilities

» Select facilities that can be constructed without unacceptably impacting effluent quality

> ldentify solutions that could be phased to reduce debt and minimize user rate increases

If a WWTP deficiency discussed in the previous chapters had one clear preferred solution (such as
upgrading the HVAC system, PLCs, replacing pumps, etc.), then the solution is not discussed here, but is
included in the capital improvement plan in Chapter 9 and the individual project summary sheets found in
Appendix E.

The advantages, disadvantages, and comparative costs of the alternatives are presented in this chapter.
The cost estimates are a Class 5 cost opinion, as defined by the Association for the Advancement of Cost
Engineering. They include estimated construction costs with markups of 10% for general conditions, a
contingency of 30%, 15% contractor overhead and profit (OH&P), and engineering services including
construction of 25% (based on total construction cost).

In addition to project capital costs, annual O&M costs are compared to arrive at a more complete picture of
the alternative costs. A 20-year life-cycle cost analysis is provided for most of the alternatives, based on a
real discount rate (inflation removed) of 2.0%. The equipment (unless a short-lived asset) is assumed to
have a 20-year useful life so no depreciation or salvage value is included for comparing the alternatives.
An average rate of $0.08 per kWh was used for estimating power costs and an average labor cost of $60
per hour was used to estimate maintenance costs.

8.1. EFFLUENT DISPOSAL ALTERNATIVES

The District stores treated effluent in Lagoons 4 and 5 for land application in the summer. Additionally, the
District owns RI basins northwest of the WWTP that are available for discharge year-round. The lagoons
and land application areas were at their capacity periodically in 2022. The Rl basins have rarely been used
and require maintenance. Two alternatives were chosen by the District and Keller to evaluate, 1) Status
Quo - Continued Focus on Land Application; and 2) Utilize the RI Basins.

8.1.1. Status Quo - Continued Focus on Land Application

This alternative would continue to focus on land application without using the Rl basins. A new
storage lagoon would be constructed for the wintertime flows and additional reuse fields would be
added for land application. To accommodate the expected increase in flow during the 20-year
planning period an additional 63-million-gallon (MG) winter storage lagoon is included for this
alternative. A pipeline would be constructed from Lagoon 5 to the new winter storage lagoon. New
transfer structures and piping to the effluent structure are also included to enable water movement to
and from the lagoon.

As mentioned, the land application is periodically at capacity. For this alternative an additional 120-
acre pasture field was included to handle the flows through 2042. This land was assumed to be within
a 1-mile area of the WWTP. To transport water to the new reuse site, a new pipeline will be installed.
The irrigation pumps will also need to be replaced to increase the flow capacity.
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8.1.2. Utilize the RI Basins

This alternative would use the RI basins more than they have in the past. The land application system
would still operate to provide discharge flexibility, but no additional winter storage or land application
area would be added. A spare irrigation pump is included in this alternative for redundancy. In this
alternative, the District would perform rehabilitation on the RI basins. The RI basins need to be
cleared of brush and trees for proper infiltration. This is to ensure that water will infiltrate properly for
hydraulic loading considerations. Additionally, the valves on each of the pipelines should be exercised
to ensure proper operation, and if necessary, replaced.

Testing when using the RI basins is different than to the land application system, as discussed in
Chapter 1 and as outlined in the permit (Reuse Permit LA-000070-04; Appendix A). Constituent limits
include a maximum phosphorus loading of 8.3 kilograms per month, 10 mg/L total nitrogen
concentration, and 100 mg/L as a 30-day average for TSS. The disinfection requirement is a median
number of total coliform organisms less than or equal to 23 per 100 mL, based on the last five days
of sampling, with no sample exceeding 230 organisms per 100 mL. As noted in previous chapters,
the District will need to remove additional phosphorus to meet the discharge water quality
requirements. For this alternative, it was assumed that the existing aluminum sulfate (alum) dosing
system would be able to be used to support phosphorus precipitation. Phosphorus removal is
discussed in more detail in this chapter. The UV disinfection system is assumed to be upgraded as
part of this alternative due to the age of the system.

8.1.3. Alternatives Comparison

A summary of the advantages and disadvantages of these two alternatives are shown in Table 8-1.

TABLE 8-1: EFFLUENT DISPOSAL ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES

Alternative Advantages Disadvantages

Alternative 1 - Status Quo —
Continued Focus on Land
Application

Does not require chemicals for phosphorus
removal
Provides storage security

High capital cost
Large area needed for lagoon and land
application

Alternative 2 — Utilize the RI
Basins

Much lower capital cost

Uses existing system — does not require
additional land

Provides flexibility to utilize both RI basins and
land application system

Higher O&M costs to add chemicals for
phosphorus removal and to pump the
additional distance to the Rl basins

Additional monitoring and additional risk for RI
basin discharge compliance
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A preliminary 20-year life cycle cost comparison of the alternatives is summarized in Table 8-2. The
annual O&M costs are associated with effluent disposal only. O&M associated with the operation of
the lagoons or MBR, that are not directly associated with the disposal (e.g., aeration, screening, etc.)
were not included.

TABLE 8-2: EFFLUENT DISPOSAL COST COMPARISON (2023)

Alt. 1 - Status  Alt. 2 - Utilize the

Quo - Land App RI Basins

New Lagoon $ 3,845,000 | $ -
New Land Application Equipment $ 200,000 | $ -
Pipes and Appurtenances $ 1,260,000 | $ -
New Pump(s) $ 250,000 | $ 50,000
Disinfection System Improvements $ 250,000 | $ 200,000
Dosing System Piping $ - $ 50,000
RI Basin Refurbishment $ - $ 200,000
Electrical and Controls $ 60,000 | $ 25,000
Improvements Subtotal| $ 5,865,000 | $ 525,000
General Conditions | $ 587,000 | $ 53,000
Subtotal| $ 6,452,000 | $ 578,000
Contingencies | $ 1,936,000 | $ 174,000
Subtotal| $ 8,388,000 | $ 752,000
Contractor OH&P | $ 1,259,000 | $ 113,000
Construction Cost $ 9,647,000 | $ 865,000
Engineering and Construction Services | $ 2,412,000 | $ 217,000
Land Purchase $ 4,500,000 | $ -
Total Project Cost $ 16,559,000 | $ 1,082,000
Electricity $ 4,000 | $ 9,000
Chemicals $ 9,000 | $ 65,000
Disposal $ - $ -
Parts $ 11,000 | $ 14,000
Personnel $ 16,000 | $ 16,000
Estimated Annual O&M $ 40,000 | $ 104,000
20-Year Life Cycle Cost $ 17,220,000 | $ 2,790,000

Recommendation

The recommended alternative is to utilize the RI Basins (Alternative 2). This alternative
requires the least capital cost and does not require additional land.
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8.2. PHOSHPORUS REMOVAL ALTERNATIVES

The permit limits the effluent total phosphorus loading to 8.3 kg/month to the RI basins. As discussed in
Chapter 5, with current flows, the WWTP would struggle to meet the phosphorus discharge limits without
additional phosphorus removal. To reliably achieve the phosphorus limits, chemical addition is
recommended. The coagulants will target the soluble reactive phosphorus to form particles that can be
removed through the MBR membranes. Since iron can stain components, ferric chloride and ferric sulfate
were not included in this evaluation. Two different chemicals will be analyzed: aluminum sulfate (alum) and
rare earth.

8.2.1. Aluminum Sulfate (Alum)

The addition of alum to wastewater produces a metal hydroxide precipitate. These precipitates stick
together to form flocs which can bind phosphate to its surface by an adsorption mechanism. The
reaction for the precipitation of phosphorus using aluminum sulfate (alum) is as follows:

» Al3+ + HnPO43-n < AIPO4 + nH+

Based on this equation, one mole of aluminum will precipitate one mole of phosphate. However,
chemical reactions are influenced by other competing reactions as well as factors such as pH, mixing,
chemical dose, soluble phosphorus concentration, and age of the metal precipitate. Bench or full-
scale testing provides more site-specific information to determine required dosages. Dose rates can
be as high as 10-30 moles of aluminum per mole of phosphorus to achieve <0.5 mg/L-P.

The WWTP is already set-up to use alum for phosphorus removal. There are two 2,500-gallon
insulated tanks and chemical feed pumps for alum within the MBR building. There is also an injection
line installed at the aeration basins. The addition of alum will increase the amount of sludge produced
as the metals form precipitates. Additional sludge removal costs are included in the cost comparison.

8.2.2. Rare Earth

Rare earth is another coagulant that can be added to wastewater to removal phosphorus. Rare earth
elements such as Lanthanum (La) and Cerium (Ce) are typically provided in a chloride solution. When
combined with phosphate, the solution forms a metal phosphate precipitate called rhabdophane. The
reaction for the phosphorus precipitation using rare earth (RE) is as follows:

» RE3® + POs* -> REPO4-H20

Rare earth elements have a high affinity for phosphates; rare earth is typically dosed at a 1:1 mole
ratio to achieve phosphorus levels as low as 0.05 mg/L-P. Rare earth does not typically drop the pH
as much as alum since the chemical solution pH is 3-4 compared to alum’s pH which is near 2. Also,
the effluent performance is typically more reliable than with alum.

A similar MBR system by Veolia in Park City, Utah (Jordanelle Special Service District) switched from
alum to rare earth. The Jordanelle Special Service District’s phosphorus effluent limit is similar to the
District’s, and they were able to achieve their limit while using much fewer chemicals. Also, it does
not appear that rare earth caused fouling of the membranes.

Rare earth chlorides are typically dosed at the same location as alum. For this analysis, it was
assumed that the rare earth solution would be delivered in totes. Minor piping and pump upgrades
may be needed to the MBR system to adjust for the new chemical. Since less rare earth is needed
than alum, the amount of sludge produced is less.
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8.2.3. Alternatives Comparison

A summary of the advantages and disadvantages of the two coagulants is shown in Table 8-3.

TABLE 8-3: PHOSPHORUS REMOVAL ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES

Alternative

Alternative 1 -
Aluminum Sulfate

Advantages

Familiar chemical
Lower cost per gallon

Disadvantages

Higher chemical usage

Can decrease pH more than rare earth if insufficient
alkalinity

Produces higher volume of sludge

Alternative 2 — Rare
Earth

Lower chemical use

Less sludge production
Has lower freezing point

More reliable reduction of phosphorus
Does not drop pH as drastically as alum

Higher cost per gallon
Familiarization with a new chemical
Potential supply chain issues

A preliminary 20-year life cycle cost comparison of the alternatives is summarized in Table 8-4. Life
cycle costs include anticipated sludge production to provide a more complete cost comparison.

TABLE 8-4: PHOSPHORUS REMOVAL COST COMPARISON (2023)

Item Alt. 1 - Alum Alt. 2 - Rare Earth

Dosing System and Piping - $ 50,000
Improvements Subtotal| $ - $ 50,000

General Conditions | $ - $ 5,000

Subtotal| $ - $ 55,000

Contingencies | $ - $ 17,000

Subtotal| $ - $ 72,000

Contractor OH&P| $ - $ 11,000

Construction Cost $ - $ 83,000
Engineering and Construction Services $ - $ 21,000
Total Project Cost $ - $ 104,000
Electricity $ 1,000 | $ 1,000
Chemicals $ 63,000 | $ 55,000
Disposal $ 4,000 $ 1,000
Parts $ 3,000 | $ 3,000
Personnel $ 8,000 | $ 8,000
Estimated Annual O&M $ 79,000 | $ 68,000
20-Year Life Cycle Cost $ 1,292,000 | $ 1,216,000

Recommendation

A thorough analysis of the two coagulants is difficult without bench/pilot testing. The District
plans to pilot test rare earth in 2023 to determine how the system performs and the actual
costs through dosing optimization. It may be beneficial from a supply chain perspective to

have provisions to use either coagulant.
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8.3. BIOSOLIDS HANDLING ALTERNATIVES

Currently, biosolids from the MBR are sent to Lagoon 1, which is nearing capacity. The District would ideally
like to produce Class A biosolids. Class A biosolids are acceptable for human contact and can be used
almost anywhere; however, they require extensive sampling and treatment (pathogen and vector attraction
reduction).

Alternatives for biosolids handling were discussed with the District. The following were selected for
evaluation: 1) Status Quo — Continue to Use Lagoon, 2) Mechanical Dewatering, 3) Mechanical Drying, and
4) Composting. The first two alternatives would not produce Class A biosolids, but mechanical drying and
composting are two alternatives that would produce Class A biosolids.

8.3.1. Status Quo - Continue to Use Lagoon

Under this alternative, the District would elect to make no improvements to the solids handling
method. The District would coordinate with DEQ to allow a contractor to dredge and haul solids out
of Lagoon 1 and coordinate the disposal at a landfill. With this alternative, it was assumed that
dredging would occur three times over the 20-year planning period to avoid overloading the lagoon.
A direct quote from a contractor that includes the contractor's markups (e.g., general conditions and
overhead and profit) has been included in the cost estimate in Table 8-6. Based on discussions with
landfills in the region, it was estimated that disposal would need to occur near Boise at the Simco
Road Landfill. Hauling costs were assumed to be included in the dredging cost.

8.3.2. Mechanical Dewatering

Dewatering is a physical process in which water is removed from the biosolids to reduce volume and
weight. Several dewatering technologies are available for dewatering biosolids, and each has its own
advantages and disadvantages. For this alternative, it was assumed that a screw press would be
utilized. A screw press uses a slowly rotating tapered screw, surrounded by a perforated plate or
wedge wire screen, to convey the sludge through a screen basket. There is a gravity drain zone and
a pressure zone to compress and dewater the solids. The screw and screen are enclosed in a
stainless-steel assembly as shown in Figure 8-1. Polymer is added prior to the screw press for
flocculation. Dewatered solids are discharged from the end of the screw. Filtrate is discharged at the
bottom of the unit. Screw presses operate at low speeds, can start, and stop unattended, have
sensors to stop automatically, and are capable of 24/7 operation.

FIGURE 8-1: SCREW PRESS

It is highly recommended that the screw press would be located inside a building. One screw press
is intended to be installed initially, with provisions for a second one in the future. Lagoon 1 could be
utilized as a backup when only one screw press is installed. To dispose of the dewatered solids, a
truck could be purchased by the District. Hauling is estimated to be to the Simco Road Landfill.
According to the landfill, the solids will need to be tested approximately quarterly for solids
percentage, ignitability, metals, volatile organic compounds, and pesticides/dioxins.

The dewatered biosolids would likely not achieve Class A requirements without additional treatment.
Typical additional treatment processes include lime and steam injection, drying, and composting.
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8.3.3. Mechanical Drying

Several drying technologies are available that would meet Class A requirements. For this alternative,
it was assumed that a belt dryer would be utilized. Drying is based on the removal of water from
dewatered solids, which accomplishes both volume and weight reduction. Dewatered solids from the
screw press would be conveyed to the belt dryer where most of the water is removed via evaporation,
resulting in approximately 90% solids. An example of a belt dryer is shown in Figure 8-2.

FIGURE 8-2: BELT DRYER

A belt dryer is referred to as a “direct” dryer, where hot air flows through a process vessel and comes
into direct contact with the wet solids. This contact allows the transfer of thermal energy and
evaporation. During drying, a significant amount of energy is needed to evaporate the water and heat
the solids. The entire dryer system includes the dryer, materials handling equipment, heat generation
and transfer equipment, air movement and distribution equipment, emissions control equipment, and
ancillary control systems. The dryer system equipment would be located inside a building.

To provide redundancy, it was assumed that Lagoon 1 would be used as a backup for sludge holding
if the dryer system was down. Therefore, the cost for only one dryer is included in the cost estimate.
For this alternative, sludge dewatering would need to occur prior to drying. A screw press was
assumed to provide the dewatering. It was assumed that the dried biosolids would be taken by the
community therefore eliminating any sludge disposal costs.
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8.3.4. Composting

Composting is another method to produce Class A biosolids (Section 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations Part 503 (40 CFR 503)). Similar to the belt dryer, composting would occur after
dewatering has been completed. Composting requires a bulking agent, generally a woody material.
Although this does create another feedstock demand, it can also be a sustainable solution to find
beneficial use of green waste.

There are a wide variety of composting technologies available. Below is a summary of the main types:

» Turned Windrow (both aerated and unaerated) — Mostly a manual operation with large
equipment doing the turning. Product is processed in large windrows which are periodically
turned and mixed to get adequate curing and processing.

» Aerated Static Pile (ASP) — A form of thermophilic composting accelerated and managed
through the pushing or pulling of air through the compost pile. Pipes connected to a blower
deliver air into the bottom of the pile in timed cycles. Aeration facilitates the stabilization process
and provides temperature control.

» Fabric Covered ASP — A form of the aerated static pile process that uses breathable fabric
covers over the piles. These covers capture and filter odors while keeping additional moisture
away from the piles. Because they have fabric covers these facilities generally do not have
buildings or roofs over the piles, which decreases the capital cost.

» Agitated Bay — Aerated concrete bays with a mechanical agitation machine that advances the
material through the active composting phase. Raw material enters at one end and compost
ready for curing exits at the other end.

» Tunnel — Process in which batches of raw composting material are placed in air-tight vessels.
The material is aerated at a high rate with a blend of recirculated air and fresh air.

For this evaluation, Fabric Covered ASP was selected for further review since it would eliminate some
of the odors and would have relatively modest capital and operational costs. The fabric covered
system is broken up into three phases for a total of eight weeks in the process (Phase 1 — 4 weeks;
Phase 2 — 2 weeks; and Phase 3 — 2 weeks). The composting operation would occur in a three-sided
bunker with a fabric cover. The material is moved to a new bunker at the start of each phase. The
movement agitates the material releasing moisture and redistributing the microbes and biosolids.
Each of the three-sided bunkers also has an aeration system with trenches in the floor under the
compost for pipes to carry the air to the compost. There is no foul air collection system included as
the covers provide a relatively good amount of odor control. An example of bunkers used for fabric
cover composting is shown in Figure 8-3.

FIGURE 8-3: FABRIC COVER ASP COMPOSTING
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Prior to composting, the biosolids will be mixed with a bulking agent. The bulking agent provides a
source of carbon vital to the process and provides porosity for air distribution to the biosolids.
Additionally, the bulking agent provides a drying material. This is vital for proper composting and to
achieve time and temperature set points. Therefore, it is important to protect the bulking agent from
excess moisture (rain and snow). For this alternative, it was assumed that the District is able to use
access bulking material from their reuse sites and other yard waste donations.

To accomplish the mixing, it is proposed the facility will use a mixer truck. This specialized equipment
has a large hopper in the base with mixing screws or paddles. The truck will also have a built-in scale
for proper metering of the biosolids and bulking agents and a side discharge conveyor. The mixing
truck will generally be parked at the dewatering building where biosolids can be discharged directly
from dewatering into the truck. It will then go to the screening/bulking agent storage area where a
bulking agent will be added by a front-end loader. The truck will blend the material and discharge it
in front of the compost pile.

8.4. ALTERNATIVES COMPARISON

A summary of the advantages and disadvantages are shown in Table 8-5.

TABLE 8-5: BIOSOLIDS HANDLING ADVANTAGES AND DISADVANTAGES

Alternative

Alternative 1 - Status Quo -
Continue to Use Lagoon

Advantages

Does not require new infrastructure

Disadvantages

High dredging and disposal costs

Does not produce Class A biosolids
Dredging frequency will increase throughout
planning period

Alternative 2 -Mechanical
Dewatering

Can be part of a future Class A system
Can operate unattended

Provides volume reduction

Lower life-cycle cost than status quo

Additional treatment is needed to produce Class A
biosolids
Treatment of filtrate is required

Alternative 3 -
Mechanical Dryer

Produces Class A biosolids
Can operate unattended
Volume and mass reduction
Reuse benefit to the public
Potential revenue

May be effective against future
contaminants of concern

High capital costs

Energy intensive

Requires new permitting and footprint expansion
Reliance on public demand for disposal

Dust and fire hazards

Alternative 4 — Composting

Produces Class A biosolids
Reuse benefit to the public
Potential revenue

Labor intensive

High capital costs

Requires bulking material

Odors can be a concern

Requires new permitting and footprint expansion
Reliance on public demand for disposal

A preliminary 20-year life cycle cost comparison of the alternatives is summarized in Table 8-6. The annual
O&M costs are associated with the biosolids handling only. O&M associated with the operation of the
lagoons or MBR, that are not directly associated were not included. The cost for dredging is assumed to be
by a contractor, so there was no annual O&M cost associated with disposal.
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TABLE 8-6: BIOSOLIDS HANDLING COST COMPARISON (2023)

Alt. 1 - Status bl 2= s e Alt. 4 -

Mechanical Mechanical

- Lago
e goon Dewatering Dryer

Composting

Lagoon Sludge Removal $ 2,515,000 | $ - |3 - |3 -
Site Work $ - $ 110,000 | $ 150,000 | $ 160,000
Screw Press $ - 18 304,000 | $ 304,000 | $ 304,000
WAS Pumps $ - s 60,000 | $ 60,000 | $ 60,000
Belt Dryer $ - 1% - $ 1,150,000 | $ -
Compost Structures $ - 18 - $ - $ 343,000
Bulking Agent Screen and Storage $ - |3 - $ - $ 266,000
Compost System $ - 18 - $ - $ 763,000
Building $ Rk 300,000 | $ 800,000 | $ -
Pipes and Appurtenances $ -1 60,000 | $ 60,000 | $ 60,000
Electrical and Controls $ - $ 90,000 | $ 340,000 | $ 170,000
Improvements Subtotal| $ 2,515,000 | $ 924,000 | $ 2,864,000 | $ 2,126,000
General Conditions| $ - $ 93,000 | $ 287,000 | $ 213,000
Subtotal| $ 2,515,000 | $ 1,017,000 | $ 3,151,000 | $ 2,339,000
Contingencies | $ 755,000 | $ 305,000 | $ 946,000 | $ 702,000
Subtotal| $ 3,270,000 | $ 1,322,000 | $ 4,097,000 | $ 3,041,000
Contractor OH&P| $ - $ 199,000 | $ 615,000 | $ 457,000
Construction Cost $ 3,270,000 | $ 1,521,000 | $ 4,712,000 | $ 3,498,000
Engineering and Construction Services | $ 164,000 | $ 381,000 | $ 1,178,000 | $ 875,000
Total Project Cost $ 3,434,000 | $ 1,902,000 | $ 5,890,000 | $ 4,373,000
Electricity and Fuel $ - $ 3,000 | $ 61,000 | $ 15,000
Chemicals $ - $ 13,000 | $ 12,000 | $ 12,000
Disposal $ - |8 33,000 | $ - |$ -
Parts $ - $ 4,000 | $ 42,000 | $ 13,000
Personnel $ - $ 30,000 | $ 60,000 | $ 120,000
Estimated Annual O&M $ - s 83,000 | $ 175,000 | $ 160,000
20-Year Life Cycle Cost $ 3,434,000 | $ 3,260,000 | $ 8,752,000 | $ 6,990,000

Recommendation

The recommended alternative is to install mechanical dewatering (Alternative 2). This
alternative has the lowest 20-year lifecycle cost. The District has expressed interest in Class
A treatment of biosolids and mechanical dewatering would be a helpful step towards a Class
A treatment process.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 102



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY

8.5. RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVES GENERAL IMPACT SUMMARY

The potential environmental impacts of the recommended alternatives are summarized in the following
section. A summary of the impacts is shown in Table 8-7.

K

» Land Use / Prime Farmland / Formally Classified Lands
No anticipated changes.
» Floodplains / Wetlands

None of the alternatives would create new obstructions to the flood plain or be located in wetland
areas.

» Cultural, Biological, and Water Resources

The improvements being evaluated are on previously disturbed lands and it is not anticipated that
they will interfere with cultural, biological, or water resources. Phosphorus removal will improve the
quality of the effluent.

» Socio-Economic Conditions

Alternatives are not anticipated to have a disproportionate effect on any segment of the population
(economic, social, or cultural status). The main economic effect is the cost of the alternatives.

» Land Requirements

It is not anticipated that the City would need to purchase land for any of the alternatives. New
developments would be on District owned land.

» Potential Construction Problems

The depth of the water table may affect the construction of the alternatives. However, subsurface
investigations were not within the scope of this project. Construction techniques to effectively manage
excavation, dewatering, and sloughing issues should be required of any construction plans.
Construction plans for any of the alternatives should also include provisions to control dust and runoff.

» Sustainability Considerations

Sustainable utility management practices include environmental, social, and economic benefits that
aid in creating a resilient utility. Additional solids treatment at the WWTP would require additional

energy but improve the quality of the solids disposed.

TABLE 8-7: EXPECTED GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Environmental Criteria

WWTP Alternatives

Land Use/ Prime Farmland / Formally

Mechanical Dewatering

Utilize the RI Basins

Classified Lands No Impact No Impact No Impact
Floodplains/ Wetlands No Impact No Impact No Impact
Cultural, Biological, and Water Resources | Improve effluent water quality No Impact No Impact

Socio-Economic Conditions

May impact user rates

May impact user rates

May impact user rates

Land Requirements No Impact No Impact No Impact
Potential Construction Problems No Impact No Impact No Impact
Sustainability Considerations No Impact Increase in energy No Impact

requirements
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CHAPTER 9 - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

The alternative evaluations conducted in Chapters 7 and 8 for collections and treatment, respectively,
helped the District make decisions for the wastewater system deficiencies. Additionally, findings from the
conditions assessment presented in Chapters 2 and 4 for the collection and treatment systems,
respectively, were used to identify additional capital improvements and make recommendations for ongoing
maintenance/replacement budgets. This chapter discusses the recommended plan to address the
wastewater system deficiencies and is called the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP).

9.1. PRELIMINARY PROJECT DESIGN

9.1.1. COLLECTION SYSTEM

Priority 1

Projects for the collection system should be completed within the next five years. These
projects include:

» Completion of a SCADA Master Plan

» Replacing pumps to meet redundancy and existing system flow firm capacity
requirements

» Increasing pipeline capacity to meet existing system flow d/D requirements

» Replacing broken equipment such as check valves and level sensors

» Improving site safety and security with fencing, locks, fall protection,

» Other necessary measures intended to extend the life of equipment

Priority 2

Projects for the collection system should be updated as growth occurs and budget allows,
within the next 20 years. These projects include:

>

>

>

Parallel force main construction to increase conveyance to WWTP
Gravity line improvements to increase capacity for future flows

Installation of flow meters, gauges, air release valves, and transfer switches to improve
operations and reliability at pump stations

Upgrading pumps to meet future system flow firm capacity requirements
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9.1.2. TREATMENT SYSTEM

Priority 1

Priority 1 projects for the WWTP includes items that should take place early in the 20-year
planning period. These projects include:

» Removing the solids and replacing the diffusers in Lagoons 1 and 2,

» A sludge dewatering system to avoid future emergency cleanouts of the lagoons
Headworks building upgrades including a grit removal system and HVAC improvements
RI basin maintenance

A new chemical dosing system for phosphorus removal

A spare parts inventory

SCADA/PLC upgrades

vV V V VYV VY V

Conversion of the land application disinfection from chlorine gas to liquid chlorine

Priority 2

Priority 2 improvements are items to improve the WWTP operations but are not needed
during the 20-year planning period. These projects include:

» Additional membranes and permeate pumps to fully populate the membrane basins
» Upgraded blowers for energy efficiency and capacity
» Solids drying to achieve Class A biosolids

9.2. PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

The District’'s current permit expired on December 20, 2015 but has been administratively extended. The
District has applied to renew the Permit and is currently waiting for DEQ. The recommendations set forth
in the CIP are designed to keep the District in compliance with the permit.

9.3. ENGINEER’S OPINION OF PROBABLE COST

The summary of the collection and treatment system improvement costs are shown in Table 9-1and Notes:
The cost estimate herein is concept level information only based on our perception of current conditions at
the project location and its accuracy is subject to significant variation depending upon project definition and
other factors. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as
the project design matures. This cost opinion is in 2023 dollars and does not include escalation to time of
actual construction. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials,
equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or
market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or
guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented herein.

Table 9-2, respectively. Individual project sheets with additional details are included in Appendix D and E.
Costs shown are planning-level estimates (Class 5 cost opinion by the Association for the Advancement of
Cost Engineering) and can vary depending on market conditions. For the most part, the project line items
in the CIPs include estimated construction costs with markups of 10 percent for general conditions, a
contingency of 30 percent, 15 percent contractor overhead and profit, and engineering services including
construction of 25 percent (based on total construction cost). These costs should be updated as the projects
are further refined in the design phases.
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TABLE 9-1: COLLECTIONS 20-YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Project Name

Primary Purpose

K

Total Estimated Cost
(2023 Dollars) 1

Priority 1 Improvements (Prior to 5 years)

1.1 Pump Station SCADA Improvements Data information collection and tracking $1,210,000
1.2 Downstream WW Lake Crossing Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $3,872,000
1.3 WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $160,000
14 Day/Wagon Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $260,000
15 Mtn Shadows Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $140,000
1.6 Mtn Meadows Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $180,000
1.7 Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $60,000
1.8 Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $80,000
1.9 Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $70,000
1.10 Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $69,000
1.11 The Reserve Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $77,000
1.12 FM Church Camp Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $30,000
113 Tamarack (Discovery, Upper) Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $25,000
1.14 Pump Station Safety and Security Improvements Improved system safety and security $580,000
115 Little Lane Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $32,000
1.16 Grasmick Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $52,000
117 Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $16,000
1.18 Camas Pump Station Upgrades Prevention of backflow $14,000
119 Margot Pump Station Upgrades Prevention of backflow $30,000
1.20 Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control $7,000
1.21 Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control and lifespan $16,000
1.22 Steelhead Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control and lifespan $10,000

Total Collections Priority 1 Improvements (rounded) $6,990,000

Priority 2 Improvements (Prior to 20 years)
2.1 Parallel Force Main to WWTP Increase conveyance capacity to WWTP $2,244,000
2.2 Upstream WW Lake Crossing Lift Station Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $996,000
2.3 Upstream Day/Wagon Lift Station Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $5,324,000
24 Pump Station Air Release Valve Improvements Improve pipe pressures $150,000
25 Pump Station Flow Monitoring Improvements Improved efficiency, operation, and management $1,400,000
2.6 Pump Station Gauge Improvements Improved efficiency and operation $180,000
2.7 Pump Station Backup Power Improvements (Transfer Switches Only) Improved reliability and emergency coverage $620,000
28 20-Yr WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $1,750,000
2.9 20-Yr Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $220,000
2.10 20-Yr Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $1,750,000
2.1 20-Yr Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
212 20-Yr Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
213 20-Yr Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $208,000
2.14 20-Yr Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $894,000
2.15 20-Yr Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
2.16 Fir Grove Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $144,000
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Project ID #

Project Name

Primary Purpose

Total Estimated Cost
(2023 Dollars) !

217 Day Star Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $122,000
218 Arrowhead Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $20,000
219 Hillhouse Pump Station Upgrades Replacement of worn components $46,000
2.20 RR Village Pump Station Upgrades Replacement of worn components $11,800
2.21 Lake Forest Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $3,000
222 Meadows (West Mtn) Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $15,000

Total Collections Priority 2 Improvements (rounded) $16,427,800

Notes: The cost estimate herein is concept level information only based on our perception of current conditions at the project location and its accuracy is subject to significant variation depending
upon project definition and other factors. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. This cost opinion is in 2023
dollars and does not include escalation to time of actual construction. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others,
contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals,
bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented herein.

TABLE 9-2: TREATMENT 20-YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Total Estimated Cost

Project ID# Project Name Primary Purpose (2023 Dollars) !

Priority 1 Improvements

1.1 Lagoon Sludge Removal and Diffuser Replacement Operations $1,280,000

1.2 Dewatering System Operations, Capacity $1,902,000

1.3 Headworks (Grit Removal, HVAC Upgrade) Operations $1,190,000

1.4 RI Basin Maintenance Operations, Capacity $978,000

1.5 Phosphorus Removal Permit Compliance $104,000

1.6 Miscellaneous ltems including Spare Parts Operations, Capacity, Redundancy $455,000

1.7 SCADA and PLC Upgrades Operations $474,000

1.8 Convert Disinfection from Gas to Liquid Chlorine Safety, Capacity $707,000

Total WWTP Priority 1 Improvements (rounded) $7,090,000
Priority 2 Improvements

2.1 Blower Upgrade Power Savings, Capacity $2,879,000

22 Belt Dryer Operations $5,058,000

2.3 Additional Membranes and Permeate Pumps Capacity $572,000

Total WWTP Priority 2 Improvements (rounded) $8,509,000

TOTAL TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENT COSTS (rounded) $15,599,000

Notes: The cost estimate herein is concept level information only based on our perception of current conditions at the project location and its accuracy is subject to significant variation
depending upon project definition and other factors. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. This cost
opinion is in 2023 dollars and does not include escalation to time of actual construction. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment,
services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does
not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented herein.
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9.4. PROJECT SCHEDULE
9.4.1. Collection System

An estimated schedule for the collection system Priority 1 improvements over the next 5 years is
shown in Table 9-3. In order to provide a more affordable project, Priority 1 improvements may need
to be phased over a multi-year project to maximize grant funds through multiple application cycles.
In the table, gray lines assume 20% of project costs are spent in the year before to cover permitting,
engineering, and other preconstruction costs. Actual costs may vary depending on market conditions
and should be updated as projects are further refined in the pre-design and design phases.

TABLE 9-3: COLLECTION PRIORITY 1 CIP SCHEDULE (2023 DOLLARS)

Total Cost

Capital Improvement ltem (2023 FY 2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 FY 2027 FY 2028

dollars)
1.1 Pump Station SCADA Improvements $1,210,000 $242,000 $968,000
1.2 Downstream WW Lake Crossing Gravity Line Improvement $3,872,000 $774,400 | $3,097,600
1.3 WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades $160,000 $160,000
14 Day/Wagon Pump Station Upgrades $260,000 $260,000
15 Mtn Shadows Pump Station Upgrades $140,000 $140,000
1.6 Mtn Meadows Pump Station Upgrades $180,000 $180,000
1.7 Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades $60,000 $60,000
1.8 Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades $80,000 $80,000
1.9 Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades $70,000 $70,000
1.10 Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades $69,000 $69,000
1.11 The Reserve Pump Station Upgrades $77,000 $77,000
1.12 FM Church Camp Pump Station Upgrades $30,000 $30,000
1.13 Tamarack (Discovery, Upper) Pump Station Upgrades $25,000 $25,000
1.14 Pump Station Safety and Security Improvements $580,000 $116,000 $464,000
1.15 Little Lane Pump Station Upgrades $32,000 $32,000
1.16 Grasmick Pump Station Upgrades $52,000 $52,000
117 Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades $16,000 $16,000
1.18 Camas Pump Station Upgrades $14,000 $14,000
1.19 Margot Pump Station Upgrades $30,000 $30,000
1.20 Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades $7,000 $7,000
1.21 Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades $16,000 $16,000
1.22 Steelhead Pump Station Upgrades $10,000 $10,000
Total Capital Costs $6,990,000 | $464,000 | $702,000 | $2,013,400 | $3,213,600 | $597,000

Note: Gray lines assume 20% of project costs spent in the year before to cover permitting and engineering
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9.5. TREATMENT SYSTEM

CIP ID#

An estimated schedule for the treatment system Priority 1 improvements over the next 5 years is
shown in TABLE 9-4.

TABLE 9-4: TREATMENT PRIORITY 1 CIP SCHEDULE (2023 DOLLARS)

Total Cost

Capital Improvement Item FY 2024 FY 2025 FY 2026 FY 2027 FY 2028

(2023 dollars)

Lagoon Sludge Removal and $
1.1 Diffuser Replacement $ 1,280,000 § 1,280,000 $ ) $ i $ ) -
1.2 Dewatering System $ 1,902,000 $ $ 380,000 $ 1,331,000 $ 191,000 $
Headworks (Grit Removal, $

1.3 HVAC Upgrade) $ 1,190,000 $ $ 238,000 $ 833,000 $ 119,000
14 RI Basin Maintenance $ 978,000 $ 196,000 $ 685,000 $ 97,000 $ - 3
15 Phosphorus Removal $ 104,000 $ 3,000 $ 9,000 $ 92,000 $ - $
Miscellaneous ltems $

1.6 including Spare Parts $ 455,000 $ 455,000 $ - $ -9 -
1.7 SCADA and PLC Upgrades $ 474,000 $ $ - $ 474,000 $ - 3
Convert Disinfection from $
1.8 Gas to Liquid Chlorine $ 707,000 $ 85,000 $ 622,000 $ - $ - i
Total Capital Costs $ 7,090,000 $ 2,019,000 $ 1,934,000 $ 2,827,000 $ 310,000 $

9.6. SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS

9.6.1. Water & Energy Efficiency

The North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District is making improvements to management-
based sustainability initiative efforts, including plans to implement a capital budget that is funded and
supported by a CIP (accomplished with this Facility Plan), and implement sustainable use of
biosolids. This is forthcoming and will be implemented following the upgrade to their treatment facility.
Software will be selected during the design and construction phase of the project.

9.6.2. Green Infrastructure

Improvements to headworks biosolids handling and dewatering at the District's wastewater treatment
plant will be addressed with the WWTP upgrade project. Improvements may include energy efficient
building design and reduced energy expenditure for biosolids disposal.

9.6.3. Green Project Reserve (GPR)

Technology based sustainability initiative efforts that are anticipated to be addressed with this project
include:

» High-efficiency lighting/lighting controls at the WWTP headworks and dewatering
building and with onsite WWTP lighting.

» VFD pumps at the WWTP.

» Energy efficient motors that meet National Electrical Manufacturers Association (NEMA)
Premium specification.

> Aeration improvements, such as energy efficient VFD blowers

» SCADA system installation at the WWTP.
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9.7. OPERATOR AND STAFFING REQUIREMENTS

Currently, the District’'s existing collection system and WWTP are classified as Class 4 facilities. There is
no anticipated need for additional license classes upon the completion of these improvements. With the
addition of multiple processes, the operators will need to be trained to operate the new equipment.
Additional staffing for the new solids handling system will be required when that project is completed. It is
recommended that the District monitor staffing needs as additional staff may be necessary during the
planning period.

9.8. FUNDING ALTERNATIVES

Many of the CIP projects will be funded by development as growth occurs and new facilities are needed to
meet increasing demands. Methods of funding are available should the District choose to investigate,
including the following:

9.8.1. Cash Funding

The District could consider raising rates to cash finance the improvements. This would require the
least total cash outlay; however, the rates would be higher than if they were spread out over a long-
term loan, which could be a significant hardship.

9.8.2. Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (State Revolving Fund (SRF))

The SRF program is funded by a combination of repayment of loans previously made by DEQ and
grant money supplied by EPA. Owners of public wastewater systems can apply for SRF funds
annually through a competitive application process. Applications are ranked by state officials based
on need, sustainability, water quality improvements, and other criteria. Davis-Bacon Wage Act and
Build America, Buy America (BABA) requirements will apply. Applicants may qualify for principal
forgiveness or other subsidy programs. DEQ is required to commit a significant percentage of
available loan funds to sustainable, energy efficient, and “green” infrastructure improvements.
Consequently, elements that meet the “green” infrastructure qualifications may receive priority for
funding. Voter approval in a bond election or through judicial confirmation is required for this funding
source.

9.8.3. Idaho Department of Commerce and Community Development Block Grants
(CDBG)

The ldaho Department of Commerce offers several grant programs for public wastewater system
improvements. Eligibility for these funds is dependent on economic development. Grants up to
$500,000 are available through community programs. Applicants must secure the services of a
certified grant administrator to administer grant money and follow other grant requirements. There is
an annual application window for applying for these funds.

9.8.4. United States Department of Agriculture-Rural Development (USDA-RD)

USDA-RD offers a grant and loan program for improvements to wastewater systems that serve rural
communities which are defined as systems that serve less than 10,000 people. Grants up to 45% of
the project cost are eligible depending on user rates. Applicants can apply for USDA-RD funds
anytime during the year. Funds have many program requirements including the completion of a short-
lived asset inventory, approved engineering report, and others. Voter approval in a bond election or
through judicial confirmation and interim financing are required with this funding source.

NORTH LAKE RECREATIONAL SEWER AND WATER DISTRICT | KA 218102-006 10



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

MARCH 2024 | WASTEWATER FACILITY PLANNING STUDY k

9.8.5. United States Army Corps of Engineers (Section 595)

The USACE can sometimes offer money for water-related infrastructure projects to supplement
funding from DEQ or USDA-RD. Funding availability depends on an appropriation from Congress
and varies from year to year. Costs are shared with a 25 percent local match required.

9.8.6. Idaho Bond Bank

A bond bank is a state level entity which lends money to local governments within the state, with the
goal of providing funds for their infrastructure needs and access to the capital markets at competitive
interest rates. Under the ldaho Bond Bank program "IBBA", a municipality obtains a loan from the
Bond Bank secured by either the municipality's bond or a loan agreement with the Bond Bank. The
Bond Bank pools several loans to municipalities into one bond issue. The municipalities then repay
the loan, and those repayments are used to repay the revenue bonds. The Bond Bank can obtain
better credit ratings, more attractive interest rates, and lower underwriting costs than municipalities
could achieve individually. The Bond Bank is able to pledge certain state funds as additional security
for its bonds, further reducing interest costs. Additionally, the Idaho Bond Bank Authority can open
doors to municipalities that were previously barred from the capital markets due to the high costs of
financing or challenging credit situations.

9.8.7. Local & Private

In addition to federal and state funding programs, there are local and private funding sources
available to communities to fund. Some of these include a local improvement district (LID), the
municipal bond market with voter approval or judicial confirmation, a business improvement district
(BID), urban renewal district, connection fees, development agreements with developers, and others.

9.9. ANNUAL BUDGET CONSIDERATION UPDATES

In November 2020 Keller Associates completed a user rate study to make recommendations for sewer rate
increases that would address the requirements of the District (Appendix H). The District anticipates a
combination of developer funded and District funded projects and the rate study will be revisited annually.
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34000 ANNEX/FLAN REVIEW 5, TEQL L5 5, 760,15 2,400.00 3, 360,15 40
ASL00  JER/HOHEY D/ASAY SEFTAGE 835, 282.30 B%, 202,30 50, 000,00 3N I82.30 179
35200 Ou2 PROP.-L.S, OPER. FEE 1,500,000 1,500.00 1,500,00 1k
108
Total Herenue L,432,886.90 1,432, 804,90 1,549,368 00 B3,518.80 10&
Expansss
S01006 AERATION/ IRRIGATION PLANT
4310 EREPATR & MAINT 306,81 306,91 i, 500,00 4,195,069 3]
EHD  MIZC. KQUIEMENT 123,139 123,148 22500 MWL.8L 1E
Tetal Accoust 439._10 430 .10 8,325, 00 4,884,800 ]
51100 LAKD APPLICATION
435 ESPAINKLER REP/PART 48.02 48,02 1,030,600 A1, 98 5
£l CHEMICALZ B, EE9 46 8,660, 46 3,080._00 -5, 570.4& 3281
B4 MISC. EXPEMEE B7.36 A7, 36 1, 800.00 1,51%.64 5
Tokal Acoount W, 804 .84 B, B04 .84 8,720 .00 -3,084,.84 154
al2on MBHR Hesdworks
431 FRRTSE 5,792,032 5,732, 02 10, 900.00 4,207.98 LE:|
432 BUILDING REFAIR/HATINT. 147.37 147.37 206.00 SE.63 72



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

05708,/ 2%
1E:38: 55

HOETH LAKE SEWCR LMD HATER
Incams Statemant

Far cha Rscounting Period:z 11 7 28

1 GENERAL Fumn

Fage: 2 of 7

Resport IO: LBRLYOA

——mma = Current Yesr - = -
Currant
Aocoust Objast Deaceiption Month Cureant ¥TD Budget Varianca \
Total Accoust 5,939, 30 5 835,39 10,206, 00 4,266,681 =8
B1300 HER PLANT
112 POWER £T,304.25 67,304 2% T, 250,00 S, 845,78 Ay
434 DIMPSTER DISPOSAL 1,465, 30 1,465,390 B24 0D -~E41.%0 178
431 PARTE 9,59%,07 #5959 14, 300 _ 00 TR .91 33
412 RULLOTHG REPFRIE/MATNT. 2,6€8,07 2,668,.07 5,15%0.00 Z,481.93 a7
451 CONTRACT OPEE. EXP d4,130,00 44,130.00 43, 800.00 =330.00 101
530 TELEPHONE 1,837,358 1,827,358 1, 854,00 26,65 89
#11 WATER 41&.74 418,78 515.00 E.22 B3
€13 CHEMICALE 9,582 .84 9,552,084 11, 640.00 2;057.16 az
€14 TESTIEG 2,879,349 2,074,389 1,110, 00 4,230.61 g0
1% FORD TEST/MISC EXP 325,00 A35.08 =325.00
622 CERTIF/PERMIT/LICEMEES SHS.00 SRS, 00 1,030,00 445,00 =7
BED OFPICE EXPERSE 269 _28 260,28 L0030, 00 Te0.,TE 26
€80 MISC. EQUIPMENT 2,50 J.ap 20,500 .00 20,496,508
Tetnl Account 141,058 .43 141,058, 43 181,003 00 35,944 .57 T8
2000 LIFT STATION
110 powWER 21;657.54 21, 657 .54 21, 8%0 .00 -37.54 160
411 PROPRHE 1,27%0.08 1,270,008 2. 000,00 723,83 6d
122 SHOW REMOVAL 6, 183,00 &, 193,00 1,634 00 -1,558.08 134
430 REPAIR & MATIHNT d4B.08 344,08 2, 060,00 1,711.92 17
431 PARTS 12,4724 12,647.24 30, 600. 00 17, 952.76 41
464 CLEAN LINEZ 27, 056.24 27.856.24 0, 900,00 -f 956,249 133
530 TELEPHONE %, 997 .32 9,097, a2 %, 808 .00 -10%,32 101
Total Aoooust TH, 068 50 TR, 869, 50 91,713.00 11,743,580 By
52100 CITY OF DOMHELLY
110 POWER 587,53 957,53 1, 442.00 84 .47 66
462 HMANHOLE BEPAIE & PARTS 19500 775,86 1, 030,00 255,00 TS
464 CLEAN LIKES 107,44 307 .44 4,120.00 i.B12. 55 7
Total Account 2,039 .97 2,039,857 €, 582.00 4,852 03 31
L3000 SEWER
111 STORAGE BUILDING EE0, 00 EED, A ETR_ 00 18.00 a7
152 DIGLINE LOCATE EXPENSE E16.40 B35, 40 3G, 00 -326.40 245
461 ZEWER SERV. LINE REPATR/MAINT. 1,418,723 2, 418,79 6. 180, 00 3, 76121 34
462 MAKMOLE REPALR § PARTS 2.,427.83 2, 4237.5% ZH,131.00 18,6%3 47 11
Tatal Acocount B, 142,72 6,142 T2 28,2%0,.00 22.147 .28 22
5ra00 WATER
§22 ENON BEMOVAL L;d44.00 1,444,008 1, 545,00 101.00 L]
430 REPAIR & MATHT 268,83 268.84 1,545, 00 1,276.11 17
431  PARTS Ag.33 #5633 2, 06D, 00 1, 163,67 44
432 BUILDING REFATH/MEINT. 30.92 0.9z 1,030,040 BeS. 08 3
530 TELEPMOME 300,00 00,00 Ang, 04 .04 aT
613 CHEWICALS S5, A00. 25 5.800.25 T.210,00 E. 409,748 B
Gl4 TEZTIMNG I.437.00 2,437,060 4, 500,00 I,060.08 5g
El€ METERS & PARTS £l.5%9 A1.58 1,030,000 TEH. 41 [
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B5S08723
11:38:3€

HORTH LAKE SEMER AND HATER
InCcome STateman

For the Acocountimg Period: 11 7 20

1 GENERAL FumD

Fag=: 3 af 7

Regort ID: LEITOA

= - ——— Current Year == ———— .
Currant
Recoant Object Dercriptisn Momth Currank ¥TD Badget Wariance ¥
E5¢ CERTIF/PERMIT/LICENSES 1.160.00 1,160,080 1250 -38T.50 150
Total RAesount 12,3%8, 84 12,350 58 20,001 .50 7.602 .52 &2
57160 TAMMRACE
432 HNEM DEVELGPEMEHT ENGIHEERIHS EXPE. S580.00¢ 580,00 -580.00
333 ATTORNEY FEEE 2, 965,00 2, 065,00 10, 000,00 7. 035 00 ]
430 REPAIR & HMAINT 897.10 BT 16 1,442 00 1.344 30 T
431 FEARTS 2,883,784 Z,083.x4 4,120.00 1,236,768 )
E13 CHEMICALY 4, 659,43 4,659,413 4, 532 .00 =127.43 103
614 TESTIHG 513.00 513.00 3, 090,00 2,%77.00 17
E5F CERTIF/PREBMIT/LICENSES 1,427.00 1,487,008 T72.%50 -g84.50 1A5
Total Asecumt 13,124,.77 13,124.77 23,9856 .50 10,831, 73 55
57300 DAY STAR WELL
410  POMER 1, 453.39 2,493, 3% 3,888 .00 LTINS L]
Total Acesunt §,493.35 3,493,139 3. 8RB, 00 b LT ] b 1=
57300 FIA GROVE WELL
410 POMER 3,83 .35 3,831, 35 2. 800.00 =1, 031.35 1317
Total Asecunt 3,831.35 3,831,358 2,800 00 =1,081_3% 137
57400 HAWKS BAY WELL
410 FOWER 3,438.78% 1,438,748 3,200,900 =23%.73 107
Total Acecunt 3,433.79 3,439.78 3,200.,00 =238.79 107
E10400 DOFFICE
ZED WOREMAK'S Codz B, 000, B0 E, 0QG. 00
334 COoMF. SOPPORT & ESET VIADS 1,%29.82 1,529,.82 2. 060, 00 136,18 g
410 PoWER 1, 027.71 1,027.71 =1,027.%1
411 PROPAHE 3, 206.13 1,206,13 -3,206.12
420 CLEAKING EXp. 430 .00 430,00 =430 .00
423 THRASH EBXP. 136,38 430, 36 =490, 58
330 I.C.A.M.P.-LIAB. & OTHER IKS 20,551 .00 0,551, 00 18,930,060 =1,621.00 109
431 GELL TELEPHONE! INTERMET 4, Y60 .66 4,368 .E6 5,373.00 5, 004,34 17
540 PUBLISHING Te9 &0 369,60 Z0E. 00 =l63. 60 173
241  PRINTING/CORYING EXT. 1,180 o0 1,1540.00 ZOE., 00 =544 .00 s558
=43 DOEE & SUBSCRIBTIONS 50.00 50,00 206,00 L3600 I8
2ED0 TRAVEL 4,38 6d .38 103,00 38,62 &3
581 MILEACE EXPEESE 655, 81 655 .81 =865 ,81
580 TRAINING 33,82 33_E3 206 .00 172,38 l&
E10 SUPPLIES 607,14 1,687.14 6, 180.00 Z.402 .88 ED
630 RMANK FEES 1,025,588 i,825.58 103.00 -89FF.58 59E
E51 DBONDING EXPENSE 175. 00 175,00 LED. 00 S0 a7
E53  AMNERATION EXPENSE B, Bom.14 G,898.14 2,472.00 -4;42&6.14 279
561 FOAMA/BILLIKG CRROS/CKS 36T, 51 IET.5] 2, 575,00 2:.207 .49 14
G662 MARILINGS & POSTAGE T.354.90 T, a3%54 3D 3, 476.00 2,321 .10 T8
B53 HWIED. OFFICE EXPENSE 2, 3208.73 2, 228,73 g, G440 T.,415.27 &3
Total Agocoumt 56, DEd, 11 56, 064.11 67,.920_00 11,855 88 [ %]
f1100 ROMIN
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n5s08/ 23
0 e 11

HOATH LAKE SEWEN AND MATER
Ingome Statement

I GEHERAL FUKD

hecount Object

62000

BI0OD

s5000

BEOOD

110
111
30
260
280
51

257
311

450

130
331
333
33
E54
T

410
BE12

EiE
BT
BZE
E23
E
E80
B8]

a1
411
L]
§z23
110
16D

Pager 4 of 7

Rapart ID:y LBITOM

For LChe Aocounting Peried: 11 / 20
=e== Currapnt Tear ==scco———- S ———— -
Cusrent
Dascriptien Menkh Current ¥TH Budget Varianoe k
SHLARY=- ADMINIZTRATIVE 202,53T.65 202,537,640 184, 6040.00 =1T7,%37.69 110
SALARYT= MATNTEHARCE 189, TET.03 18%,767,03 00, 700.00 10, 83257 4§
EHFLE FICA & MEDICRRE EXP 30,604 .18 30,604 18 37, 47600 6,871 .83 iz
WOREMAN®S COME 4, 778,00 4,.775,00 -4, 775,00
HEALTH THSURAMCE Th. 672.02 TE,E72, 02 77,425, 00 TE2.38 &%
RETIREMENT EXPEHSE 36, 499.13 15,439,13 =36, 499,13
HAIRT CLOTHING ALLOWANCE 1,538.89 1,538 80 =1,538.83
BORRD EXPERSE 5 @00.00 5,800, 00 7, 500,00 1,700.60 177
CONTRACT LABORH 11,272.50 131,272 50 47,460, 00 A6, 187.50 24
Total Ascsunt 558, 466, 44 559 465,44 555, 1§1.00 =4,30% . 44 101
GENERAL
PROF . RUDIT/ACCT . SERV/ EREF . W=7 7, 225.00 Y225 .00 7. 500,00 275.00 9§
PROF. ENGIMEERING SERVICES #r201.25 3,201 .35 1, 000.00 =2, 20128 320
ATTORKEY FEES 15, 020,93 1%, 020,93 6. 500,00 -0, 520.%3 231
FACILITIES PLANNMIHG STUDIES 5, 059,15 28,0%9,15 I2.000,00 -3,085.15 114
REFEXATION FEE - REFUND 675 .00 75,00 =675.00
MISC. OVERFAYMENT = REFUNDS A 46000 J, 480,00 =3, 460 .00
Total Ascount 54, 641,33 54,641 33 37,000,006 =17,641.33 148
shOoP
FOAMER L, 418.8% 1,418 .88 1,442, 00 ¥N.11 GE
SHOP SUPPLIES 29F.17 252.17 =292 .17
Total Asscunt 1,711,086 1,7i1.06 1,442.00 =268 .06 115
EQUIFTMENT EXFENSE
VEHICLE SA% EXPEMSE 9,756,149 9, 756,18 12,875,060 3,118.81 76
VEHICLE MISC. PARTS/REPARIRS 5, 34®,12 5,948,132 3,080,060 =2,258.12 173
DIESEL EXPEKSE TTE. 01 176,01 1,236,00 45%.9% B3
BOBCAT MISE, EXPERSE .54 2.54 515,00 E5lZ.48
MIBC. POOLS 1,022 .44 1,022. 44 1, 030,00 T.56 58
MISC. EQUTPMENT A6,9] BE. 91 E, 000 . 0f 5, %13.04 1
MISC. EQUIFHERT EXP 504,016 28416 38, T45. 00 38, 150,84 2
Total hoeoust 17,586,337 17, 586,37 63,451, 00 45,904 .63 2B
QFFICE BUILDING EXFENSE
POWEER 1,854,000 1. 854,00
FROPAKE d, 544,00 4, 944,00
CLEANTHS EXEZ, To0o. 04 700,00
TRASH EXF, ZTE.00 278,00
BEPAIR & MAIMT GEE, 0% §&0 09 430,00 261.91 12
SEWER & WATER EXF. 906,83 206, B3 527,00 Z0.3T 98
Total Account 1.57T4.72 1,574.72 8,E33 00 B,058.249 1&
Total Expensos B71,717.26 STL,TAT. 3% 1,117,342 00 14%,624.74 @7
Wet Incoms from Operations 461,169,564

461,169, 64
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k5/08, 23
111!-!:35 HORTH LAEE SEWER AMD WATZR Fage: 5 of 7
Incoms Statenent Eepoet ID: LB170A
For the Accounting Period: 11 7 20

1 GEHERAL FUND

= = - - Corrsnt Yesar - R —————
Aecaunt Ob -
ject Description Hanth Currant ¥YTH Badgat Variance
Uther Eewvepue
JER0
I MISC. INCONE Si,432.18 81,432.18 51,432,108
Total Dther Eevenua 51,432.18 B1,432.18 0. 00 51,432.18
Hul Income 512,60L.82

S12,601.B2
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n5/08523
11:38:3%

HOKTH LAKE SEMER AND WATER

Incame Statemank

Page: 6§ of 7

Beport ID: LE170A

Far the Actounting Percicd: 11 75 2
2 CAPITAL IMFROVEMENT
= - = Current Year - =
Currant
hecount Object Depoription Month Currsnt ¥TO Budget Varlamce &
Rewan (1T
JS500 C.OF DOMNW. TNTERC/S L. CAP. 1. 500,00 1, 50000 1 500,00 1400
15510 SEWER INTERC/LINE CAF_FEES {2,000,00 4%, 000.00 18, 000.00 24, 000,00 233
45511 Q. OF DOBKELLY S5.&.F. EWR 6, D00, 00 &; D00 o0 b, DEOD. 00 100
35520 SENER 5.A.F. GENERAL FEES 152, 000,00 1832, D00, pd T2, 000,99 120,000 .00 287
35530 WATER INTERC/LINE CAP FEES 4 500.00 4,500 .00 T. 500,00 =3, 000 .00 ED
5540 WATER SEAVICE AVAIL. FEE T8, 000,00 TH, Q00,00 Jp. 000,00 45, 000,00 3280
240
Total Mevenos 334, 000,00 324 , 0040 . 0a 135,000,904 189,000.00 2a0
Expansaes
51100 LAND APPLICATION
TA0  CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 14,358 00 14, 358,00 11,030,400 =3 328,00 130
T2 CAP.IMP, AREAT/TRRIG. FLANT=EXP 2, 800_p@ 2,800,008 1,030.00 =1;7TTR.0:0 272
Tetal Acocount 17,158, 00 17,1548.40 12,060.00 -5, 088.00 142
L3 b 1] HER Headworks
130 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT ¥, 002 .61 3,007, &1 G420 .00 3,487.39 48
Total Acooumt 3, 002,81 3,00, 61 6 450,00 I,487.3% &6
51300 HER PLANT
TAD CAPTITAL IMFROVEHENT 102,772.71 102, T7T2.71 17, 640.00 14,867.329 BT
Total Rooount 102, TT2.71 102, 772.71 117,640 0 14,867.29 7
52006 LIFT STATION
TIl CAPITAL IMEROVEHENT 33,10%8.23 33,1056,.23% Lo, do0.00 -22,805.33 321
Total Asoounk A43,108.23 33,105,123 10, 300.00 =22,805 .23 3521
L2100 CITY OF DONMELLY
T30 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 1 B T B0, B0 B, 240 .00 T,440.00 i@
Total Account 8O0 .00 BOD, B0 B, 24000 T, 440.00 1
S300 SEWER
T30 CAFITAL IMPROVEMENT 22,118,158 22,118,146 13, 300.00 =11, 818.16 215
731  CRP.IMP SEPTAGE HEC FACILITY 104800 L0868 Qg 175, 000,00 173,952 oo 1
¥33 CAP.IMF. STEF TANE BPARTE 3. 140.50 3, 140.50 L. 545,00 =1,595.50° 203
T34 CAP.IMP, STEP TANKS/LIDS/RISER 1,846,585 1,B48.85 =1, 48,85
Total Ascount 28,153 .81 28,153 ,51 186 845 .00 158,691 .49 15
57040 WATER
Ti0 CAPITAL IMPEOVEMENT 9,164,237 9,164.37 T, 2140.080 =1,854.3T 127
Fotal hecount 3,064.27 9,164.37 7,210,000 =1,854_37 127
61000 OFFICE
T30 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 22, 755,92 22,785 593 B, 9ED. 00 -E3,785,92 ze4
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D5/ 08723
11.:“:“ HOATH LAKE SEWER AKD WATER Pager ) of T
Income ScatCemsnt REpaE L gb-l 1317
For the hooounting Periads 11 f 24 o 3 o
£ CAPITAL IMPROAVEMENT
T EEESS s e nss= Oprrant fear —emma —————— -
Agcgount Object o
o i Description Henth Currant YTH Budgat Vaciance &
Total Account 22,755.92 22,755 82 B, 960,00 =13,795.92 254
Tetal Expansss 216,812 35 218,912 .35 I57, T45 .00 140,852 68 &1
et Ingome Crom Dperatichs 107, 0B7.6%
107,087 &8
M=t Tnoame 107, G&T,. 68

107, 087, 68
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05/08 23
11:56:04

HOATH LAKE EEWER AMD WATER
Income Statement

Page: 1 of B

Report IDc LEIVOA

Far the Accoumting Period: 11 ;21
1 GENERAL FUND
= Carrent Year —== A -
Cureant
Acoount Objsct Description Hanth Carrant ¥TID Budgat Wariance ¥
Eervmrige
JO560 TAX 536,50 255,681 .42 231, 075.00 24,806 .42 111
0600  WATER 11, 230,00 116,050 .50 89, 120,606 16, 938,52 117
20700  TAMARACK WRTER 22,872 .00 257, 7 .81 229, 600 .00 Jé,114.81 112
31000 SEWER S8, €02.00 1,007,300, 85 A1E, 16& .00 189,230,858 123
31100 CITY OF DONNELLY =ZENER B agd, o A6, 40000 T2, 24000 14, 160.00 124
31500 INTEREST I1WCOME 157.57 L B | 28,500 DD =23, 460,66 15
JISll QLD LCF INT INCOME-DIST, 2.1 184,02 1&4.02
31520 0OLD KL INT INCOME - DIST, 20,20 262,15 62 .35
220 PENALTY =80, 00 5,615.009 5,615 . 09
32100  BILLING FEES 2, BEI, A3 247,133.15 13,565,060 234,568.19 15687
2200 TAMAR.IT LID BILLING FEES 18,612.00 =18, 612 .00
32301 TAMAR.IIT LID BILLING FEEZD 19,028.33 153, 428,77 248, 675,00 114,754 .97 agy
IZINE  TAMAR.III LID 2% FEKRLTY 11, 228.95 11,329,595 3,0%4.00 B,131.9% 382
12300 TAMAR. I LID BILLING FEES 6,082 18 ZT,.ERB7, 02 27, 687.02
42400 WAGON WHEEL LID BILL. FEES 1,062, 1€ L,0E2. 16 5, 854,00 =4, TH1. 8§ 13
12700 MM/WM LID BILLING FERS 459, 6§ 459, 66 1,125,000 665,34 41
A2E0G DAYSTAR WATER LID BILLING FEE B36,05 A6, 05 535 . 311.05% 159
32%00 L[CR LID BILLING FEES 227,84 227.84 952 .00 =-7124.1& 24
12%10 W.EIDE LID BILLIMG FEES 11,503,004 11,503.04 369.00 11,134,004 3117
130 INEPECTION FEXS SEWER 50.00 8,295, 00 3,500,000 2, 885,00 240
13100 IKSPFECTION FEEF WATER 50.00 2,550, 00 1,2%0.00 1,300.00 204
13200 WATER TURN OH/OFF FEE 200,80 =200.09
4000  ANMNEX/TLAN EEVIEW 3,946,083 2,400, 00 11,.546. 8% 521
32100 JeR/SHOHEY DSRASAF EEPTAGE 9,577.97 B7,760,72 70, 000,00 17, TEQ. T2 128
25300 G&E FROP.=L.5. OFER. FEE 625,00 1,800, 00 =1, 175.00 ig
15800 MNEW DEVELOPMENT FEES 2,425.08 20,000, 00 -E7,574.92 12
25601 FACILITES PLANNING ETOOIES Z,000,00 =2, 000,00
133
Tetal Bevenos 308 . 101.38 2,303 88%,73 1,661,700, 00 B4Z,185.73 139
EXpETisas
HO0100 AEAATIONSTREIGATION PLANT
478 WEED COHNTROL 2,445 .00 2,945 .00
130 HREPALRE & MAINT 1, %00.00 4,835, 00 1,135,000 32
433 BUILDING REPARIR/MAINT. 458,42 1,060,00 631,58 43
GEQ MWISC, EQUIFPMENT B50.00 850,00
Total Rocoount 1,958 42 8,990, 00 7,031.58 22
51100 LAND APPLICATION
123 SPFRINKLER REF/FRET 1,371.89 1,100.00 -271.89 128
613 CHEMICALS 10, 096,75 3, 185,00 -§,511.75 317
617 PUMP/ FLOWMETER EXFEMNSE ¥, 8581 18 X, 086,14 20,000, 00 1€,113.82 19
618 CLOR, 5YS REPAIR/PARTS 141,34 1,100,040 958 .66 13
684 MISC, EXPEMSE 1,850 .00 1,8%3.00



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

G508/ 23 HOETH LAXKE SEHER AKD WATER Pagwes 2 of B
1115608 Incoma SEatement Repoet If: LeiTom
For Cha Azcounting Pariad: it 4 21
1 CEMERAL FUND
= ==== Current Teae - -
Current
Bcoount OBjsct Dmacciption Manth Cuerant TTD Budget Vaziance L
Total Acsount 3,881.19 15, 495, 868 27,035, 00 11,.53%.04 57
G100 HER Headworks
41i HERTER FUEL 18z.00 1, 000,00 218 .00 17
&F1 PRRETE ST B 870 .61 10, 300,00 1,32%.39 BT
431 BUILDIRG REPRIE/HAINT. R2%. A1 1,216 .48 215.00 =1, 001,46 B&&E&
433 TARANSFER BOILDING FARTS 550,00 a50., 00
Total Ascount 1,501.62 10, 3&9.07 12,168 00 1,785,983 L1
Sizxo STEP TAHEER
WES  STEF TANE REPAIR & PARTS 2:125.00 2. 125.00
46 STEP TANE # LIDSS RISERS EXP 18, 600G, 00 18, E00, 00
Total Account 20, 725,.00 20,725, 00
5150 SCRADR SYSTEM
46T SCADK SYSTEM REFAIR 483,50 550,00 66,50 1]
Total Ascount 483, 58 550,00 66.50 @A
513408 MBE PLANT
334 COMP. SUPPORT & ESET VIRODS 414,25 1,445 .00 1,025.75 28
410 PFOWER 5,424 .48 75,3584 .76 20, 006,00 1,E05.29 4
420 CLEANING EXP, 21. 97 56,33 -55 .33
34 DUMPSTER DISPOSAL 234,64 1,483,320 SDn,00 =5%3.20 166
431 PARTS 13, 595.27 10, &10.00 -2:985.27 1@
433 BUILDING REPAIR/HAINT. L, TEE, 45 10, 0040 00 B,233.55 1%
151 COMTRACT OFER. EXP 000, 00 25; 980, 09 32, 350.00 b, 270,00 Bl
530 TELEFHOKE 152,13 1,853,234 1,900,008 46.76 94
E11 HATER 3z. 98 438,23 530.00 91.77 a3
613 CHEMICALS 3,473.0& 12, 00000 B, 52604 29
614 TESTING 120,00 2.016.T4 12, 325, 0 10,208.26 18
615 POND TEST/MISC EXF 13,010, 60 5, 060,00 =11, 95000 1227
628 [DIESEL EXPEHZE 1, 80,00 1,BB0.00
852 CERTIFS/PERMIT/LICERSES B0, 00 L, 060,00 1,000.00 fi
E55 ZENON {5UEZ) SUOPPOET 2, 550.00 2, 580.00
EE] OFFICE EXFEHSE 451 .76 1,060,080 SEB.24 46
BEd MWISC, ENPEMESE 253,97 1, 0EQ.00 BoE.03 24
ET0 HISC. TooLs 1240, 406 530,00 403.94 I3
BE0  MISS, EQUIPMENT 32.19 21,115.00 21,082 81
Total Acesunt T.976.18 la0, 455 41 182,275 00 51,.815.59 T3
51400 BRI BASLH
42 ENON BEMOVAL 100,00 100,00
664 MWISC, EXPENESE 4,120.00 i,130.00
Total Acesunk 4,220.00 4,230,060
52004 LIFT STATION
410 FOWER 1,421.47 22,086,149 23,280.00 183,81 1]
411 FROPRNE 1,862.76 2,060.00 307,24 a1
422 SHOW BEMOVAL 49,153,400 4,775 _ 0D =4, 3T8.00 182
430 REPAIR & MAINT TaE_ 1D 14,419,739 2:12%.00 =1Z, 394,79 ETH
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ohsoasz WORTH LAEE SEWEER AHND WATER Page: 3 of B8
I1:5€:08 Incoms Statement Repart IDr LB17DA
For the Acoounting Pericdr 11 ¢ 21
1 GEHERAL FiiHD
EEssee memmsse- Cprrent Year ----—-----—- e
Currant
Recount Objmet Daseription Hanth Currant YTD Budget Variance L]
431 EPRETE 3, 725_487 31,5:20.00 21,794,021 31
434 PUOILDINGE MISC, EXP 53_T4 2, 0€0.00 2., 006.26 k|
4&4 CLERN LIKES R MG op 21, 550,00 L6, 200,00 25
330 TELEFHONE B16_40 10,128, 06 16,185, 00 59.84 ga
E28 DIESEL EXFENSE Bid.on 530.00
Tabtal Ascount i,995. 97 T, 85B6.51 9%, 08% 00 24 458 4% 75
s21o0 CITY OF DORNELLY
410 POWER EZ2.18 902, 18 1,560.00 97,84 &0
427 SHOM AEMOVAL 210.00 210,00
430 REPAIR & HAINT 1,.547.72 T 200.00 ES2. 20 b
431 PARTSE 2. 500.00 2. 500,00
461 SEWER SERV., LINE REFAIR/MAINT. 3,817,580 2.200.00 =1: 737,59 179
467 MANHOLE REPRIR & PARTE J,925.00 1, 060,00 =2, B65.00 370
4E4° CLEAN LINES 4§, 250,00 4, 25000
6568 LAND LEASE AGREEMERT 1,500.00 TT5.00 =TIE (0 104
Total Account 62.18 11,81%. 38 14, &85, 00 2, BBZ _E2 [ -]
53004 SEWER
%41 STORACE BUTLDING 40, 00 T00., 00 =240,00 1M4
453 DRISGLINE LOCATE EXPEMSE ar.p8a 714, 90 320,046 =388,80 225
461 SEMER BEAV. LINE EEBAIR/MAINT. 65,70 6, 375,00 5,708, 30 in
162 HANBOLE REPRIR & PARTS 21,750, 0 21, 750,00
463 SEWER HEFAIRE = SPRING RON OFF 1,060, 00 1. Q6D , 00
464 CLEAN LIHNES hE. 8y =998, 54
458 DISTRICT EXP. = BATSE MAHHGLES L, 060, 00 1,.060.00
46% COLLECTION SYSTEM REPAIR & PARTS 1,294 .56 1,689, 94 2. 035,00 435,04 R
652 CERTIF/PERMIT/LICENEES L85, 00 =185, 00
Total Rccoint 1,375.04 5,208, 40 33,3%0,00 28,181.60 14
57000 WATER
4EE  SMOW REMOVAL 225,00 1,600,008 1,375,040 L4
430 HEPAIR @ BAINT 2.963,.22 1,500,006 =1,373,32 188
431 TARTS 1.49 1.49 2:125.00 2,123,581
132 BOILDING REPATRSMAINT. BEE Q0 BS5 .00 1,060,053 205,00 Al
1470 ZERVICE LIKE REPAIE/PARTS 1,90%.00 1,600 .00 -301.00 11%
471 HAYDEBANT REFAIRSPARTE 1, 060.00 1,060.00
47 HYDRANT SERVICE MARKERS 2, 125.00 £; 12500
530 TELEPHOKE 25 .00 ITE. 00 3I0.00 4% .00 &
#13 CHEMICALS 5. 744,60 T.500,00 1,785 40 77
€14 TESTING 104, 0d 3,.785.50 4, 700,00 1,414.500 70
218 METERS & PARTS 31, 450,00 3,457,289 1,060,000 -3,397 .38 3I6
E52 CERTIF/PERMIT/LICENSES 2, 385,00 A0O .00 -1,B85.00 258
Total Asesust 4,435 48 21,093.,0% 28,540 .00 o, ad6.91 B3
37100 TAMARACE
332 MEW DEVELOFEMENT ENSINEERING EXE, 1,697.50 -1,6887.%0
333 ATTOMNEY FEES A, 217,00 4,217.00 ig,000.00 5, T&Y 40 12
430 REFAIR & MAINT 4,3%0.5% 129, 390,50 1,500.00 ~12%,850.%9 EE2€
431 FARTS 14, 36%,47 4,250.00 -10,00L9. .47 3236
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05/08/23
11:56:08

For The Accounting Periad:

1 CENERAL FUND

RORTH LANME SEWER AMND WATER
Income Statemsnt
11 J 2%

seEEEEssss e CdrEAnt TRAE -

Page: 4 of 8

Aeport ID: LB17OA

Cusrant
Rscount Object Descripticn Month Cursmnt ¥TO Hudgei Varisnce ¥
132 BUILDIRG REPATR/MAEINT. 1aD, 30 I, 060,040 AR, 00 17
464 CLEAN LINES 1; %00 .00 =1, 900,00
470  SERVICE LINE REPAIR/EPARTS 2200, 03 2,200,008
471 NYDRANT BEFAIRSPARTS 1, 060,00 1,060 006
E13 CHEMICALS 4,434, 8% 8, 675,00 40,15 -]
El4 TESTING 204 .00 3, 20000 2.9%€.00 E
E16 METERS & PARTS 1, &0, 0 B, 60,00
65F CERTIF/FERMIT/LICENSES 1. 427,00 2, 0, 00 573.00 11
Total Ascount 8,607 .59 157,730, 41 3L, 005,08 -12E,715.41 509
57200 PAY 5TAR WELL
410 POWER E22.99 4,867,513 3, 400,00 =1, 46T.55 143
Total Account EF2 08 4,867 53 3,400, 00 =1 467,53 143
STI0G FIE GROYE WELL
%13 POWER 208,14 3, 92%,25 3,400,000 =52%.25 11&
Tetal Ascount 209 .14 3,92%, 25 3,400,840 =-528.25 11#
574488 HAWES BAY WELL
410  POWER i05.49 3, 07447 3,400,006 =174 .47 108
Total Account 305,08 3,574 47 3,.400.00 -174.4T 105
E1000 OFFICE
£80 WOEEMAN'S COMP 1e214.,00 1,214 .00 6, LER, 00 &, 9EE. 0D i}
234 COMP. SUPPORT & ESET YIRDS 1,022.50 2,500,00 -%832.50 121
410 POWER Ips, 72 -309,72
411 PROPANE 1,670, 0R -1,€%0.08
4i0 CLEANING EXF. 160,00 -160.040
423 TRASH EXP. 5747 -B7. 4T
520 T.C.R.M.P.-LIAR, § OTHER INZ 22,400,50 21, 450,00 -950.50 104
531 CELL TELEFHOME/INTERNET 411 .88 4,987 .48 9,700, 00 4,7T02.52 52
50 PORLISHING T4Z .72 250,00 -§32_.T% 297
541 FRINTING/COPYING EXP. ZES, 00 Z2E5_ 0D
242 DDOES & 5UBSCRIPTIONS 109,00 BL8 .85 Z50.00 -3ER_BE  J4E
243 LESAL BECORDINGES 220,04 220,00
580 TRAVEL 13282 %7H, 98 110.00 -4E8.5% GIE
581 MILERGE EXPENZE 181,11 -181.11
580 TRAIMTNG 225.00 225.00
610 SUPPLIES 1E7.EZ 3,505.97 £, 500,00 2,%84q.03 £4
G50 EBANE FEES 46 .46 1,9686.88 GO0, a0 -BEH. BB Z44
631 EBONDING EXPENMSE 185 .00 188,00
633 ANNEMATION EXFENIE BS .80 15,318 33 2,540 .00 =10,815.53 =33
€57 MONTHLY BILLING EXPENSE T9.7% ~TH.78
€81 FORMS/BILLING CARDS/CKS 1,010.74 2.970.28 2, TO0 .00 -270.38 1140
E62 MAILINGS & POSTAGE 714 .65 T.ABT .51 4, TED .00 2.2T2.49 77
63 MISC, OFFICE EXPENSE BT.15 T.0%1.30 10,000.00 2,048, TR T1
EES OFFICE EQUIBHENT REPAIR 728 D0 715 .00
(80 HISC. EQUIPMENT T4s_oo 1,823.72 =1, 623,73
Total Accousnt 4,718 12 Th. 464.21 T4, 080 .00 £15.78 L)
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B 0823
11:56:08

1 GEWERAL FURD

HORTII LANE ZEWER AND WATER
locome Statement
For the Aeceunting Parlod:

i1 ¢ 21

Fage: §5 of 8

Raport I0: LBL70A

Curcent
Azgount Objact Descripetion Haetk
E1100 ADMIN
110 SALARY- AODOHMIRISTRATIVE 18,15%9,.24
111 SHRLARY- HAIHTEHAKCE 12,088, 82
220 EMPLR FICA & MEDICARE EXP 2,347 .84
260 WOREMAR'S OOMP 338.70
290 HERLTH INSURAMCE 5,661 .40
231 RETIMEMENT EXPEHSE 3,852 .22
2592 MAINT CLOTHINE ALLOWANCE
311 BOARD EXPEESE 00,08
450 COMTRACT LABOR
Total Account 42 608 .02
EZ0D GEKEHRRL
330 PROF.AUDIT/RCCT . SERV/EFRER . W-32
331 PROF. ENGINEERIRG SERVICES
331 ATTORMEY FEEE =3, 217.00
J3% FRCILETIES FLANNING STUDIES
EE4 MWISC. EXPEMEE
690 MISC, OVEREAYMENT - REFUNDS TEE, GO
Total Assaunt -3, 451 .00
A3000 SHap
110 FOMER 94,34
432 BUILDING BEPAIR/MAINT.
G61% BHOP SUPFLIES 123,55
670 MWISC. TOOLE 64,00
Total Rocgusik 2AZ _BR
65000 EQUTPFTHENT EXFEMSE
€23 VEHICLES EQUIF. LICENSING
ElE VENICLE GAS EXFENSE 1,094,749
427 WEHICLE MISC. PARTS/BEPATES B2, 87
628 DIESEL EXFENSE
629 BOBECAT MISC, EXPEMSE
ET0  HWISE, TOOLS
GRD  MISS, EQUIPMENT
€81 MISC, EQUIPHERT ENP 474.76
Total Aocount 1,652 52
3000 OFFICE BUILDING EXPEMEE
410 PORER 80,37
411 PROPANE 134,22
420 CLERNING EXF.
423 TERASH EXP.
4310 EREPAIR ¢ MAINT 131,532
450 EEWER L WATER EXP. E5.1%
664 MIEC. EXPENSE
Patal Acoocumt e1%.29

==== Currsnt ¥Year -=s==-=

Curzent ¥T0 Budgak Variance L]
218,584,587 224, 000.00 4,415.43 5B
175,704, 948 2TE, 000,00 57, 295,02 &4

30, 677.58 30, 500.00 702241 : 1]
4,23T7.57 =8 23T.57
12,467, 18 98,000 . 00 25,.532.82 T4
47, 808,49 B0, 500, 00 12,501 .51 Ta
27840 =376, 40
5,300, 00 T 500, 00 Z, 300,00 4]
122,50 =122 .50
55E,250, 28 TOL, 500,00 145,240.7 7%
T 835,00 7. 500, 60 E5., 0 a8
43,891 .15 15,000, 00 -ZE8,991 .15 293
2,400, 00 T, 000, 00 4, 600,00 bt
2,372,700 22,000,080 19,627.30 1%
373,80 -573., 840
2,204,509 -3,208,58
55 381 .24 51,504,080 -7,B81.24 118
1,469,559 1. 500 .00 3.4 Lh]
550,00 EEDR. DD
526,01 -%2¢,81
1:153.57 -1,153,57
3,149,587 2,050,080 -1,099.97 154
30.00 30,00
10,308 4§ 13, 500,00 3,101.54 77
HEZ. 47 3,200.00 2,317T.88 2@
2,1T9.76 1. 275 .00 -9p4 .78 171
530,00 EiG.00
319, 59 1,1006.00 TEE.OL 29
B, 500,00 &, 500 .00
g5 .75 40, 000 .00 15,424 .25 1
i4.346.38 66,135 00 51,788 .62 2z
125_75 2, 000.00 1,2T4.25% 38
1,798,627 S, 100.00 1,300,308 15
120, 00 TEO . DD 3G .00 16
0. o 200 .00
T44.02 1,000.00 Z55 .98 T4
813,28 1,000 00 LE5.72 B3
2,588, 42 S30.00 =ZF.41€ .42 533
T.l80.0% 10, To0 .00 3,509,801 67
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T:-.::E{g: HOETH LAKE SEWER AND WATER Fage: 6§ of &
i Imcoms Statenant Rspart ID: LEL70A
For tha Ascaunting Parlad: 1 ;s :

1 GENERAL FUND

AR —————=e=ass Corrant Yasr = ——— —_—
Current
Aoccouwnt Sbjact Descriptien Haakh Cussent YID Budget Varianos k
Tokal Expsnsoes TH, 447 .12 1,163, 348 _57 1,303, 840 o0 220, 494.43 B4
Hat Income from Oparations 126, 654 .26

1. 140,544.16

Other Revanuos

J6000 MISS. IMCOME g, 12 2,620.04 2, B20.04
Total Other Revsnus GER.12 2,620, 04 0.0 2,630.04
Hat Income 127, 322.08

1,143, 16430
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=) Pk WORTH LAKE SEWEA AND WATER Page; 7 of &
11:56:08 Income Statemsnt Raport ID: LBL7OA
Par the Acooumting Period: 11 /7 1
2 CAFITAL IMPROVEMEHNT
= == Cdrrent Year ———— - ———
Cureaat
Aeccunt Objact Description Maonth Corrant ¥ID Budget Vasriance L]
BEwEnile
35500 <.OF DOHR, INTERC/E.L.CRP. 6, 000, 00 I.000.00 4, 000.00 300
34510 SEWER INTERC/LINE CAE.FEES 115, 304,00 18, 000,00 97, 200.00 &40
15511 . DF DOMMELLY 5.A.F. SHE 24,000, 00 7,000 .00 17, 000.00 343
J5520 SEWER S.A.F. GENERAL FEES 455, 440,00 B4, 400,00 415, 4490.00 595
35530 WATER INTERC/LINE CAP FEES 1,500, 00 10,000,060 =8, 500 .00 15
38540 WATER SERVICE AVAIL. FEE 42,000, B0 42,000, 00 140
15602 STEP TANKS/LIDS/RISERS 18, 600,00 =18, 690,00
34603 SEPTAGE RECEIVING PACILTIY 0,000, 00 E5, 000,00 =35, 000,00 53
2TT
Total Revenuos o.o0 TIB, 14D .00 266, 600,00 ATL, 540,00 277
Expensns
51100 LEHD APPLICATION
130 CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT S 40,000, 00
T3z CAP.IMP. AREAT/IRRLIG.FLANT=EXP 1,200,080 1, 200,00
Total Acoount 41,200,880 41, 200, 00
1200 HER Headdoreks
TI0 CAPITAL THFROVEMEMNT 6, TOO . 00 &, 700,00
Tetal Ascount &, 700,00 &,700.08
51309 MR PLART
TI0  CRPITAL IMFROVEMENT 59,297 00 158, 000,00 T, TRI.00 7%
Totsl Rescunt &7 ,297.00 135,000 .00 ¥, T03.00 T2
S2000 LIFT STATION
730 CAPITAL TMPROVEMENT t8, Too.no in, 700,00
Y38 CAF TMP-LE FUMPS T 457,36 ~7. 457 .36
Total RAssgant T 457,36 18,700,060 3,242 .64 T@
52100 CITY OF DOMBELLY
TI0 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT i, 500.00 B, 500 .60
TIE CAF. IMP. BEMER INTERCERTOM FEE 1,6800.00 1,600.00
Total Asesunt 10,100 00 10,100.00
53000 HERER
TAD CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT 1,445 oD 23,550,138 1%, 180,00 -d,230.18 7122
Til CAP.IMP SEPTACE REC FACILITY 554, 000,00 Z00, 0oD.00 =354, B06.00 277
T3 CRP.IMP. STEP TAMN BARTS 1,éb0.00 1,600, 00
735 CAP. IMP. SENER IHTERCEFTOR FEE 5, 000,00 S5, 000,00
Total Acecunt 1,448.00 578,380 18 225, 860.00 =352, 430.18 256
ETOO0 WATER
TIr CAPTTAL IMPFROVEMENT T, 506,00 T, 500,00
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r5/0a/23
115608

£ CAPITAL TMPROVEMENT

Ancount Sbjsot

HORTH LAKE SEWER AND WATER
Incems Statemmnt

571040

S1004

GZ000

5000

Ghoon

736

T30

TiR

T37

730

EEL

Fage: B of B

Beport TO: LE1TOA

For che Acoounting Percicd: 11 F 2X
== - Currant Year ---- - ==
Currant
Besoriptisn Henth Current ¥TH Budgat Varlanse L]
CAP. IMP. WATER [NTERCEFTOR FEE 5, 000,00 5, 000, 00
iy ¢ . ¥ .
otal Recount 12,504,800 12, 500,00
ThHARACK
CRPITAL IMPROVEMENT 1,080.32
’ - 2,131.64 &, 400,05 q,268.36 33
Total Ascount 1,060.32 2,131, 64 i'.l-ilﬂ.M 4,268 3¢ a3
OFFICE
CAFITAL IMFROVE
MENT - 36,473,758 46, 000.00 9,526,259 5
Total Ascsn 36,473.75 46 ,000,00 9,526,208 98
GENERAL
CAF THP HMRSETER PLAH
58,541 00 -58,541.00
Total RAscount 58,541, 00 -58,541 06
EQUIPTMENT EXFENSE
CAPITAL IHPROVEMEN
7 e - 45, 65000 45, 50,00
Rssaia 4%, 65000 45, 50,00
OFFICE BUILDING ENPENMSE
CREITAL IMPROVEHEN
T " 1,250.00 1, 250.00
Total Aeecunt 4,250,00 4, 25000
Total Esxganses 2,509 .32 TRO 26093 S4d 460 .00 -235,830.93 143
Het Inpceme from Operaticns =2, 505,32
-42,150.53
Hat [nocoms =2,500.32

=4%, 150.93
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05/08/23 HORTH LAXE SEWER AND HATER Fage: 1 of 8
11:57:29 Incomé Statement Report I0: LB1TOA
For the Recounting Paried: 11 ¢ 373
1 GEHERAL FUND
== = = Corrent Ysar -
Current
hocount Object Daseeiption Manth Currant YTD Budgar Varlance L
Rsvenue
lpson  TAX 262,364,731 249, 500,04 12,884,391 1pD5
ME00 WATER P2,4946.00 140,947,740 132, 500.00 B.147.70 10E
I0T00 TAMRAACE WATER 2,093 60 293,212, 90 269, 000.00 Z4,212.90 1049
L0000 ZEWER I3, 436 a0 1,227,896 &S 1,198, 000,00 4%, B6. 65 104
31100 CITY OF DOMMELLY SEWER f,400.00 22,400, 00 100, 700,00 =8, 300.606 8z
F1500 INTEREST THCOME 11,56%. 489 3T, 4€&.35 25, 000,00 12, 466.35 1%0
315180 GLD LCF INT INCOME-DIST, 1BE, 52 185,582
1520  OLD ML INT IMCOME - DIST. 154, 44 154,44
32000 PEHALTY 1, 826.43 13,086,032 13,006,092
2106 BILLIBG FEES 330.38 G5, 80Z_67 38, 6BBO. OB ZT, 122,67 190
32200 TAMAR.II LID BILLING FEES 5,882.53 5,B582.53 2,340, 00 2, 852.58 200
32201 TAMAR.IIT1 LID BILLING FEES 4, 227 .50 ¥, 22750 18,587, 00 15,630.50 184
32202 TAMER,IIT LID 2% PEHALTY 10, 748,25 10,749,324 10, 749,24
33300 TRHMAR. I LID BILLIMNG FEES B, 616.24 B,616,14 8,E96.,00 2;930,.14 1%1
12400 WAGOM MHEEL LID BILL. FEES LETAN BHE. 08 1,100,080 =313.92 81
2700 eesWM LID BILLING FEE3 457.00 =457, 00
2800 DAYSTAR WMATER LID BILLING FEE BB, 45 B0 _45 BE5.00 =16,55 a8
SFR00 ILCR LID BILLIMG FEES Zi5.00 -215.08
32910 W.SIDE LID BILLING FEES 10, %30 .68 10,930, 50 11,390.00 =455.32 56
30 INSFECTION FEES SEWER 200,00 B, 450, 00 i, 000.00 4,450 .00 211
431400 IHIPRCTION FEES WATER 150,00 2,100, 00 1,250.00 50,00 168
A3200 WATER TURN ON/OFF FEE 250,00 250,00
000 AHNEX/FLAN REVIEW 8, 40000 §,000. .00 3, 400,00 1eB
35100 JHRSRONEY DAREAP SEPTAGE 12, %06, 41 123,716.92 A5, 000_ o0 b2, T1E.82 144
35200 Gis PROP.-L.Z. QOFER, FEE 1, %00.00 -1,500.00
35600 NEW DEVELOFMEKT FEES 35,658,312 15,898.33
112
Total Rovanis 248,349 .34 2,383,833 32 2,131,800 .00 252,233 .32 1132
Expanses
SQL100 AERATION/IRRIGATION PLANT
426 WEED CONTROL 4150 .00 dh0.00
430 REPATH § MAINT &, §00.00 6, 800,00
432 BUILDING REPATR/MAINT. 5.55 Le 000 .00 994 45 1
€60 HISC. EQUIPHENT 1, 04000 1,000 .00
Total Ascount 5.58 8,050 00 B,044 .45
51104 LAND APPLICATION
4i5 SFAINKLEH REE/ERRT 45.21 L, 500.00 1,454,758 k|
613 CHEMICALS 11,143,149 13, 000,00 A56.21 83
17 PUMPS FLOWMETER EXPENSE 148,38 5, 00d.00 4,851 &2 3
E18 CLOR. 3¥3 REPALR/PARTS §5T7.T1 €. 000 .00 Sp902.29 i
B64 MIEC. EXPENSE Z13.15 1, 750,00 1,556 85 12
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Qss08/23 BORTH LAKE SEWER AND WATER Fage: 2 of ©
11587228 Ingeme Statemant Repect ID: LE170A
For the Accounting Period: 11 f -2
1 GEHERAL FUMD
= Current Year - -
Currant
hesount Ohject Dascriptisn Manth Currast ¥TD Hadgat Vacianos L]
Total Reeeunt 11, 647.64 2E, 254,00 1d,802.36 44
5100 MEA Haagdworks
412 HEATER FUEL 2,142,51 3,89%5.3) 500.00 -31,38% 33 T1%
431 PRETS 8.35 5. 00000 4,901 _en 2
#32 BUILDING REPRIRSMAINT. 3,135,008 13, 580.94 LS, k.00 1,41%.06 a1
433 THRANEFER BUILDING FARTS 040 . 00 L T
TA0 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 45 140 .00 =45, 1040 .00
Total Asesaunt 5,278.51 62,674, §2 21,100,858 =41, 87d.62 287
51230 SCRDR E¥STEM
46T SCADMN ZYSTEM REPAIR 457, 54 1, 000.00 542,50 q¢
Total Aoosant 457,50 1,000, 00 B42.50 4s
313400 HER FLENT
334 COMP. BOPPORT 4 ESET VIRUS L:986.483 1, 500,00 =q96.83 133
410 POWER 6, TER .75 Bd 337,87 90, 000, 60 E 662,13 54
420F CLEARNIEGZ EXP. 35,51 =-535_81
424 DUMPETER DISPOSAL 216,69 2,118,43 1, 500,00 =fl8.43 141
431 PARTS 1,720.76 3,041,55 15, 000,00 11,.8358._ 45 ]
432 PBUILDING REPATIR/HMAINT, 3,116 80 11,174.15 10, 0040, 00 =1, 074,15 ‘112
4531 CONTRACT QPER. EXP 2,800 .00 24,000, 00 24,000,049 100
81r TELEFHOME 138,15 1,468, 04 3,300,060 1,833,986 44
El1 HATER 53.43 4E8,15 600,05 111.8% Bl
613 CHEMICALS 1,511.588 E, 307,83 5,000, G0 =1,307.0% 126
14 TESTING 231,89 3,EE6, 01 L3, 500.00 #, 833,19 ZT
615  POMND TEST/MISC EXP 4,550.00 1,200,000 =3,350.00 4578
EdB DIESEL EXPENHSE 2, 500, {0 2, 500,00
632 CERTIF/FERAMIT/LICENSES 100.00 1,486.70 1, 500,00 13,30 a8
655 RENOK (SUEZ} SUFFORT 1,500,909 1,500,000
650 QFFICE EXFEMSE 7,21 1,456,320 1,150,008 =306.20 137
&4 MISC. EXFENSE 725,00 2,504, 55 Z,000.00 =504.55 148
BI0 MISC. TOOLS B7.94 545,53 S00 .00 -45,.5% 1039
EH0  HISC. EQUIFMENT EO7.&T 2,226.22 22, 000, 00 15,773. T8 10
Total Aocount 17, 72385 151,801, .57 19&, 750,00 44,94&. 43 77
51400 Bl BASIH
122 BEBWOW REMOVAL 500,00 S0, 00
£Ed  MWISC. EXPENSE 50,000,000 50, 000,00
Total Acoount 50,500,000 50.500.00
Sooo LIFT STRATION
4110 FOWER 1, 799,09 22, 069.08 2%, 0040, 00 3,930.%2 a5
411 PROPANE 1,398.23 2, %00.00 1,109,117 S6
422 EHNOW BEMOVAL S.460.00 10,000.00 4. 540.00 -1
430 REFAIR & MATHT 1,365,040 23,248 8 30,000.00 g, 7%1.32 717
434 EBUILDIRGS MISC, EXE 7. 000,00 F,000.00
464 CLEMY LIMES 23,005, 25 22,000 00 -209.25 104
53¢ TELEPHOHE A43.01 8, 086.E2 L1, 000,00 1,513 .38 {[K]
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DESOBS23
11:5% 129

1 GENERAL PUKD

Asecunt Objast

HORETI LAKE BEWER AND WATER
Incona Statement
For the Accomnting Parlied;

i1 7 =23

SEL00

23000

STO0

&Tio0

410
q3om
431
461
487
64
ESE

441
aL2
461
ez
183
1€48
465

122
139
831
43z
470
171
172
830
€13
£14
6l
652

332
qan
431
d3z
470
171
£11
&l4
Gl
652

Fage: 3 af &

Bsport ID: LE]ITOA

R S —————— e L TEEE Year

Current
Daseciption Hanth Cursent ¥TO Budget Variance %
Total Aocount 3,817 08 LE -1 B 108, 50000 24,435 54 TT
CITY OF DOMKELLY
PORER Ti.14 1,009,135 1,%00,00 490,65 &7
REFAIR & MAINT i,000.00 1,000,00
FRRTE 2,500, 00 2, 500,00
SEWER BERY, LINE REPARTR/MAINT. 3, 0040.00 31,000.00
HMAKHEOLE REPAIR & PARTS 4,9000.00 4,000.00
CLERN LTHES B0, 00 4,500, 00 3y, Too.oD L&
LAND LEASE RGEEEMENT 150,00 TE50. 00 100
Tetal Account T3.14 2,558 .38 17,.28¢.00 14,690, 65 15
SEWER
STORAGE BUILDING i,.500.00 1,000.00 -500.00 150
DIGLINE LOSATE EXFEHSE By 41 B2E. 59 1,908 .00 173.43 83
SEWER SEAV. LINE REFATH/MAINT. A18. 040 H, 500 00 §5.68%.00 13
HANBOLE REFAIR & ERRTS 121 .04 25, 000.00 24, 878,12
SEWER REFATRS - SERING BUN OFF 200, 000 .00 209,000,900
RDISTAICT EXP, - RATSE MANAODLES 5, 000,00 L, 000,99
COLLECTION SYSTEM REFAIR & FARTS B, 594,08 A5,.597.72 T6, 500 .00 40,502 .23 a7
Total Accounk B, 675 .26 38, BEL .17 315,004 .00 2TE, 138 .83 12
HATER
FHOW AEMOVAL 920,00 1,600.00 GEQ .00 58
HEPRIR & MATHT E7] .98 ER5. 0% 2,000, 00 1, 304,07 35
FAATS 15,037.3¢ 17,670 4% 2,500.00 =15,170.42 TOT
HUTLDIKG REPAIH/MAINT. J39.97 500,80 170,03 EE
SERYITE LINE REBAIR/FARTS 53.4% L, 600,00 1,040.51 15
HYDPANT REFAIRSPRATS 1E7.4% 3,000,006 2. 832,58 &
HYDRANT SERVICE HARKERS 2,125.00 2. 125.00
TELEPHONE il.40 294,62 3Sa. o0 i5.38 g4
CHEMICALE T 125,02 B, 000 . 00 1,270,594 28
TESTING 92, B0 9,229,084 4, To0. 00 =4, 529,84 136
HETERS & PARTS T30 1, 000,00 B2E.14 T
CERTIF/PERMIT/L1CENSES Z. 300,00 1,500.00 =@30.00 155
Total Agoount i5,.832,74 40, 054 .64 23,875,00 =10 . 17%.64 134
TRNMEACK
HEN DEVELOPEMERT EWSINEERING EXE. B 50000 2, 500,00
REFATR § MAINT 46,233, 70 2,000, 00 =44, 330,70 2312
FARTS 11.95 22.57 &, 500, 00 E, 4TT.42
BUILEING BEFAIRN/HAINT. 24,23 223.98 1,500,00 1,2T6.02 t%
SERVICE LINE REPAIR/PARTES 30.47 2, 500,00 2,469,513 1
HYDRAKT REPAIR,PARTE 2, 500,00 2, 500,00
CHEHICALS 9,388,005 4,750,840 -4, 638,05 158
TEETING 15,00 1,779,32 1,000,080 =2: T79.3% 378
METERS & PARTS 1,500,080 E; 500,00
CERTIFYPERMIT/LICENSES 1,412, 00 1,000 00 =12.00 141
Total Rcogount 5517 61,086, 00 25 TEO. 00 =35, 34608 237
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080823
1E:57:29

1 CENERAL FUOND

Apoount Geject

NORTE LAEE SEWEE AND WATER
Inécame Statemant
Fer the Acocunting Pericd:

11 /B2

Page: 4 of 2

Repark ID: LEI1TOA

STE00

sioo

R ele)

61000

s1100

w2000

=== Currast Year

416 POWER

410

410

334
410
411
470
423
520
£E31
sS40
541
543
543
LED
SE1
550
610
650
651
§53
EE1
EET
£63
665
[ -51]

ilp
111
220
260
294
251
252
A3

Currant
Dassription Month Current ¥TO Budgat Varianoe L
DAY S3TAR WELL
415,01 4,833.6] 4 1E7.00 -GEE.61 116
Tetal Acoount 419,01 4,833 61 4,167, 00 ~§6E. 81 116
FIE CROVE WELL
POWER S62.52 5, 040,53 1,1&7.00 =§73.93 121
Total Aooount Hgz .9z 5.040.53 4,167.00 ~873.83 121
HAKES BAY WELL
PFOMER 116.37 4,597 .03 §,166.00 =151.03 10%
Total Account 418.37 1,357.03 4,16, 00 =181.03 108
OFFICE
COMEF. SOPFIRT & ESET VIRUS 10,795 &3 12, 300 .00 1, 700,37 BE
FOWER 6. B 1,097,068 1, 500.00 402, 84 3
FROEANE 482,96 4,51€.19 1,006,660 =1, 016.1% 134g
CLEEANIRG EXP. L50 .00 600,00 450,00 25
TEASH EXP. 161,47 456.14 0. 00 =136.14 145
[.C.R.M.P.-LIAM,. & OTHER IH% 24, 824,30 25,000 .00 176,00 a4
EELL TELEFHONE/INTERARET §31.1%9 G.352.18 f, 000, 00 2,647 .82 6T
MIBLISAIRG S00.00 SR, 00
PRINTING/COPYING EXP. 300,00 F00,00
BUES & SUBSCRIPTIOHS 153.09 2,048,768 250,00 =1,7%8,76 &0
LEGAL RECOROTHGS 300,00 300,00
TRAVEL 1,038,897 250,00 =7HR.BT 41§
HILERGE EAFERSE 474,63 535,00 250,00 =285.,00 214
TREAIMING 250,00 250,00
SUPPLIES 11.&% 2,501.%2 5, 000,00 2, 418.78 52
HANE FEES 107.20 4,212,537 7,500 .00 3,287.€3 56
HOMDING EXPENSE 175,86 L75.00 1949
ANNENATION EXFENSE 1,184.04 10, DOF, 00 B,815.9¢ 12
FOFEMS /BILLIBG ChRRADRSSCKS R348 Lo, pon,00 9, 46E,.54 5
HAILINGE & POSTAGE T 439,38 9, 500,00 2,080 64 TE
MISC. OFFICE EXPENSE 333.1% &, 00,00 4,566, 8] T
OFFICE EQUIFMENT BREPAIR 154,09 150,90
MISC, EQUIRMENT 4%, 59 -49,99
Total Resount 2,255,300 65, BOE, B8 100, 925 ., 68 34,118.04 66
ADMIN
ZALARY- AROMINISTRATIVE 18,247.%8 229,850,246 230, 000. 00 145.74 1400
SALARY- HAINTEHRNCE 1%, 176.00 195,557 .27 290, 000, 00 G4, 44273 7
EMFLR FICKR & MEDICRRE EXF 2,BBE.02 32,964 .51 40, €00 .00 T,83% 45 &1
WORKHAN"E COMP S2F.20 5:026.05 g, o000 2;9T3_85 B3
HEALTH IMSURABECE 10, 65&, 00 102,722 8% 120, 00000 17, 2¥7.15 EE
RETIREMENT EXPEMZE 4, 492,54 51, Z85.09 &, 000,00 14,7T04.31 T8
HAINT CLOTHING ALLOWARCE 1,413,158 i, 500.00 BHE.BS 54
EDARD EXFEEZE 30, 00 5,500.00 7, 500,00 2,0600.00 73
Total Aocount 86,283.74 24,329 18 Téd, 600 .00 139, ,270.82 B2

SENERAL
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1 GENERAL FUMD

Aooount Gbjeat

EE]
331
333
EEE]
EF0

Gigon
410
43T
E12
670

5000
B35
&26
27
623
4
BTD
B
EQ1

GEH0D
811
LEL
460
EBd

Other Rewvemniss

Je00o

RHORTH LAXE ZEMER AHD WATER Page: 5 of &8
Income ETalement Repepk ID: LEITDA
For the hAoceunting Peried: 11 / 22
= Current Year ====--- mmmma e
Ceroent
bescription Menth Currant ¥YTD Budgeat Vacianos L]
FROF. AUDIT/ACCT. SERV/PREP.W-2 T 50000 T, E00.00 300 .00 56
FROF. ENGINEERING SERVICESD B, 245,00 B0, 9R3. 95 35, 000.00 =25, 981,75 174
ATTORHEY FEES TET.50 5, 232,50 15,000,088 19, 767,850 21
FACTLITIES FLANNIKG STUDIES 15, 000 .00 15, 000 .00
HIEC. OVERPAYHENT - HEFUNDS L. 108. 6p =1, 108.00
Total Acceunt 10,863, 50 Td, B34 .28 B2, 800,00 T,978.7T8 g0
SHOF
FORER 157,18 1,784 .42 2, 000,00 215,88 ea3
BUILDIKG REPAIA/MAINT, 500,00 500,00
SHOF SUPPLIES 279,50 =278,50
MISC, TOOLS 1,250.18 =1,250.16
Total Account 187,18 3,314, 08 2,500,009 =014.08 133
EQUIFTMENT EXFENSE
YEHICLEY EQUIP. LICENSING LOG. 00 100, 00
VEHICLE GAS EMPENSE B9E. 95 11.860,2L1 L4, 000,00 &, 139,78 ]
VEHICLE HISC. FARTE/REPATIRS 245.4% 1,503.22 5, 000,00 3, 496,78 1p
DIESEL EXPEHSE 714,17 1,101,680 2. 500,00 L,398, 40 14
BOHCAT MISC. EXFEHSE 1,000, 68 1,099,090
HIZD. TOOLS 18,42 1. 500, Gk 1,480,588 1
MIEC. EQUTPHMERT 103,80 5000, 00 4,886,230 2
MISC. EQUIPHENT EXP ER7,38 25,000, 00 24,437 . €1 Z
Total Acosant 1,B56,6L 15,155, 64 54 100,00 38, 944 .36 28
OFFICE BUILDING EXFENSE
PROPAKE 561,41 -BE1,41
HEFAIR & HWATHT 580,29 5,160, 61 150000 =31, E60,6] 345
SEWER L WATER EXE, T0.48 B42 .54 1,000.00 157 .44 B4
M1S5C. EZXFEHSE 10&,33 1,309,086 2. 500.00 1,190.12 52
Totsl Acocount TET, 10 7,882, 46 5,000, 00 -2, ,BB2 .46 150
Tatal Expanses 134,276 46 1,I89,766.73 1,822 450.00 562, ,6B3.27 &W
Het Income Crem Operations 124,072,848
1,124,066.59
MISC, INCOME 3, 380.3% 3, T18_3%9 3, 71%_ 39
Total Othar Rersnus 3,860, 33 3,718,389 .00 3,718,389
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DEADRSED

11:57 29 WORTH LAKE SEWER AMD WATER Paga: & &f B

Inoomg Stabement Be I‘_ i -
For the Accounting Period: 11y 22 POEL:" X LB1TOR

1. GEMERAL FUME

e Currsnt Year mmmm——
Current
Recsent Objeot besoription Month Currant ¥TD Budget Variance
Het Income 127, 433,27

1,127,.781.98
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O5/08/2]
11:57:128

BIRTH LAKE SENHER AND WATER
Inoome Statement

Page: T of A

Bsport ID: LE170A

Far the Accoumting Periad: 11 f 232
# CAPITRL IMPROVEMENT
= .ﬂ-“mt faar --- p—
Curcant
Aceaant Objeck Deazeiption Mantk Cussant YTD Budget Varianos ¥
Revanas
AS500 C.OF DONW. INTERC/S.L.CKP. 1,500.00 1,%00, 00 108
15510 ZEMER IHNTERC/LINE CAF.FEES E9, 00 . DO A5, 600,00 i, 000 .00 18T
35511 C. OF DONNELLY S5.A.F. SHB 6, 000.00 b, 000,00 160
5520 SEWEE 2.A.F. GENERAL FEES 246,000,900 B0, 000,00 156, 000.00 3273
A5530 WATER INTERC/LINE CAF FEES 19,500 .00 #, 000 .00 1,%00.00 175
J5540 WATER SEAVICE AVAIL. FEE B4, 000,00 34,008 oo 48, 000.00 233
I5610 SEMER GRANHT REIMBUREENENT 4,503, 00 39,758 .00 35,988 .00
35620 WATER GERANT REIMBURSEMENT 3, 085,00 35,876.00 i5,8Te.00
282
Tetal Ravanus 7. 588,00 492,634 .00 174 . 500.80 318,8%4.00 zB2
Expensas
51100 LEME APFLICRTION
T2 CAP.IMP. RREAT/IRRIC. PLANT-EXP 1, 2%0.00 1,250, 00
Total Acoount 1,250.00 1,250.00
51zao MER Headworks
30 CAPITAL IMPROAWEMENT 360, 800,00 360, 800, 00 T, 000,00 =153, 800.00 B1E4
738 BUTLDIKG UPCRAGES 1,935,900 34,470,040 =34, 470,00
Total Aooount 362,715, 00 395,270,040 1 T =388,270.00 5647
§i30o MER PFLAKT
T30 CAPITAL IMPROVEHEHT 112,373, 31 135, pod. 00 Z2,636.6% B3
Total Ascount 112,373.31 135, 000, 00 22, 626.69 B3
Szb00 LIFT STATION
TIF CAPITAL THRROVEMENT 5,595, 00 L1, 006,60 S, 405,00 51
Total Reccunt 5,595,040 11,000, 00 5,405,00 51
S2io0 CITY OF DONNELLY
TI0 CAPITAL IMPROVEMEET B, 500,00 B, 500,00
T35 <CaP. TMP. SENER INTERCEFTOR FEE 1, 500,00 160000
Total Account 148,100, 88 10,100.00
E % [Tl SEWER
730 CAPITAL IMFROVEMENT 4,831, 50 44,851,490 27%, 000,00 230, 348,10 L&
TS CAP, IMP. SEMER INTERCEFTOR FEE 5,000, 00 S, 000, 0D
T37 CAFP IWF MASTER FLAK 13, 6v0. 00 83,553, 00 -831, BEG 00
Total Rscount 18,301 50 138,210 50 280,000, 00 141,788,180 48
5T000 WATER
730 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 4%p,52 15, 000,00 14,441 4% &
TI€& CAF. IMP. WATER IMTERCEPTOR FEE &, 000,00 &, 00000
737 CAP IMPF MASTER FLAN 4,138.00 v5,515.00 ~T8, B1%_ B0
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a5/08/23
1118729

ROETH LAXE SEWER AND WATEE
Ingcone Statement

FPar ths Aoconntimg Paciad: 1/ 22

2 CAPITAL IMPROVEHENT

Page: 8 of 8

Rapart ID: LB17DA

= - Currant Tear ---———- [ ——— HEe
Currant
Rzoount Object Deacription Month Currant YTO Budget Variance L
Total Aooount 4,.138.00 TE,073_ 52 20,000.00 =56,87T3.52 380
ST100 TRMARACE
T30 CAFITAL IHPROVEMENT £, 40000 6,400,080
Total Asoount 6, 400,00 &, 400.00
81000 QOFFICE
730 CAPITAL IMPROVEMERT E45. 00 =G40.00
Total Acoount #d5. 00 =f4%. 00
X000 GENERAT
TAT AP IMP HASTER PLAR I0,758_00 =30, T5%. 00
Total Account 30,788 00 =33, 759, 00
B5000 EQUIFTHENT EXPENSE
T30 CRFITAL IHPROVEMENT 12, 900,00 12, 900,00
Total Rscount 12,880, 00 12, 800,80
Total Expansas 385,154 .50 750 ,930.73 A83, €50, 00 -275,280.7% 189
Het Income from Oparaticns =377, 564 .50
=266, 296 T3
Het Incaoms =377, 5346 . 50

-266, 296,71
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Client:
Project:

Project No.:
Location:

Date:

Reviewed By:

NLRSWD

Wastewater Master Plan Update

218102-006

Meridian Office

Aug-23

JMK

Total Estimated Cost

Project ID# Project Name Project Trigger (2023 Dollars)
1.1 Pump Station SCADA Improvements Data information collection and tracking $1,210,000
12 Downstream WW Lake Crossing Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $3,872,000
13 WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $160,000
14 Day/Wagon Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $260,000
15 Mtn Shadows Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $140,000
16 Mtn Meadows Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to existing peak flow $180,000
17 Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $60,000
18 Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $80,000
19 Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $70,000
110 Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $69,000
1.1 The Reserve Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $77,000
112 FM Church Camp Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $30,000
113 Tamarack (Discovery, Upper) Pump Station Upgrades Correct existing pump redundancy deficiency $25,000
114 Pump Station Safety and Security Improvements Improved system safety and security $580,000
1.15 Little Lane Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $32,000
1.16 Grasmick Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $52,000
147 Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $16,000
1.18 Camas Pump Station Upgrades Prevention of backflow $14,000
1.19 Margot Pump Station Upgrades Prevention of backflow $30,000
1.20 Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control $7,000
1.21 Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control and lifespan $16,000
1.22 Steelhead Pump Station Upgrades Improved level control and lifespan $10,000
Total Priority 1 Improvements (rounded) | $6,990,000
Priority 2 Improvements (Prior to 20 Years)
21 Parallel Force Main to WWTP Increase conveyance capacity to WWTP $2,244,000
2.2 Upstream WW Lake Crossing Lift Station Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $996,000
2.3 Upstream Day/Wagon Lift Station Gravity Line Improvement Increase pipeline capacity $5,324,000
24 Pump Station Air Release Valve Improvements Improve pipe pressures $150,000
25 Pump Station Flow Monitoring Improvements Improved efficiency, operation, and management $1,400,000
2.6 Pump Station Gauge Improvements Improved efficiency and operation $180,000
2.7 Pump Station Backup Power Improvements (Transfer Switches Only) Improved reliability and emergency coverage $620,000
2.8 20-Yr WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $1,750,000
29 20-Yr Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $220,000
2.10 20-Yr Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $1,750,000
211 20-Yr Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
212 20-Yr Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
213 20-Yr Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $208,000
2.14 20-Yr Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $894,000
215 20-Yr Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $110,000
2.16 Fir Grove Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $144,000
217 Day Star Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $122,000
2.18 Arrowhead Pump Station Upgrades Increase pump firm capacity to 20-yr peak flow $20,000
219 Hillhouse Pump Station Upgrades Replacement of worn components $46,000
2.20 RR Village Pump Station Upgrades Replacement of worn components $11,800
2.21 Lake Forest Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $3,000
2.22 Meadows (West Mtn) Pump Station Upgrades Improved efficiency and operation $15,000
Total Priority 2 Improvements (rounded) $16,427,800
TOTAL SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS COSTS (rounded) $23,417,800
1. The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. Keller Associates
has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions, p or bidding strategies. Keller A
cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
2. Federal funding requirements (i.e. AIS) were not included in costs and if this type of funding is utilized it is recommended cost estimates be revisited.

Page 1of 1
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Pump Station SCADA Improvements

Project Identifier: 1.1

Need for Project:
- Lack of SCADA connection at all pump stations

Objective:
- Improve ease of pump station operation and data information
tracking and collection

Design Considerations:
- SCADA Master Plan and implementation

General Line ltem

Goods and Services

Estimated
Quantity

Unit Price

Location:

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Item Cost (Rounded)

SCADA Integration (including cellular connection)

1

LS

$600,000

$ 600,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Construction Subtotal | $ 600,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 60,000
Bonding 3% $ 15,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 90,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 180,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 945,000

SCADA Master Plan LS $ 150,000
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 142,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 47,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 47,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $

Surveying LS $

Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 28,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) I3

1,210,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.

Page 1of 1
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Downstream WW Lake Crossing Gravity Line
Improvement

Project Identifier: 1.2

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline does not have adequate capacity to

convey flows

Objective:
- Increase the capacity of the existing line

Design Considerations:

- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities
- Full lane replacement is assumed

- Construction assumed to take 45 days

General Line ltem EQSS:;E" Unit  UnitPrice ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z);aagﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
18-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 4,100 LF |$ 263 | $ 1,076,700
Manholes (60") 21 EA | $ 16,089 | $ 337,900
Full Lane Pavement Repair 4,100 LF |'$ 10119 414,100
Traffic Control - With Flagging 4,100 LF | $ 9% 37,700
Bypass Pumping 45 DAY | § 800 | § 36,000

Construction Subtotal

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

$ 1,902,400

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 190,200
Bonding 2.5% $ 47,600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 285,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 570,700

Total Construction Subtotal

Plans and Contract Documents

$ 2,997,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) [ 37X 1]

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 450,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 149,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 149,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 90,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

Page 2 of 15
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.3

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded 3
1
Objective: 3 ]

- Increase pump firm capacity to handle existing peak flows

Design Considerations:
- Intent is to phase pump capacity to 20-year peak inflow capacity f

- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

Estimated : Total Cost

General Line Item . Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded)
Quantity

(2023 Dollars)

Goods and Services

Replace Existing Pumps with 475 gpm Pumps 2 EA $25,000 $ 50,000

Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000

Construction Subtotal | $ 75,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 7,500

Bonding 2.5% $ 1,900

Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 11,300

Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 23,000

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 119,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 18,000

Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 6,000

Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 6,000

Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -

SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000

Surveying 5% $ -

Environmental & Permitting LS $ -

Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 3,600

Total Project Costs (rounded) 160,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary
from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Day/Wagon Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.4

Location: Hereford Rd.

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and and increase pump firm
capacity to handle existing and future peak flows

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated
Quantity

Unit Price

DB

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost

(2023 Dollars)

Install Camlock Cap 1 EA $1,000 $ 1,000
Replace Existing Pumps with 650 gpm Pumps 2 EA $30,000 $ 60,000
Mechanical Upgrades 1 LS $40,000 $ 40,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 126,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 12,600
Bonding 2.5% $ 3,200
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 18,900
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 38,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 199,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 30,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 10,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 10,000
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 6,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) 260,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Mtn Shadows Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.5

Location: Shadows Trail

Need for Project:
- Poor space and safety as site access is right in the road. Firm

capacity of pumps is exceeded

Objective:
- Improve site protection and safety. Increase pump firm capacity
to handle existing and future peak flows

Design Considerations:

- Wet well hatch blocks electrical panel

- Site is located right next to road; construction equipment may
protrude into road

- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line Item

Estimated

Quantity Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

(2023 Dollars)

Total Cost

Goods and Services
Replace Existing Pumps with 180 gpm Pumps 2 EA $12,000 $ 24,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Modify Access to Improve Safety 1 EA $15,000 $ 15,000

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

64,000

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 6,400
Bonding 2.5% $ 1,600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 10,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 19,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 101,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) 3 140,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 15,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 5,100
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 5,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 3,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Mtn Meadows Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.6

Location: Cameron Dr.

Need for Project:
- Poor space and safety as site access is right in the road. Firm

capacity of pumps is exceeded

Objective:
- Improve site protection and safety. Increase pump firm capacity
to handle existing and future peak flows

Design Considerations:

- Assumes available fall protection just needs to be
connected/clipped in

- Site is located right next to road; construction equipment may
protrude into road

- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Existing Pumps with 380 gpm Pumps 2 EA $22,500 $ 45,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Modify Access to Improve Safety 1 EA $15,000 $ 15,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 85,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 8,500
Bonding 2.5% $ 2,100
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 12,800
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 25,500
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 134,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) 3 180,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 20,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 6,700
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 6,700
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -

SCADA Integration 5% $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ 2,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -

Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 4,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.7

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and address pump
redundancy issue

Design Considerations:

- Assumes all interior pipe/supports are corroded needing
replacement

- Assumes bypass pump provisions located on site are in working
order and just need to be reinstalled

- Space for 3 pumps _ PIpemdmme
- Assumes the inspection of pump 2 will result in impeller and it
bearing replacements "
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;;ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Pump 2 Impeller and Bearings 1 EA $6,500 $ 6,500
Pipe and Support Replacement 1 LS $18,000 $ 18,000
Reinstall Bypass Pump Provisions 1 EA $2,500 $ 2,500
Wire Manual Transfer Switch (after addition of portable generator connection) 1 EA $1,000 $ 1,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 28,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 2,800
Bonding 2.5% $ 700
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 4,200
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 8,000

Total Construction Subtotal | $

Plans and Contract Documents

44,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) 60,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 7,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 2,200
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 2,200
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 1,300

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLER

Project Title: Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.8

Location: Patty Dr.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed
upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and address pump
redundancy issue

Design Considerations:
- Assumes all interior pipe/supports are corroded needing
replacement

General Line Item

—

Estimated
Quantity

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

(2023 Dollars)

Total Cost

Total Project Costs (rounded) 80,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Goods and Services
Remove and Replace Pump 2 1 EA $20,000 $ 20,000
Pipe and Support Replacement 1 LS $18,000 $ 18,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 38,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 3,800
Bonding 2.5% $ 1,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 5,700
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 11,000
Total Construction Subtotal | § 60,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 9,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 3,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 3,000
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 1,800

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.9

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and address pump
redundancy issue

Design Considerations:

- May be a pump removal problem due to the placement of the
level sensor

- Removal/reinstallation of sensor likely needed

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated
Quantity

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Remove and Replace Pump 1 1 EA $20,000 $ 20,000
Removal/Reinstallation of Level Sensor 1 EA $2,500 $ 2,500
Grout Rehabilitation 50 SF $125 $ 6,300
Replace Wet Well Safety Latch 1 EA $500 $ 500
Construction Subtotal | $ 29,300
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 2,900
Bonding 2.5% $ 700
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 4,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 9,000
Total Construction Subtotal | § 47,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 7,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 2,400
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 2,400
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 1,400

Total Project Costs (rounded) 70,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.10

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and address pump
sizing/redundancy issues

Design Considerations:

- Assumes all interior pipe/supports are corroded needing
replacement

- 1 oversized pump and 1 jockey pump

- Room for 3 pumps; considering replacing oversized pump and
adding a second pump and removing the undersized jockey pump

Estimated

General Line Item Quantity

Goods and Services

L s Fom

Unit

Unit Price

a8

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Pipe and Support Replacement

LS

$18,000

$ 18,000

Replace or Modify Pump for System 2

EA

$7,500

$ 15,000

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

33,000

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 3,300
Bonding 2.5% $ 800
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 5,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 10,000

Total Construction Subtotal | $

Plans and Contract Documents

53,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) 69,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 8,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 2,700
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 2,700
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 2,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

Page 10 of 15



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: The Reserve Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.11

Location: Kantola Rd. & Lee Way

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and address pump
redundancy and ground stability issues

Design Considerations:
- The site floods each spring; plan construction accordingly

Aan lie M
| S8
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Vault Leakage Repair 1 EA $3,000 $ 3,000
Site Ground Improvements 1 LS $10,000 $ 10,000
Conduit Installation 1 EA $5,000 $ 5,000
Install Second Pump 1 EA $20,000 $ 20,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 38,000
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 3,800
Bonding 2.5% $ 1,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 5,700
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 11,400
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 60,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) I} 77,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 9,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 3,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 3,000
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 2,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: FM Church Camp Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.12

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and address pump
redundancy issue

Design Considerations:
- Assumes the inspection of pump 2 will result in impeller and

R

bearing replacements ol
o
{
General Line Item Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  Item Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Pump 2 Impeller and Bearings 1 EA $6,500 $ 6,500
Install Check Valve on Vault Drain 1 EA $3,000 $ 3,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 9,500
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 1,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 200
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 1,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 3,000
Total Construction Subtotal | § 16,000

Plans and Contract Documents

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 2,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 800
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 800
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 500

Total Project Costs (rounded) 30,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Tamarack (Discovery, Upper) Pump Station
Upgrades

Project Identifier: 1.13

Location: Discover Dr.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station

Design Considerations:
- Assumes the inspection of pump 2 will result in impeller and
bearing replacement

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated .

Quantity Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Replace Pump 2 Impeller and Bearings

1 EA $6,500 $ 6,500

Repair Power Meter

1 EA §5,000 $ 5,000

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

11,500

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 1,200
Bonding 2.5% $ 300
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 1,700
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 3,500
Total Construction Subtotal | § 19,000

Plans and Contract Documents

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 3,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 1,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 1,000
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 600

Total Project Costs (rounded)

25,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Pump Station Safety and Security Improvements

Project Identifier: 1.14

Location:
T | iy

Need for Project:
- Lack of fencing, fall protection, and locks at pump stations

Objective:
- Improve safety and security

Design Considerations:
- Averaging around 85 LF per site as per Google Earth estimates:
- 85 LF x 29 sites = 2,465 rounded up ~2,500
LF of fencing
- Assuming half of pump stations also have a vault that needs fall
protection installed:
- 24 wet wells needing fall protection +
(29/2) vaults needing fall protection rounded
to nearest whole number = 38
- Assuming all pump stations are missing 1 lock:
- 29 locks for every new fence + 29 missing =
58 rounded up ~ 60 locks needed

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated
Quantity

o g
i A o e s
St Lo j
-.*1.5‘: ( :l.l"t-'-i |

3 ]
4 g e

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

(2023 Dollars)

Total Cost

Fencing Installation 2,500 LF $40 $ 100,000
Fall Protection Installation 38 EA $5,000 $ 190,000
High Security Padlock 60 EA $30 $ 1,800

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

291,800

Total Project Costs (rounded) 3 580,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 29,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 7,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 44,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 88,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 460,000
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 69,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 23,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 23,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ -

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Little Lane Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.15

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station

Design Considerations:
- Site is located right next to W Mountain Rd.; construction
equipment may protrude into road

x
A
. Estimated : o Total Cost
General Line Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded) (2023 Dollars)
Goods and Services
Drain and Repair Valve Vault 1 EA $5,000 $ 5,000
Replace Damaged Valves 4 EA $2,500 $ 10,000

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

15,000

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 1,500
Bonding 2.5% $ 400
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 2,300
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 4,500
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 24,000

Plans and Contract Documents

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 4,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 1,200
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 1,200
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 800

Total Project Costs (rounded)

32,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Grasmick Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.16

Location: W Mountain Rd.

Need for Project: T
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed b 1

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and repair mixer to extend
life of pumps and wet well

Design Considerations:

upgrades that come with wear over time b

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Pipe and Support Replacement 1 LS $18,000 $ 18,000
Replace Mixer 1 EA $7,500 $ 7,500
Construction Subtotal | $ 25,500
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 2,600
Bonding 0.0% $ -
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 3,800
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 7,700
Total Construction Subtotal | § 40,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) 52,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 6,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 2,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 2,000
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 1,200

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.17

Location: W Mountain Rd.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and repair mixer to extend
life of pumps and wet well

Design Considerations:

General Line Item Estimated

Quantity

Goods and Services

Unit

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Replace Mixer 1 EA $7,500 $ 7,500
Construction Subtotal | $ 7,500
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 800
Bonding 0.0% $ -
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 1,100
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 2,300
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 12,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) $ 16,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 2,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 600
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 600
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting 5% $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Camas Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.18

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and prevent possibility of
backflow

Design Considerations:
- Wet well hatch blocks control panel

H'i_i'!if

Caiel >
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (zz‘z’gal')gﬁ::s)

Goods and Services

Replace Broken Check Valve 2 EA $3,000 $ 6,000

Construction Subtotal | $ 6,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 600

Bonding 2.5% $ 200

Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 900

Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 2,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 10,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) $ 14,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 2,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 500
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 500
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting 5% $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Margot Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.19

Location: Norwood Rd. & Margot Dr.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and prevent backflow

Design Considerations:

- Priority 1 due to strange vibration of pump 1 and suspected
broken check valve

- Assumes replacement of broken check valve

- Assumes the inspection of pump 1 will result in impeller and
bearing replacements

- Room for 3 pumps

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated
Quantity

Unit

Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Replace Broken Check Valve 1 EA $3,000 $ 3,000
Replace Pump 1 Impeller and Bearings 1 EA $6,500 $ 6,500
Grout Rehabilitation 20 SF $125 $ 2,500
Construction Subtotal | $ 12,000
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 1,200
Bonding 2.5% $ 300
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 1,800
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 4,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 20,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) $ 30,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 3,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 1,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 1,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.

Page 4 of 13



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.20

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and need to be able to
accurately control level in wet well

Objective:

- Improve operations at pump station and address potential level
control issues

Design Considerations:

General Line Item

Estimated
Quantity

Unit

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Total Project Costs (rounded) I} 7,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Goods and Services
Replace Level Controller 1 EA $3,000 $ 3,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 3,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 300
Bonding 2.5% $ 100
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 500
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 900
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 5,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 1,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 300
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 300
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration 5% $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting 5% $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 200

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.21

Location: W Mountain Rd.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations and lifespan at pump station

Design Considerations:
- Existing wooden fence that provides little security
- Overflow connects to a pond that overflows to a nearby creek

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated .

Quantity

Unit

A Mg Rn

Total Cost

Unit Price (2023 Dollars)

Item Cost (Rounded)

Replace Level Indicator System 1 EA $2,500 $ 2,500
Replace Generator Building Siding 1 EA $5,000 $ 5,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 7,500
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 800
Bonding 2.5% $ 200
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 1,100
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 2,300
Total Construction Subtotal | § 12,000

Plans and Contract Documents

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 2,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 600
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 600
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 400

Total Project Costs (rounded) 16,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Steelhead Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 1.22

Location: Steelhead Ct.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed
upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station

Design Considerations:
- Limited access to site in winter months
- No site water

5

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice ltem Cost (Rounded) (zz‘z’gal')gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Level Indicator System 1 EA $2,500 $ 2,500
Repair Valve Vault Cover 1 EA $1,500 $ 1,500
Construction Subtotal | $ 4,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 400
Bonding 2.5% $ 100
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 600
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 1,200
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 7,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 1,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 400
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 400
Geotechnical Investigation 5% $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 5% $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 300

Total Project Costs (rounded)

10,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Parallel Force Main to WWTP
Project Identifier: 2.1

Location: Meeting point of Big Smoky and Poison Creek Force
Mains on Dawn Dr. to WWTP

Need for Project:
- Convey flows from Big Smoky and Poison Creek force mains to
WWTP

Objective:
- Install new line to provide increased flow to WWTP

Design Considerations:
- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities
- Assumed cleanout every half mile

General Line Item

Estimated
Quantity

Total Cost

Unit Unit Price (2023 Dollars)

Item Cost (Rounded)

Goods and Services
16-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 4,100 LF |'$ 253 | $ 1,037,600
Connect to existing manhole (discharge manhole) 2 EA | § 5746 | $ 11,500
Cleanout (>12") 2 EA | § 22,984 $ 46,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Construction Subtotal | $ 1,095,100

Total Project Costs (rounded) [E 2% X [1]i]

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 109,500
Bonding 2.5% $ 27,400
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 164,300
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 328,500

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 1,725,000

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 259,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 86,300
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 86,300
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 51,800

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Upstream WW Lake Crossing Lift Station Gravity
Line Improvement

Project Identifier: 2.2

Location: Hereford Rd.

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline does not have adequate capacity to

convey flows

Objective:
- Increase the capacity of the existing line

Design Considerations:

- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities
- Full lane replacement is assumed

- Construction assumed to take 30 days

7.

General Line ltem EQSS:;E" Unit  UnitPrice ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z);aagﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
15-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 1,000 LF |'$ 245($ 245,400
Manholes (60") 6 EA | $ 16,089 | $ 96,600
Full Lane Pavement Repair 1,000 LF |'$ 10119 101,000
Traffic Control - With Flagging 1,000 LF | $ 9|$ 9,200
Bypass Pumping 30 IDAY | § 800 | § 24,000

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

476,200

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 47,600
Bonding 2.5% $ 11,900
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 71,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 142,900

Total Construction Subtotal | $

Plans and Contract Documents

750,000

Total Project Costs (rounded) |3 996,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 113,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 37,500
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 37,500
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 22,500

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Upstream Day/Wagon Lift Station Gravity Line
Improvement

Project Identifier: 2.3

Location: Hereford Rd.

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline does not have adequate capacity to

convey flows

Objective:
- Increase the capacity of the existing line

Design Considerations:

- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities
- Full lane replacement is assumed

- Construction assumed to take 60 days

Total Project Costs (rounded) JE gy Z X [1]i1]

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

General Line ltem EQSS:;E" Unit  UnitPrice ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z);aagﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
15-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 6,200 LF |$ 245($ 1,521,300
Manholes (60") 23 EA | § 16,089 | $ 370,100
Full Lane Pavement Repair 6,200 LF |'$ 10119 626,200
Traffic Control - With Flagging 6,200 LF | $ 9% 57,000
Bypass Pumping 60 DAY | § 800 | § 48,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 2,622,600
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 262,300
Bonding 2.5% $ 65,600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 393,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 786,800

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 4,131,000

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 620,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 206,600
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 206,600
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 124,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Pump Station Air Release Valve Improvements

Project Identifier: 2.4

Need for Project:
- Lack of air release valves on discharge lines

Objective:
- Improve pressure in pipes, prevents air-locking

Design Considerations:
- Poison Creek and Grasmick have air release

- Grasmick air release currently drains into vault and needs to be
relocated and replaced

= - -
i¥ o el HE

Location:
| W T

=S

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Air Release Installation (discharge line) 28 EA $2,500 $ 70,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 70,000
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 7,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 2,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 11,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 21,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 111,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) |3 150,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 17,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 6,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 6,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 3,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Pump Station Flow Monitoring Improvements

Project Identifier: 2.5

Need for Project:
- Lack of flow meters at 27 out of 29 pump stations

Objective:
- Improve operations and monitor flow in more detail

Design Considerations:
- Assumes new vault, isolation valves, and electrical/controls.

= - -
i¥ o el HE

Location:
| W T

=S

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Flow Meter Installation (includes new vault and isolation valves) 27 EA $25,000 $ 675,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 675,000
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 68,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 17,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 101,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 203,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 1,064,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) &3O i)

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 160,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 53,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 53,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 30,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 32,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Pump Station Gauge Improvements

Project Identifier: 2.6

Need for Project:

- Lack of pressure gauges at all sites

Objective:
- Improve operations and monitor pump performance

Design Considerations:

- Assumes 2 installed and working pumps at each lift station:
- 29 x 2 =58 discharge pressure gauges
needed
- 29 x 2 = 58 suction pressure gauges needed

Location:

o _-:n'irm---

=S

Total Project Costs (rounded) 180,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Suction Pressure Gauge Installation 58 EA $750 $ 43,500
Discharge Pressure Gauge Installation 58 EA $750 $ 43,500
Construction Subtotal | $ 87,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 9,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 2,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 13,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 26,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 137,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 21,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 7,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 7,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 4,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Pump Station Backup Power Improvements
(Transfer Switches Only)

Project Identifier: 2.7

Need for Project:
- Lack of backup power at pump stations

Objective:
- Allow pump stations to remain operational during power outages

Design Considerations:

- 11 pump stations currently do not have a portable generator
connection

- Ponderosa has a transfer switch but no portable generator
connection

Location:

Total Project Costs (rounded) 620,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;;ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Portable Generator Connection Installation 11 EA $5,000 $ 55,000
Manual Transfer Switch Installation 10 EA $25,000 $ 250,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 305,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 31,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 8,000
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 46,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 92,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 482,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 72,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 24,000
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 24,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 14,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: 20-Yr WW Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.8

Need for Project:
- WW Lake X-ing to be upgraded to a regional lift station

Objective:
- Increase pump firm capacity to handle future peak flows

Design Considerations:

- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Second phase of upgrades to get to 20-yr peak inflow pump
capacity

General Line Item

Estimated

Quantity

Unit

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Total Project Costs (rounded) [ 3R ]1]

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Goods and Services
Large Lift Station (>=25 hp pumps) 1 LS $861,891 $ 861,900
Construction Subtotal | $ 861,900
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 86,200
Bonding 2.5% $ 21,500
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 129,300
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 259,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 1,358,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 204,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 67,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 67,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 40,700

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: 20-Yr Ponderosa Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.9

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:
- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%

- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (zz‘z’gal')gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Existing Pumps with 420 gpm Pumps 2 EA $20,000 $ 40,000
Mechanical Piping Upgrades (Includes Valves) 1 LS $40,000 $ 40,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Construction Subtotal 105,000
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 10,500
Bonding 2.5% $ 2,600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 15,800
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 32,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 166,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) I} 220,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 25,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 8,300
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 8,300
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 5,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLER

Project Title: 20-Yr Big Smoky Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.10

Location: Patty Dr.

Need for Project:
- Big Smoky to be upgraded to a regional lift station

Objective:
- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%

General Line Item

—

Estimated
Quantity

Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Total Project Costs (rounded) [ 3R ]1]

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Goods and Services
Large Lift Station (>=25 hp pumps) 1 LS $861,891 $ 861,900
Construction Subtotal | $ 861,900
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 86,200
Bonding 2.5% $ 21,500
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 129,300
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 259,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 1,358,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 204,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 67,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 67,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 40,700

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: 20-Yr Rex/Morning Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.11

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:
- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%

- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

Total Project Costs (rounded) 110,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)

Goods and Services

Replace Existing Pumps with 105 gpm Pumps 2 EA $12,000 $ 24,000

Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000

Construction Subtotal | $ 49,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 4,900

Bonding 2.5% $ 1,200

Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 7,400

Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 15,000

Total Construction Subtotal | § 78,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 12,000

Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 3,900

Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 3,900

Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -

SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000

Surveying LS $ -

Environmental & Permitting LS $ -

Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 2,300

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: 20-Yr Jack's Loop Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.12

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:

- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow R o
Design Considerations: |
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity
|
"
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (zz‘z’gal')gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Existing Pumps with 105 gpm Pumps 2 EA $12,000 $ 24,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 49,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 4,900
Bonding 2.5% $ 1,200
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 7,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 14,700
Total Construction Subtotal | § 78,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) 110,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 12,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 3,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 3,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 2,300

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: 20-Yr Hawks Bay Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.13

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective: ot
- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow ==
Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity
| P s iy
-
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;;ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Replace Existing Pumps with 280 gpm Pumps 2 EA $15,000 $ 30,000
Generator Upgrade 1 EA $45,000 $ 45,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 100,000
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 10,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 2,500
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 15,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 30,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 158,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) I} 208,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 24,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 7,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 7,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 4,700

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: 20-Yr Poison Creek Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.14

Location: W Mountain Rd.

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:
- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%

- Assumes system will remain a triplex and two pumps can be
used to meet firm capacity
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated
Quantity

P25 Polzon ek

A Wiz Ro

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Replace Existing Pumps with 1,500 gpm Pumps 3 EA $70,000 $ 210,000
Generator Upgrade 1 EA $45,000 $ 45,000
Regional LS Piping Upgrades (Includes Valves) 1 LS $150,000 $ 150,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 430,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 43,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 10,800
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 64,500
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 129,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 678,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 102,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 33,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 33,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 25,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 20,300

Total Project Costs (rounded) 894,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: 20-Yr Smiling Julie Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.15

Location: W Mountain Rd.

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:
- Install pumps able to handle 20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%

- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated .

Quantity

Unit

Unit Price

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Replace Existing Pumps with 165 gpm Pumps 2 EA $12,000 $ 24,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 49,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 4,900
Bonding 2.5% $ 1,200
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 7,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 14,700
Total Construction Subtotal | § 78,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Total Project Costs (rounded) 110,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 12,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 3,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 3,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 2,300

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the

project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,

competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLERk

Project Title: Fir Grove Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.16

Location: Durham Ln.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:

- Improve operations at pump station and install pumps able to
handle 20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:

- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%
- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

General Line Item

upgrades that come with wear over time. Firm capacity of pumps

Estimated

Quantity Ll

Unit Price

A i a .

Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Goods and Services
Replace Existing Pumps with 350 gpm Pumps 2 EA $20,000 $ 40,000
Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000
Replace Level Read-Out 1 EA $3,000 $ 3,000
Grout Penetrations 1 LS $1,000 $ 1,000

Construction Subtotal | $

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

69,000

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 6,900
Bonding 2.5% $ 1,700
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 10,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 20,700

Total Construction Subtotal

Plans and Contract Documents

$

108,700

Total Project Costs (rounded) 144,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 16,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 5,400
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 5,400
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 3,300

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Day Star Lake X-ing Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.17

Need for Project:
- Firm capacity of pumps is exceeded for 20-yr peak inflow

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and install pumps able to handle
20-yr peak inflow

Design Considerations:
- New pump capacity calculated to be 20-yr peak inflow + 15%

- Assumed existing transformer has adequate capacity

. r.
— g
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (zz‘z’gal')gﬁ::s)

Goods and Services

Replace Existing Pumps with 225 gpm Pumps 2 EA $15,000 $ 30,000

Electrical Upgrades 1 EA $25,000 $ 25,000

Repair Level Sensor Delayed Signal 1 EA $2,500 $ 2,500

Construction Subtotal | $ 57,500

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 5,800

Bonding 2.5% $ 1,400

Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 8,600

Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 17,300

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 91,000

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 14,000

Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 4,600

Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 4,600

Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -

SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000

Surveying LS $ -

Environmental & Permitting LS $ -

Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 2,700

Total Project Costs (rounded) I} 122,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary
from the cost presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Arrowhead Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.18

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items to improve safety at site

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station and safety precautions

Design Considerations:

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Install Camlock Cap 1 EA $1,000 $ 1,000
Install Load Rated Vault Hatch 1 EA $4,000 $ 4,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 5,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 500
Bonding 2.5% $ 100
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 800
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 2,000
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 9,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 1,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 500
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 500
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ 5,000
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 300
Total Project Costs (rounded) 20,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Hillhouse Pump Station Upgrades Location: Hillhouse Loop
Project Identifier: 2.19

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station

Design Considerations:

- Assumes all interior pipe/supports are corroded needing . . =
replacement A
- Assumes 20 SF of concrete rehabilitation
- Room for 3 pumps

Tt o | e g

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z)ﬂ)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Pipe and Support Replacement 1 LS $18,000 $ 18,000
Concrete Rehabilitation 20 SF $250 $ 5,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 23,000
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 2,300
Bonding 2.5% $ 600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 3,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 7,000
Total Construction Subtotal | § 36,000
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 5,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 1,800
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 2,000
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 1,100

Total Project Costs (rounded) 46,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary
from the cost presented herein.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: RR Village Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.20

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed
upgrades that come with wear over time

Total Project Costs (rounded) 11,800

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Objective:

- Improve operations at pump station .

Design Considerations: -i.'

= " -
L
General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;;ﬂ)gﬁ::s)

Goods and Services

Replace Wooden Pipe Support 1 EA $5,000 $ 5,000

Grout Holes 1 LS $1,000 $ 1,000

Construction Subtotal | $ 6,000

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 600

Bonding 2.5% $ 200

Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 900

Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 1,800

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 9,500

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 1,000

Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 500

Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 500

Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -

SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ -

Environmental & Permitting LS $ -

Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 300

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary

from the cost presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Lake Forest Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.21

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations and monitor flow in more detail

Design Considerations:
- Assumes pump 1 was replaced during July/August 2021

17 ] i =i
B = M1} Lk Fommml
LiC e

General Line ltem Egﬂ;i:fyd Unit  UnitPrice  ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;;ﬂ)gﬁ::s)

Goods and Services

Properly Mount Level Sensor 1 EA $1,200 $ 1,200

Construction Subtotal | $ 1,200

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 100

Bonding 2.5% $ -

Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 200

Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 400

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 2,000

Plans and Contract Documents

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ -

Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 100

Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 100

Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -

SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ -

Environmental & Permitting LS $ -

Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 100

Total Project Costs (rounded) I} 3,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary
from the cost presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Meadows (West Mtn) Pump Station Upgrades
Project Identifier: 2.22

Location: Norwood Rd.

Need for Project:
- Install necessary pump station items and complete needed

upgrades that come with wear over time

Objective:
- Improve operations at pump station

Design Considerations:
- Documented as not being NLRSWD owned
- 3 pumps (1 jockey)

General Line Item

Goods and Services

Estimated .

Quantity

Unit

Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded)

Total Cost
(2023 Dollars)

Installation of Mixer Rails

EA

§2,000 $ 6,000

Controller Wire Protection

10

LF

$50 $ 500

Construction Subtotal | $ 6,500
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 700
Bonding 2.5% $ 200
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 1,000
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 2,000
Total Construction Subtotal | § 11,000

Plans and Contract Documents

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 2,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 600
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 600
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ -
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ -
Environmental & Permitting LS $ -
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 400

Total Project Costs (rounded)

15,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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APPENDIX E

Treatment CIP Summary Sheets



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

Project Proiect Name Primarv Puroose Total Estimated Cost
ID# J fy Furp (2023 Dollars)
11 Lagoon Sludge Removal and Diffuser Operations, Capacity $1,280,000
Replacement
1.2 |Dewatering System Operations, Capacity $1,902,000
1.3  |Headworks (Grit Removal, HVAC Upgrade) Operations $1,190,000
14  [RIBasin Maintenance Operations, Capacity $978,000
1.5 |Phosphorus Removal Permit Compliance $104,000
1.6 |Miscellaneous Items including Spare Parts [ Operations, Capacity, Redundancy $455,000
1.7 |SCADA and PLC Upgrades Operations $474,000
Convert Disinfection from Gas to Liquid .
1.8 Chiorine Safety, Capacity $707,000
Total WWTP Priority 1 Improvements (rounded) $7,090,000
Priority 2 Improvements
2.1 Blower Upgrade Power Savings, Capacity $2,879,000
2.2 |BeltDryer Operations $5,058,000
2.3 Qjﬁ:ﬁznal Membranes and Permeate Operations, Capacity $572,000
Total WWTP Priority 2 Improvements (rounded) $8,509,000

TOTAL TREATMENT PLANT IMPROVEMENT COSTS (rounded) $15,599,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This
estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design
matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services
provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions,
practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals,
bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility Planning
Study

Project Title: Lagoon Sludge Removal
and Diffuser Replacement Project Location: Lagoons 1 and 2

KELLER k

Project Identifier: 1.1

Need for Project:
- Lagoon 1 is nearing capacity and diffuser

equipment is nearing its end of useful life

Objective:
-Remove sludge in lagoons and replace
diffusers in Lagoons 1 and 2.

Design Considerations:
- Assumes all diffusers in Lagoons 1 and 2 need
replacement

o= _—-

Item Cost (2023)

Sludge Removal $ 600,000
Lagoon Diffuser Replacement $ 154,000
Subtotal | $ 754,000

General Conditions (10%)| $ 15,000

Subtotal | $ 769,000

Contingency (30%)| $ 231,000

Subtotal | $ 1,000,000

Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 24,000

Total Construction Cost| $ 1,024,000

Engineering Design and Construction Services | $ 256,000
Total Project Cost $ 1,280,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of
probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor,
materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or
bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the
costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility Planning KELLER k
Study

Project Title: Dewatering System

Project Location: Near MBR Building
Project Identifier: 1.2

Need for Project:
- The WWTP does not have a dewatering system.

Objective:

-Install sludge dewatering to avoid lagoon sludge
removal and move towards Class A biosolids.
Provide WAS pumps to convey the appropriate flow
to screw presses

Design Considerations:
- New building assumes room for future expansion

Item Cost (2023)

Site Work $ 110,000
Screw Press $ 304,000
Building $ 300,000
New WAS Pumps $ 60,000
Pipes and Appurtenances $ 60,000
Electrical and Controls $ 90,000
Subtotal | $ 924,000
General Conditions (10%)| $ 93,000
Subtotal | $ 1,017,000
Contingency (30%)| $ 305,000
Subtotal | $ 1,322,000
Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 199,000
Total Construction Cost| $ 1,521,000
Engineering Design and Construction Services $ 381,000
Total Project Cost $ 1,902,000
The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate
reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. Keller Associates has no
control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor’s methods of determining
prices, competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or
guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility Planning KELLER k
Study

Project Title: Headworks (Grit
Removal, HVAC Upgrade) Project Location: Headworks Building

Project Identifier: 1.3

Need for Project:
- The headworks building shows signs of

corrosion, and the WWTP lacks grit removal

P RO L

s o,

Objective:

-Install grit removal to protect downstream
processes. Upgrade HVAC system to avoid
corrosion.

Design Considerations:
- Use of extra screen channel for grit removal

(2 i

Item Cost (2023)
Grit Removal $ 350,000
Headworks Building Upgrades $ 175,000
Electrical and Controls $ 53,000
Subtotal | $ 578,000
General Conditions (10%)] $ 58,000
Subtotal | $ 636,000
Contingency (30%)| $ 191,000
Subtotal | $ 827,000
Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 125,000
Total Construction Cost| $ 952,000
gggr:;\:?czznng Design and Construction $ 238,000
Total Project Cost $ 1,190,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our
opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in
the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor’s methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market
conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids or actual
construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility KELLER k

Planning Study
Project Title: RIB

Maintenance Project Location: RIBs and MBR Building
Project Identifier: 1.4

Need for Project:
- The RIBs are overgrown due to

lack of use. The UV system has not
been used and requires inspection.

Objective:
-Perform maintenance on RI Basins

and UV system to prepare for more
frequent use.

Item Cost (2023)

RIB Maintenance $ 200,000
UV System Refurbishment $ 200,000
Irrigation Pump $ 50,000
Electrical and Controls $ 25,000
Subtotal | $ 475,000

General Conditions (10%)| $ 48,000

Subtotal | $ 523,000

Contingency (30%)| $ 157,000

Subtotal | $ 680,000

Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 102,000

Total Construction Cost| $ 782,000
Engineering Design and $ 196,000

Construction Services

Total Project Cost $ 978,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project
location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials,
equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or
market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or
guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility
Planning Study

KELLER k

Project Title: Phosphorus
Removal Project Location: MBR Chemical Room

Project Identifier: 1.5

Need for Project:
- Discharge to RIBs require sticter

phosphorus limits

Objective:
-Install updated chemical dosing

system for phosphorus removal.

Design Considerations:
- Reuse space and piping for existing

alum system
Item Cost (2023)
Dosing System and Piping $ 50,000
Subtotal | $ 50,000
General Conditions (10%)| $ 5,000
Subtotal | $ 55,000
Contingency (30%)| $ 17,000
Subtotal | $ 72,000
Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 11,000
Total Construction Cost| $ 83,000
Engineering Design and
Cogstructic?n Ser\?ices $ 21,000
Total Project Cost $ 104,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project
location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials,
equipment, services provided by others, contractor’'s methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or
guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility KELLER k
Planning Study

Project Title: Miscellaneous
ltems including Spare Parts Project Location: Entire WWTP

Project Identifier: 1.6

Need for Project:
- A spare parts inventory is not

mainted by the WWTP

Objective:

-Maintain and update an inventory of
equipment and spare parts to be
readily used in the event of failures.

Item Cost (2023)

ORP Probe $ 15,000
Piping Resonance $ 50,000
Replace Missing RAS Pump $ 30,000
Spare Permeate Pump $ 40,000
Replace Missing Mixer $ 15,000
Effluent Irrigation Pumps $ 150,000
Instrumentation Parts $ 50,000
Subtotal | $ 350,000

General Conditions (10%)] $ -
Subtotal | $ 350,000
Contingency (30%)| $ 105,000
Subtotal | $ 455,000
Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ -
Total Construction Cost| $ 455,000

Engineering Design and Construction $ )
Services

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project
location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials,
equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or
market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee
that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility KELLER

Planning Study

Project Title: SCADA and
PLC Upgrades Project Location: MBR Building
Project Identifier: 1.7

Need for Project:
- SCADA and PLC systems are

outdated.

Objective:

-Upgrade the existing SCADA and
PLC. The current SCADA system
is out of date and lacks good
monitoring capabilities.

1
8

Design Considerations:

- SCADA implementation for
existing and new processes
(]

SCADA $ 60,000
PLC $ 120,000
Integration $ 50,000
Subtotal | $ 230,000

General Conditions (10%)| $ 23,000
Subtotal | $ 253,000

Contingency (30%)| $ 76,000

Subtotal | $ 329,000

Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 50,000

Total Construction Cost| $ 379,000
Engineering Design and $ 95,000

Construction Services

Total Project Cost $ 474,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project
location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment,
services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market
conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that
proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility
Planning Study

KELLER k

Project Title: Convert
Disinfection from Gas to Liquid
Chlorine

Project Identifier: 1.8

Project Location: MBR Building

Need for Project:
- Chlorine gas is dangerous for

operations staff

Objective:

-Transition from gas chlorine for
disinfection to liquid chlorine to improve
operator safety.

Design Considerations:
- Existing space will be reused

-Jn

l'-h!.l-"'.'-hll;- [

!

s

(=
Item Cost (2023)

Liquid Chlorine System $ 134,000
New Pipeline $ 110,000
Transfer Structure $ 85,000
Electrical and Controls $ 15,000
Subtotal | $ 344,000

General Conditions (10%)] $ 34,000

Subtotal | $ 378,000

Contingency (30%)| $ 113,000

Subtotal | $ 491,000

Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 74,000

Total Construction Cost| $ 565,000

ggg\i?czzring Design and Construction $ 142,000
Total Project Cost $ 707,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location.
This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design
matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services
provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions,
practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids
or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD

WWTP Facility KELLER k
Planning Study

Project Title: Blower ) ) )
J Project Location: Blower Room in the MBR
Upgrade -
. " Building
Project Identifier: 2.1
Need for Project:
- Future loadings will require
additional blower capacity
Objective:
-Replace the existing process
and MBR blowers
Item Cost (2023)
MBR Blowers $ 600,000
Process Blowers $ 800,000
Subtotal | $ 1,400,000
General Conditions (10%)| $ 140,000
Subtotal | $ 1,540,000
Contingency (30%)| $ 462,000
Subtotal | $ 2,002,000
Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 301,000
Total Construction Cost| $ 2,303,000
Engineering Design and
Construction Services $ 576,000

Total Project Cost $ 2,879,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the
project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to
change as the project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of
labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and
does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the
costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility 0 KELLER k

Planning Study
Project Title: Belt Dryer

Project Identifier: 2.2

Need for Project:
- Reduce disposal costs for

dewatered biosolids

Project Location: Near the MBR Building

Objective:
-Install a belt dryer to achieve Class
A Biosolids

Design Considerations:
- Building space will include space
for future expansion

Item Cost (2023)
Site Work $ 150,000
Belt Dryer $ 1,150,000
Building $ 800,000
Pipe and Appurtenances $ 60,000
Electrical and Controls $ 300,000
Subtotal | $ 2,460,000
General Conditions (10%)] $ 246,000
Subtotal | $ 2,706,000
Contingency (30%)| $ 812,000
Subtotal | $ 3,518,000
Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 528,000
Total Construction Cost| $ 4,046,000
Engineering Design and $ 1,012,000

Construction Services

Total Project Cost $ 5,058,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project
location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials,
equipment, services provided by others, contractor’'s methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or
market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or
guarantee that proposals, bids or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility KELLER

Planning Study

Project Title: Additional
Membranes and Permeate
Pumps

Project Location: MBR Building

Project Identifier: 2.3

Need for Project:
- Prepare for future increases in flow

Obijective:

-Install additional membranes and
permeate pumps to expand hydraulic
capacity.

(=
Item Cost (2023)

Membrane Replacement $ 165,000
Permeate Pumps $ 72,000
Spare Permeate Pump $ 40,000
Subtotal | $ 277,000

General Conditions (10%)| $ 28,000

Subtotal | $ 305,000

Contingency (30%)| $ 92,000

Subtotal | $ 397,000

Contractor OH&P (15%)| $ 60,000

Total Construction Cost| $ 457,000

Engineering Design and Construction $ 115,000

Services

Total Project Cost $ 572,000

The opinion of most probable cost herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location.
This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project design
matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services
provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or market conditions,
practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids
or actual construction costs will not vary from the costs presented herein.
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APPENDIX F

Environmental
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National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette Legend

116°5'4"W 44°43'45"N SEE FIS REPORT FOR DETAILED LEGEND AND INDEX MAP FOR FIRM PANEL LAYOUT

Without Base Flood Elevation (BFE)
Zone A, V, A99

SPECIAL FLOOD With BFE or Depth Zone AE, A0, AH, VE, AR

HAZARD AREAS Regulatory Floodway

0.2% Annual Chance Flood Hazard, Areas
of 1% annual chance flood with average

depth less than one foot or with drainage
areas of less than one square mile Zone x

\\‘ Future Conditions 1% Annual
Chance Flood Hazard zone x

Area with Reduced Flood Risk due to

OTHER AREAS OF Levee. See Notes. Zone X
FLOOD HAZARD Area with Flood Risk due to Levee zone D

No SCREEN Area of Minimal Flood Hazard Zone x

[/ Effective LOMRs

OTHER AREAS Area of Undetermined Flood Hazard zone D

GENERAL | = = == Channel, Culvert, or Storm Sewer
STRUCTURES 1111111 Levee, Dike, or Floodwall

Cross Sections with 1% Annual Chance
—17.5 Water Surface Elevation
Coastal Transect
Base Flood Elevation Line (BFE)
Limit of Study
Jurisdiction Boundary

Coastal Transect Baseline

- Profile Baseline
15?&5!;1 EDEE ' FEATURES |____ Hydrographic Feature
eff. 2/1/2019

Digital Data Available
No Digital Data Available
MAP PANELS Unmapped

?, The pin displayed on the map is an approximate
point selected by the user and does not represent
an authoritative property location.

This map complies with FEMA's standards for the use of
digital flood maps if it is not void as described below.
The basemap shown complies with FEMA's basemap
accuracy standards

The flood hazard information is derived directly from the
authoritative NFHL web services provided by FEMA. This map
was exported on 3/3/2022 at 5:50 PM and does not

reflect changes or amendments subsequent to this date and
time. The NFHL and effective information may change or
become superseded by new data over time.

This map image is void if the one or more of the following map
elements do not appear: basemap imagery, flood zone labels,
legend, scale bar, map creation date, community identifiers,
— CYAT — FIRM panel number, and FIRM effective date. Map images for
Feet 1 6 000 116°426"W 44°43'19°N unmapped and unmodernized areas cannot be used for
2.000 T regulatory purposes.
,

Basemap: USGS National Map: Orthoimagery: Data refreshed October, 2020
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National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette

116°5'4"W 44°43'40"N

16012

x
\

AREA ORMIMNINVALS

7P

116N R3E 515

16085C1302C
o eff:2/1/2019

Feet . 116°4'26"W 44°43'15"N
1:6,000
2,000
Basemap: USGS National Map: Orthoimagery: Data refreshed October, 2020

Legend

SEE FIS REPORT FOR DETAILED LEGEND AND INDEX MAP FOR FIRM PANEL LAYOUT

Without Base Flood Elevation (BFE)
Zone A, V, A99

SPECIAL FLOOD With BFE or Depth Zone AE, A0, AH, VE, AR

HAZARD AREAS Regulatory Floodway

0.2% Annual Chance Flood Hazard, Areas
of 1% annual chance flood with average
depth less than one foot or with drainage
areas of less than one square mile Zone x
\\‘ Future Conditions 1% Annual
Chance Flood Hazard Zone x
Area with Reduced Flood Risk due to
OTHER AREAS OF Levee. See Notes. Zone X
FLOOD HAZARD Area with Flood Risk due to Levee zone D

No SCREEN Area of Minimal Flood Hazard Zone x

[/ Effective LOMRs

OTHER AREAS Area of Undetermined Flood Hazard zone D

GENERAL | = = == Channel, Culvert, or Storm Sewer
STRUCTURES 1111111 Levee, Dike, or Floodwall

Cross Sections with 1% Annual Chance
—17.5 Water Surface Elevation
Coastal Transect
Base Flood Elevation Line (BFE)
Limit of Study
Jurisdiction Boundary

Coastal Transect Baseline
Profile Baseline
FEATURES | _____ Hydrographic Feature

Digital Data Available
No Digital Data Available
MAP PANELS Unmapped

?, The pin displayed on the map is an approximate
point selected by the user and does not represent
an authoritative property location.

This map complies with FEMA's standards for the use of
digital flood maps if it is not void as described below.
The basemap shown complies with FEMA's basemap
accuracy standards

The flood hazard information is derived directly from the
authoritative NFHL web services provided by FEMA. This map
was exported on 6/28/2022 at 5:46 PM and does not
reflect changes or amendments subsequent to this date and
time. The NFHL and effective information may change or
become superseded by new data over time.

This map image is void if the one or more of the following map
elements do not appear: basemap imagery, flood zone labels,
legend, scale bar, map creation date, community identifiers,
FIRM panel number, and FIRM effective date. Map images for
unmapped and unmodernized areas cannot be used for
regulatory purposes.
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@ U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
ECOS

ECOS / Species Reports / Species County Report

Listed species believed to or known to occur in
Valley, Idaho

This report includes species only if they have a Spatial Current Range in ECOS.

The following report contains species that are known to or are believed to occur in this
county, based on the species current range, as defined by the USFWS. The definition of
current range that the FWS uses is the general geographic area where we know or
suspect that a species currently occurs.

This list of species by county cannot be used for consultation purposes. To obtain an
official list of species that should be considered during consultation, please visit |IPaC.

(Acsv
Show |All v |entries Search:
14 Species Listings
Lead
Group Name Population Status Region
(i )
Assistant
Monarch Regional
butterfly Wherever , , &
Insects Candidate 3 Director-
(Danaus found .
lexippus) Ecological
P RRUS Services
_ Indiana
Little brown .
Ecological
bat Wherever Under .
Mammals ) ) 3 Services
(Myotis found Review .
. Field
lucifugus)

Office


https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/
blob:https://ecos.fws.gov/95aef8c2-c668-4d91-bbc4-4046dca5f347
https://www.fws.gov/endangered/regions/index.html
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9051
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https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Coastal_RUIP_092915_1.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Columbia_Headwaters_RUIP_092915.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Klamath_RUIP_092915.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Mid_Columbia_RUIP_092915.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Bull_Trout_Recovery_Plan_092915-corrected.pdf
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Fishes

Fishes

Mammals

Mammals

Conifers
and
Cycads

Bull Trout
(Salvelinus
confluentus)

Bull Trout
(Salvelinus
confluentus)

North
American
wolverine
(Gulo gulo
luscus)

Gray wolf
(Canis
lupus)

Whitebark
pine
(Pinus
albicaulis)

US.A.,
conterminous,
(lower 48
states)

US.A,,
conterminous,
(lower 48
states)

Wherever
found

Northern
Rocky
Mountain
Distinct
Population
Segment:
Montana,
Idaho,
Wyoming,
eastern
Washington,
eastern
Oregon, and
north central
Utah

Wherever
found

Threatened

Threatened

Proposed
Threatened

Under
Review

Threatened

1

1

6
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Office
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Wyoming
Ecological
Services
Field
Office
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https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Saint_Mary_RUIP_092915-corrected.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/Final_Upper_Snake_RUIP_092915.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5123
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4488
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1748
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/20221215_WBP_Final_Recovery_Outline_v11_DRDsigned.pdf

DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

Northern
Rec
Idaho ldaho
. for1
Ground Wherever Fish and
Mammals . Threatened 1 o Nor
Squirrel found Wildlife Gro
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https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2982
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/030916b.pdf
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3652
https://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/final%20draft%20Lynx%20Recovery%20Outline%209-05.pdf
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IPaC U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

IPaC resource list

This report is an automatically generated list of species and other resources such as critical
habitat (collectively referred to as trust resources) under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
(USFWS) jurisdiction that are known or expected to be on or near the project area referenced
below. The list may also include trust resources that occur outside of the project area, but
that could potentially be directly or indirectly affected by activities in the project area.
However, determining the likelihood and extent of effects a project may have on trust
resources typically requires gathering additional site-specific (e.g., vegetation/species
surveys) and project-specific (e.g., magnitude and timing of proposed activities) information.

Below is a summary of the project information you provided and contact information for the
USFWS office(s) with jurisdiction in the defined project area. Please read the introduction to
each section that follows (Endangered Species, Migratory Birds, USFWS Facilities, and NWI
Wetlands) for additional information applicable to the trust resources addressed in that
section.

Location

Adams and Valley counties, Idaho

e —————

Local office

Idaho Fish And Wildlife Office

. (208) 378-5243
1B (208) 378-5262

1287 Sniith Vinnell Wav Siiite RAK


https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/
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Endangered species

This resource list is for informational purposes only and does not constitute an analysis
of project level impacts.

The primary information used to generate this list is the known or expected range of each
species. Additional areas of influence (AQI) for species are also considered. An AOI includes
areas outside of the species range if the species could be indirectly affected by activities in
that area (e.g., placing a dam upstream of a fish population even if that fish does not occur at
the dam site, may indirectly impact the species by reducing or eliminating water flow
downstream). Because species can move, and site conditions can change, the species on this
list are not guaranteed to be found on or near the project area. To fully determine any
potential effects to species, additional site-specific and project-specific information is often
required.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to "request of the
Secretary information whether any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be
present in the area of such proposed action" for any project that is conducted, permitted,
funded, or licensed by any Federal agency. A letter from the local office and a species list
which fulfills this requirement can only be obtained by requesting an official species list from
either the Regulatory Review section in IPaC (see directions below) or from the local field
office directly.

For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC
website and request an official species list by doing the following:

1. Draw the project location and click CONTINUE.
2. Click DEFINE PROJECT.

3. Log in (if directed to do so).

4. Provide a name and description for your project.
5. Click REQUEST SPECIES LIST.

Listed species! and their critical habitats are managed by the Ecological Services Program of
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the fisheries division of the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries?).

Species and critical habitats under the sole responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown
on this list. Please contact NOAA Fisheries for species under their jurisdiction.

1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also
shows species that are candidates, or proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for
more information. IPaC only shows species that are regulated by USFWS (see FAQ).



https://www.fws.gov/ecological-services/
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/topic/consultations/endangered-species-act-consultations
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/species-directory/threatened-endangered
https://www.fws.gov/law/endangered-species-act
https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/status/list
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2. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an office
of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of
Commerce.

The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Mammals
NAME STATUS
Canada Lynx Lynx canadensis Threatened

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does
not overlap the critical habitat.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3652

North American Wolverine Gulo gulo luscus Proposed Threatened
Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5123

Fishes
NAME STATUS
Bull Trout Salvelinus confluentus Threatened

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does
not overlap the critical habitat.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212

Insects
NAME STATUS
Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate

Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Conifers and Cycads

NAME STATUS

Whitebark Pine Pinus albicaulis Threatened
Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1748



https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3652
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5123
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8212
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1748
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Critical habitats

Potential effects to critical habitat(s) in this location must be analyzed along with the
endangered species themselves.

There are no critical habitats at this location.

Migratory birds

Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act! and the Bald and Golden
Eagle Protection Act2.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to
migratory birds, eagles, and their habitats should follow appropriate regulations and
consider implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described below.

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.

Additional information can be found using the following links:

e Birds of Conservation Concern https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species

e Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-
migratory-birds

e Nationwide conservation measures for birds
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-
measures.pdf

The birds listed below are birds of particular concern either because they occur on the
USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) list or warrant special attention in your
project location. To learn more about the levels of concern for birds on your list and how
this list is generated, see the FAQ below. This is not a list of every bird you may find in this
location, nor a guarantee that every bird on this list will be found in your project area. To see
exact locations of where birders and the general public have sighted birds in and around
your project area, visit the E-bird data mapping tool (Tip: enter your location, desired date
range and a species on your list). For projects that occur off the Atlantic Coast, additional
maps and models detailing the relative occurrence and abundance of bird species on your
list are available. Links to additional information about Atlantic Coast birds, and other
important information about your migratory bird list, including how to properly interpret and
use your migratory bird report, can be found below.



https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
http://ebird.org/ebird/map/
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/bald-and-golden-eagle-protection-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
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For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization
measures to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, click on the PROBABILITY OF
PRESENCE SUMMARY at the top of your list to see when these birds are most likely to be
present and breeding in your project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus Breeds Jan 1 to Aug 31
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area,
but warrants attention because of the Eagle Act or for potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of
development or activities.

Bobolink Dolichonyx oryzivorus Breeds May 20 to Jul 31

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

California Gull Larus californicus Breeds Mar 1 to Jul 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

Cassin's Finch Carpodacus cassinii Breeds May 15 to Jul 15
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9462

Clark's Grebe Aechmophorus clarkii Breeds Jun 1 to Aug 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

Evening Grosbeak Coccothraustes vespertinus Breeds May 15 to Aug 10
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

Franklin's Gull Leucophaeus pipixcan Breeds May 1 to Jul 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetos Breeds Jan 1 to Aug 31
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area,
but warrants attention because of the Eagle Act or for potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of
development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1680



https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9462
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1680
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Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes Breeds elsewhere
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679

Lewis's Woodpecker Melanerpes lewis Breeds Apr 20 to Sep 30
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9408

Long-eared Owl asio otus Breeds Mar 1 to Jul 15
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3631

Olive-sided Flycatcher Contopus cooperi Breeds May 20 to Aug 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914

Rufous Hummingbird selasphorus rufus Breeds Apr 15 to Jul 15
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8002

Western Grebe aechmophorus occidentalis Breeds Jun 1 to Aug 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743

Probability of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely
to be present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your
project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read and
understand the FAQ "Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before
using or attempting to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence (»)

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s)
your project overlaps during a particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-
week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey


https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9408
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3631
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8002
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743
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effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One
can have higher confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also
high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in
the week where the species was detected divided by the total number of survey events
for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted
Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in
week 12 is 0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of
presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum
probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of
presence in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence
at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of
presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical
conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the
probability of presence score.

To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

Breeding Season ()

Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds
across its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your
project area.

Survey Effort (l)

Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of
surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The
number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant
information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are
based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.

probability of presence breeding season | survey effort —no data
SPECIES JAN FEB MAR  APR MAY  JUN JuL AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC
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Tell me more about conservation measures | can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory
birds.

Nationwide Conservation Measures describes measures that can help avoid and minimize impacts to all
birds at any location year round. Implementation of these measures is particularly important when birds
are most likely to occur in the project area. When birds may be breeding in the area, identifying the
locations of any active nests and avoiding their destruction is a very helpful impact minimization measure.
To see when birds are most likely to occur and be breeding in your project area, view the Probability of
Presence Summary. Additional measures or permits may be advisable depending on the type of activity
you are conducting and the type of infrastructure or bird species present on your project site.

What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my specified
location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other
species that may warrant special attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge
Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science
datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid
cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because
they are a BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a
particular vulnerability to offshore activities or development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area.
It is not representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially
present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator (RAIL).Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds potentially
occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by
the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and
citizen science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes
available. To learn more about how the probability of presence graphs are produced and how to interpret
them, go the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me about these graphs" link.

How do | know if a bird is breeding, wintering or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering,
migrating or year-round), you may query your location using the RAIL Tool and look at the range maps
provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in your results. If a bird


https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://avianknowledge.net/index.php/beneficial-practices/
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/permits.php
https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
https://data.pointblue.org/apps/rail/
https://avianknowledge.net/
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://data.pointblue.org/apps/rail/
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on your migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it, if that bird does occur in your
project area, there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds
elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?
Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their
range anywhere within the USA (including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands);

2."BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in
the continental USA; and

3."Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either
because of the Eagle Act requirements (for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential susceptibilities in
offshore areas from certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore energy development or
longline fishing).

Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in
particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC species of
rangewide concern. For more information on conservation measures you can implement to help avoid and
minimize migratory bird impacts and requirements for eagles, please see the FAQs for these topics.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and
groups of bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data
Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides birds that may be helpful to
you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal
maps through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping_of Marine Bird
Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use throughout the
year, including migration. Models relying on survey data may not include this information. For additional
information on marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study and the nanotag studies or contact
Caleb Spiegel or Pam Loring.

What if | have eagles on my list?

If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating
the Eagle Act should such impacts occur.

Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of
priority concern. To learn more about how your list is generated, and see options for identifying what
other birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC use to generate the migratory
birds potentially occurring in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability
of presence" of birds within the 10 km grid cell(s) that overlap your project; not your exact project
footprint. On the graphs provided, please also look carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black
vertical bar) and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a red horizontal bar). A high survey effort is


https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/bald-and-golden-eagle-information.php
http://www.northeastoceandata.org/data-explorer/?birds
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
http://www.boem.gov/AT-12-02/
http://www.boem.gov/AT-13-01/
mailto:Caleb_Spiegel@fws.gov
mailto:Pamela_Loring@fws.gov
https://fwsepermits.servicenowservices.com/fws
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the key component. If the survey effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as
more dependable. In contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a
lack of certainty about presence of the species. This list is not perfect; it is simply a starting point for
identifying what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there,
and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you know what to look
for to confirm presence, and helps guide you in knowing when to implement conservation measures to
avoid or minimize potential impacts from your project activities, should presence be confirmed. To learn
more about conservation measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about conservation measures | can implement
to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds" at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources

page.

Facilities

National Wildlife Refuge lands

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must
undergo a 'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the
individual Refuges to discuss any questions or concerns.

There are no refuge lands at this location.

Fish hatcheries

There are no fish hatcheries at this location.

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory
(NWI)

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.

Wetland information is not available at this time


http://www.fws.gov/refuges/
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
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This can happen when the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map service is unavailable, or
for very large projects that intersect many wetland areas. Try again, or visit the NWI map to
view wetlands at this location.

Data limitations

The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of
high altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A
margin of error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular
site may result in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image
analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work
conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any
mapping problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There
may be occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted
on the map and the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of
aerial imagery as the primary data source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or
submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and
nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also
been excluded from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial
imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe
wetlands in a different manner than that used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or
products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local
government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies.
Persons intending to engage in activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should
seek the advice of appropriate Federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory
programs and proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.


https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.HTML
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Figure 1. 2020 ranked nitrate priority areas.
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2020 NPA Delineations and Ranking Table

August 2021
Number of| Max. | Average PWS PWS 2020 | Rounded | 2020
Name Region | Acres |Sq. Miles |Population| Sites Nitrate | Nitrate |Median| Wells SWA |[#22mg/L|% 22mg/L|#25mg/L| % 2 5mg/L |# 2> 10mg/L| % = 10mg/L| 2007-2016 Trend* | Score |2020 Score| Rank

BRO 5,983 9 3,238 33 27.9 9.4 7.8 7 6 31 94 25 76 11 33 Increasing Trend 23.98 24 2

TFRO 145,083 227 18,605 347 83 5.1 4.3 48 75 227 65 142 41 27 8 Increasing Trend 23.15 23 3

PRO 17,277 27 1,158 17 23.6 11.7 11.0 3 5 16 94 14 82 10 59 Ins. Data/No Trend 21.88 22 4

TFRO 101,345 158 18,084 403 40 6.8 5.8 55 46 354 88 242 60 81 20 No Trend 21.76 22 5

BRO 18,653 29 4,847 176 27 5.9 5.4 32 27 149 85 94 53 17 10 Increasing Trend 21.35 21 6

BRO 21,462 34 7,393 150 60 12.0 10.1 26 24 130 87 118 79 75 50 Decreasing Tendency| 21.19 21 7
TWIN FALLS TFRO | 363,687 568 76,293 719 41 4.9 4.7 111 91 621 86 315 44 30 4 No Trend 19.32 19 9
SW JEROME CO. TFRO 7,901 12 615 30 30 7.4 5.0 0 0 29 97 15 50 5 17 Increasing Trend 19.14 19 10
GRAND VIEW BRO 9,173 14 596 32 110 13.3 8.2 2 2 30 94 26 81 13 41 Ins. Data/No Trend 19.03 19 11
SOUTH FREMONT CO. IFRO 4,964 8 156 13 38 14.5 7.9 0 4 11 85 9 69 6 46 Ins. Data/No Trend 18.75 19 12
BLACK CLIFFS PRO 1,030 2 493 28 28.68 10.3 9.8 2 2 19 68 17 61 14 50 Ins. Data/No Trend 18.41 18 13
ASHTON/DRUMMOND IFRO 145,111 227 2,367 209 38.3 7.3 6.4 12 16 187 89 148 71 35 17 No Trend 18.03 18 14
CLEARWATER PLATEAU LRO 268,361 419 3,760 138 52 6.4 4.2 18 22 98 71 61 44 31 22 No Trend 17.82 18 15
NOTUS BRO 4,288 7 211 20 16 7.6 7.3 1 1 17 85 16 80 6 30 Ins. Data/No Trend 17.7 18 16
LAPWAI CREEK LRO 49,168 77 1,163 37 18.8 7.4 6.6 5 10 28 76 23 62 11 30 Ins. Data/No Trend 17.62 18 17
LOWER PAYETTE BRO 26,205 41 7,214 207 61 6.3 4.4 23 37 148 71 96 46 38 18 No Trend 17.52 18 18
BRUNEAU BRO 13,420 21 32 8 92 22.6 13.1 0 0 7 88 6 75 4 50 Ins. Data/No Trend 17.51 18 19
LINDSAY CREEK LRO 26,246 41 13,212 65 21 5.6 4.3 19 19 42 65 31 48 15 23 No Trend 17.00 17 20
GLENNS FERRY BRO 13,398 21 1,578 17 73.3 12.1 6.5 3 2 14 82 11 65 5 29 Ins. Data/No Trend 16.79 17 21
MOUNTAIN HOME BRO 2,014 3 480 53 40 9.6 5.5 3 3 46 87 29 55 17 32 Ins. Data/No Trend 16.69 17 22
MINK CREEK PRO 1,576 2 643 34 21 5.4 4.0 6 30 23 68 15 44 8 24 Ins. Data/No Trend 15.96 16 23
HOMEDALE BRO 8,765 14 1,753 40 17.1 5.4 3.4 9 14 22 55 17 43 10 25 Ins. Data/No Trend 15.75 16 24
PARMA BRO 4,980 8 998 30 16 5.7 5.2 5 6 19 63 16 53 8 27 Ins. Data/No Trend 15.61 16 25
BLACKFOOT PRO 32,620 51 1,979 22 16 5.5 5.4 3 24 17 77 12 55 3 14 Dereasing Tendency | 13.19 13 26
MALAD PRO 22,379 35 2,803 16 11.51 3.3 2.6 4 4 8 50 4 25 2 13 Ins. Data/No Trend 12.55 13 27
MUD LAKE IFRO 111,709 175 1,682 97 26 4.3 4.2 18 14 73 75 30 31 5 5 No Trend 12.55 13 28
N. POCATELLO PRO 5,511 9 23,062 25 8.9 4.4 4.0 26 40 22 88 7 28 2 8 Decreasing Tendency| 12.46 12 29
GEORGETOWN_BENN PRO 17,764 28 795 22 13.3 4.2 2.8 2 2 14 64 10 45 2 9 Ins. Data/No Trend 12.43 12 30
MARSING BRO 5,994 9 393 35 56 12.3 6.6 3 3 24 69 21 60 14 40 Decreasing Trend 12.38 12 31
BLISS TFRO 6,218 10 66 24 19 4.6 2.9 0 0 14 58 9 38 4 17 Ins. Data/No Trend 11.76 12 32
PRESTON PRO 94,761 148 9,856 82 27.75 5.9 4.5 14 18 56 68 39 48 13 16 Decreasing Trend 10.36 10 33
GRACE PRO 95,693 150 2,737 60 42.57 5.1 2.8 27 19 37 62 18 30 6 10 Decreasing Trend 9.74 10 34
EMMETT NORTH BENCH BRO 5,414 8 424 40 21 4.6 3.7 1 3 32 80 14 35 2 5 Decreasing Trend 6.85 7 35
*For this iteration, NPA nifrate concentrations between 2007-2011 and 2012-2016 were compared using previously established statistical methods and the threshold criteria analysis (DEQ 2014, Neely 2013). The methods and results of this nitrate trend analysis are presented in Nittrate Priority Area Trend Analysis, 2011-2016, DEQ 2020.

Moderate - High Priority
Moderate Priority

Table 1. 2020 ranked Nitrate Priority Areas with score components.
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HISTORIC NATIONAL REGISTRY

Level of Levelof Level of Level of NHL
Reference Request Levelof Significance Significance - Significance - ~ Significance - Significance - Designa Park
ber fus Tvoe Catesorvof property State County ity Federal Avencies —international ___Local ational ___ Notindicated _state Listed Date ted Date_Other Names jame __Status Date
00000327 fie Creek Commisary Usted | Single | AUILDING oAHD  Vallew  Bia Cree) Vellow Pine. Pavette National Forest FOREST SERVICE ke True. False Falee Falee 412172000 Bie Creek Barm: #1303 PY-797:100V532 11
90000890 Cabin Creek Ranch Usted  Sindle  DISTRICT IDAHO  Valle  BiackButte  Cabin Cr.atct. with Bie Cr. Pavette NF FOREST SERVICE False True. False False False 6127019 1ov1a 671990
82000366 Koruola. Iohn. Homesten Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING 0AHO Vallew ety Raseberry Re. and Farm to Market R False False False False True 11171982 Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR A7
2000369 Mahala. Iaco and Herman. Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING 0AHO  Vallew  Donnelly Nof Donnelly False False False False True. 11171982 Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR 1A
82001053 Maki.Jacob. Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING 0AHO  Vallew  Donnelly offl False False False False True. 11171982  Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR A7
82000363 larv. Thomas. Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING IDAHO  Vallew  lakeFork £ of Lake Forkon Finn Rd False False False False True. 11171982 Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR 1A
82000364 lohnson. John G..(Rintakaneas Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING IDAHO  Vallev  lskeFork  NEoftake Forkoff Pearson Ad False False False False True. 11171982  Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR Rintakaneas A7
82000365 lohnson. John .. (Samila) Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING IDAHO Vallev  lskeFork  NEoftake Fork off Pearson Rd False False False False True. 11171982 Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR Samoila A7
82000368 Laitur.Gust. Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING IDAHO  Vallev  LskeFork  NEoftake Fork oft Pearson Rd False False False False True. 11171982  Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR A7
80001336 Long Valley Finnish Church lsted  Single  AUILDING IDAHO  Valle  lskeFork  SEofLake Fork False True False False False s “Finn” Church si719
82000370 Oiala. Herman. Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING IDAHO  Vallev  lakeFork  NEof take Fork Off Pearson Rd False False False False True 11171982 Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR 1A7M982
8000371 Ruatsale. Matt. Homestead Uisted  Multiole  BUILDING IDAHO  Vallev  lskeFork  NofKantolaLane False False False False True. 11171982 Lone Vallew Finnish Structures TR A7
800515 FlaSchool listed  Multiole  AUILDING 0AHO vallew  Mecal SE 0f D55 an Farm o Market Rd. False False False False True 712611982 Lona Vallew Finnich Structures TR enass
000362 Hill. Mt N..Homestead Barn listed  Multiole  AUILDING 0AHO  vallew  Mecal SF of MeCal False True False False False 1171982 Lane Vallew Finnish Structures TR 1Az
100004675 Iohnsan Flving Service Hangar listed  Single  building, 0AHO  vallew  Mecal 1035, 3rd st False True. False False False 1172002 Pianeer Hanear 1ns09
0037 Koski. Charles. Homestead listed  Multiole  AUILDING 0AHO  vallew  Mecal SF of MeCall False False False False True 11171982 Lana Vallew Finnish Structures TR 179
100000905 Pavette Lakes I listed  Sinel iding 0AHO vallew  Mecal 1585 Warren Wasan Rd. False True False False True anan Pavette Lake Club sy
80001337 Rice Mestinshou listed  Single  AUILDING 0AHO vallew  Mecal NE of McCal False True. False False False anan aranss0
90000680 Southern Idaho Timber Protective Assaciation (STPAI Bui Listed  Sincle  AUILDING 0AHO  vallew  Mecal 1001 State st False True. False False False on HS1 #85-15355: 015334-015367 2119
82000372 Wareelin. Nickolai. Homestea listed  Multiole  AUILDING 0AHO vallew  Mecal SF of MeCall False False False False True 1171982 Lana Vallew Finnish Structures TR A7
99000416 North Fork Pavette River Ardee Uisted  Sinvle  STRUCTURE IDAHO  Vallew  Smitheerry DS, Anarox 2.5 mi. N of Smiths Ferny False False False False True on Rainbow Bridoe: 857114 121
90000681 Southern Idaho Timber Protective Assaciation (STPAI Bui Listed  Single  DISTAIC 0AHO  Vallew  Smitherery SR False True False False False sn9m0 538015353 s/
85007157 Araddock Gold Mining and Milline Comnany log Ruilding Listed  Sincle  AUILDING IDAHO  Vallew  ThunderCitv  Off Pack Trail near Suicide Rock False True. False False False an2noss Forsvthe Willam Cabin ananass
7001186 Stibnite Historic District ited  Sincle  DISTRICT IDAHO  Vallew  YellowPine  USForestRd. 417 OREST SERVICE False False False False True 7na/987 Stibnite Mining Distict 719987
000688 Krassel Ranger Station listed  Single  DISTRICT IAHO  Vallew  Yellownine  Alang S Fork Salman R. 11 mi. W of ellowine. Pavette ) FOREST SERVICE False True. False False False 1190992 10:1¥-292 ant PY-584 11719099
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Soil Map—South Idaho Forests, Idaho; and Valley Area, Idaho, Parts of Adams and Valley Counties
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Soil Map—South Idaho Forests, Idaho; and Valley Area, Idaho, Parts of Adams and Valley Counties

MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION
Area of Interest (AOI) = Spoil Area The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
Area of Interest (AOI) 8 Stony Spot 1:24,000.
Soils Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map

in Very Stony Spot
Soil Map Unit Polygons : measurements.

oy Wet Spot

— Soil Map Unit Lines W Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
A Other Web Soil Survey URL:
| Soil Map Unit Points - Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)
P Special Line Features

Special Point Features Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator

{ey  Blowout Water Features projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
) Streams and Canals distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Borrow Pit . Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
Clav Soot Transportation accurate calculations of distance or area are required.
K Y Sp e Rails
o Closed Depression ) This produ_ct is genera_ted from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
< —~ Interstate Highways of the version date(s) listed below.
b4 Gravel Pit US Rout .
! outes Soil Survey Area: South Idaho Forests, Idaho
5~ Gravelly Spot Major Roads Survey Area Data: Version 6, Sep 2, 2022
&% Landfil Local Roads Soil Survey Area: Valley Area, Idaho, Parts of Adams and Valley
A Lava Flow Counties . .
. Background Survey Area Data: Version 20, Sep 2, 2022
ds  Marshorswamp || Aerial Photography Your area of interest (AOI) includes more than one soil survey
E Mine or Quarry area. These survey areas may have been mapped at different
) scales, with a different land use in mind, at different times, or at

@  Miscellaneous Water different levels of detail. This may result in map unit symbols, soil
o Perennial Water properties, and interpretations that do not completely agree

across soil survey area boundaries.
LY Rock Outcrop ) )
Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales

+ Saline Spot 1:50,000 or larger.
*.*  Sandy Spot Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jul 25, 2020—Oct 12,
2022

]

Severely Eroded Spot

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background

1]

Sinkhole

i

Iy Slide or Slip imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
i shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
3 Sodic Spot
usbA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 4/7/2023
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Soil Map—South Idaho Forests, Idaho; and Valley Area, Idaho, Parts of Adams and Valley

Counties
Map Unit Legend
Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
NOTCOM No Digital Data Available 3,300.0 8.9%
Subtotals for Soil Survey Area 3,300.0 8.9%
Totals for Area of Interest 36,934.5 100.0%
Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
1 Archabal loam, 0 to 2 percent 280.8 0.8%
slopes
2 Archabal loam, 2 to 4 percent 551.3 1.5%
slopes
3 Archabal loam, 4 to 12 percent 493.0 1.3%
slopes
4 Archabal loam, 12 to 20 94.8 0.3%
percent slopes
5 Blackwell clay loam 1,283.5 3.5%
6 Blackwell mucky silt loam 170.9 0.5%
7 Blackwell variant silt loam 65.5 0.2%
8 Bluebell cobbly loam, 5 to 35 670.8 1.8%
percent slopes
9 Bryan-Ligget complex, 20 to 40 58.5 0.2%
percent slopes
10 Bryan-Ligget complex, 40 to 60 1,217.6 3.3%
percent slopes
11 Bryan-Pyle complex, 40 to 60 48.1 0.1%
percent slopes
12 Cabarton silty clay loam 569.9 1.5%
14 Demast loam, 15 to 30 percent 728.2 2.0%
slopes
15 Demast loam, 30 to 60 percent 215 0.1%
slopes
16 Donnel sandy loam, 0 to 2 5,518.9 14.9%
percent slopes
17 Donnel sandy loam, 2 to 4 1,498.5 4.1%
percent slopes
18 Donnel sandy loam, 4 to 12 288.7 0.8%
percent slopes
20 Duston sandy loam, 0 to 2 208.8 0.6%
percent slopes
21 Duston sandy loam, 2 to 4 2191 0.6%
percent slopes
22 Gestrin loam, 0 to 2 percent 185.8 0.5%
slopes
USDA Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 4/7/2023
==l Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 5
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Soil Map—South Idaho Forests, Idaho; and Valley Area, Idaho, Parts of Adams and Valley

Counties
Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
23 Gestrin loam, 2 to 4 percent 5941 1.6%
slopes
24 Gestrin loam, 4 to 12 percent 96.0 0.3%
slopes
26 Jugson coarse sandy loam, 30 513.1 1.4%
to 60 percent slopes
27 Jurvannah sandy loam 119.1 0.3%
28 Kangas coarse sandy loam 535.8 1.5%
29 Kangas fine gravelly loamy 804.8 2.2%
coarse sand
34 Melton loam 1,425.3 3.9%
37 Nisula loam, 4 to 12 percent 641.2 1.7%
slopes
38 Nisula loam, 12 to 20 percent 202.6 0.5%
slopes
40 Pits, gravel 39.2 0.1%
43 Quartzburg-Bryan complex, 10 830.5 2.2%
to 45 percent slopes
47 Roseberry coarse sandy loam 5,226.4 14.2%
48 Roseberry-Melton complex 729.7 2.0%
49 Shellrock loamy coarse sand, 497.2 1.3%
12 to 35 percent slopes
50 Shellrock loamy coarse sand, 259.9 0.7%
35 to 60 percent slopes
51 Shellrock-Rock outcrop 117.5 0.3%
complex, 2 to 25 percent
slopes
52 Shellrock-Rock outcrop 341.7 0.9%
complex, 25 to 60 percent
slopes
53 Sudduth variant loam, 3 to 20 351.1 1.0%
percent slopes
54 Swede silt loam, 2 to 4 percent 5.6 0.0%
slopes
55 Swede silt loam, 4 to 12 124.7 0.3%
percent slopes
56 Swede silt loam, 12 to 20 18.2 0.0%
percent slopes
57 Takeuchi coarse sandy loam, 3 14.2 0.0%
to 35 percent slopes
58 Tica very cobbly loam, 4 to 65 140.8 0.4%
percent slopes
59 Water 5,824.8 15.8%
60 Miscellaneous water 1.6 0.0%
Subtotals for Soil Survey Area 33,629.3 91.1%
Totals for Area of Interest 36,934.5 100.0%
UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 4/7/2023
==l Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 5
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Soil Map—South Idaho Forests, Idaho; and Valley Area, Idaho, Parts of Adams and Valley
Counties

UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 4/7/2023
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August 9, 2023
Wetlands

This map is for general reference only. The US Fish and Wildlife
Service is not responsible for the accuracy or currentness of the
base data shown on this map. All wetlands related data should
|:| Freshwater Emergent Wetland . Lake be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on the

. . Wetlands Mapper web site.
i Estuarine and Marine Deepwater

. Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland |:] Other
|:] Freshwater Pond § Riverine

|:| Estuarine and Marine Wetland

National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)
This page was produced by the NWI mapper
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Alternative Costs
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLER

Project Title: Downstream WW Lake Crossing Gravity Line

Improvement Location: Dawn Dr, Sandy Dr, Deedee Ln

Big Smokey Trunkline Alternative 1
Need for Project:

- The existing trunkline does not have adequate capacity to
convey flows

Objective:
- Increase the capacity of the existing line

Design Considerations:
- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities

- Full lane replacement is assumed
- Construction assumed to take 45 days

Estimated Total Cost

General Line ltem Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded)

Quantity (2023 Dollars)

Goods and Services
18-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 4,100 LF [$ 263 $ 1,076,700
Manholes (60") 21 EA | $ 16,089 | $ 337,900
Full Lane Pavement Repair 4,100 LF [ $ 101($ 414,100
Traffic Control - With Flagging 4,100 LF | $ 9($ 37,700
Bypass Pumping 45 /DAY | $ 800 | $ 36,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 1,902,400
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 190,200
Bonding 2.5% $ 47,600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 285,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 570,700
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 2,997,000
Plans and Contract Documents
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 450,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 149,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 149,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying LS $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding $ 90,000
(CHENICIEES $ 3,872,000
Operations and Maintenance
Labor/Equipment - |8
Power 40 YR | $ - |$ -
Short-Lived Asset Replacement 40 YR | $ - |8 -
Subtotal $ -

$ 3,872,000

40-Year Life Cycle Cost

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

Page 1 of 5
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NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

KELLER

Project Title: WW Lake Crossing Force Main Extension
Big Smokey Trunkline Alternative 2

Location: Dawn Dr, Sandy Dr, Deedee Ln

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline does not have adequate capacity to convey

20-year flows

Objective:
- Extend the existing Lake Crossing force main to the Big Smoky
Lift Station

Design Considerations:
- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities

- It was assumed that the additional friction head generated by
increased length is offset by the change in static head, and no
pump changes are needed

Plans and Contract Documents

General Line Item EQS::::::; d Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded) (zzggaggﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
8-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 4,100 LF [$ 214 $ 876,900
Half Lane Pavement Repair 4,100 LF [$ 29($ 117,800
Connect to existing manhole (discharge manhole) 1 EA [$ 5746 | $ 5,800
Electrical / Pump / Controls Upgrade 1 LS |$ 90,000 | $ 90,000
Air Release Valve 2 EA | § 15,000 | § 30,000
Bypass Pumping 45 DAY | § 800 | $ 36,000
Cleanout (<=12") 2 EA |$ 11,492 | § 23,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 1,179,500
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 118,000
Bonding 2.5% $ 29,500
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 176,900
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 353,900
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 1,858,000

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 279,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 92,900
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 92,900
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -
Surveying 3% $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 55,800
Total Project Costs (rounded) [ 32 CX 1[I
Operations and Maintenance
Labor / Equipment 1,600 | $ 64,000
Parts 40 YR | § 1,000 | § 40,000
Power 40 YR -
Short-Lived Asset Replacement 40 YR [$ 2,800 | § 112,000 | $ 185,000
Subtotal $ 152,000

40-Year Life Cycle Cost
EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

$

2,566,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding or
market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.

Page 2 of 5



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

NLRSWD
WWTP Facility Planning Study

Project Title: Upstream Day/Wagon Lift Station Gravity Line
Improvement

Southern Trunkline Alternative 1

Location: Hereford Rd.

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline does not have adequate capacity to

convey flows

Objective:
- Increase the capacity of the existing line

Design Considerations:

- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities
- Full lane replacement is assumed

- Construction assumed to take 60 days

Total Project Costs (rounded) JE gy Z X [1]i1]

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

General Line ltem EQSS:;E" Unit  UnitPrice ltem Cost (Rounded) (z;‘z);aagﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
15-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 6,200 LF |$ 245($ 1,521,300
Manholes (60") 23 EA | § 16,089 | $ 370,100
Full Lane Pavement Repair 6,200 LF |'$ 10119 626,200
Traffic Control - With Flagging 6,200 LF | $ 9% 57,000
Bypass Pumping 60 DAY | § 800 | § 48,000
Construction Subtotal | $ 2,622,600
Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 262,300
Bonding 2.5% $ 65,600
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 393,400
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 786,800

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 4,131,000

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 620,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 206,600
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 206,600
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 10,000
SCADA Integration LS $ -

Surveying LS $ 20,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 5,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 124,000

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented
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Project Title: Southern Regional Lift Station

Southern Trunkline Alternative 2

Location: Grand Fir Dr., Willow Rd.

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline downstream of the DS Lake Crossing

discharge does not have adequate capacity to convey flows

Objective:
- Construct a Regional lift station to bypass the undersized
trunkline

Design Considerations:

- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities
- Includes the cost of gravity main to the lift station

- Land Aquisition for lift station

- Wetland construction/stream crossing

- Easement aquirement

; T

General Line Item E;:g::it& d Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded) (Zgg;aggﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
Large Lift Station (>=25 hp pumps) 1 LS |$ 861,891 | § 861,900
10-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 10,800 LF | $ 227 $ 2,447,900
Connect to existing pipe 1 EA | § 6,321 $ 6,400
Cleanout (<=12") 5 EA [$ 11,492 | § 57,500
10-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 3,250 LF | $ 172§ 560,300
Manholes (48") 1" EA [$ 9,194 | § 101,200
Half Lane Pavement Repair 5,400 LF | $ 298§ 155,200
Traffic Control - Without Flagging 5,400 LF | $ 5(8% 24,900
Wetlands trenching and remediation 1,750 LF | $ 4018 70,000
Miscellaneous Surface Repair 5,900 LF | $ 5% 27,200
Gravel Repair 1,050 LF | $ 1118 11,600
Construction Subtotal | $ 4,324,100

Additional Elements (estimated % of above)

Operations and Maintenance

Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 432,400
Bonding 2.5% $ 108,100
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 648,600
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -

Contingency 30% $ 1,297,200

Total Construction Subtotal | $ 6,811,000

Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 1,022,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 340,600
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 340,600
Geotechnical Investigation LS $ 35,000
Easements LS $ 50,000
Land Acquisition 3% $ 100,000
Surveying LS $ 50,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 75,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 204,400

Total Project Costs (rounded) NP2 K]

Labor / Equipment 40 YR | $ 7,600 | $ 304,000

Parts 40 YR | § 1,000 | $ 40,000

Power 40 YR | $ E) R

Short-Lived Asset Replacement 40 YR | § 15,200 | $ 608,000

Subtotal $ 608,000
40-Year Life Cycle Cost $ 9,637,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive
bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost
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Project Title: DS Lake Crossing Forcemain Extension

Southern Trunkline Alternative 3

Location: Spring Valley Rd.

Need for Project:
- The existing trunkline downstream of the DS Lake Crossing
discharge does not have adequate capacity to convey flows

Objective:
- Extend the DS Lake Crossing to the WWTP and bypass the
undersized trunkline

Design Considerations:

- Routing and separation requirements with other utilities

- Half lane and gravel road repair assumed where each type is
present, miscellaneous surface for the remainder

- Wetland construction/stream crossing

- Easement aquirement

b

¥

-
o

»

Y
General Line ltem Eg:::‘a:itteyd Unit Unit Price Item Cost (Rounded) (zgg?ll:)gﬁ::s)
Goods and Services
8-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill 12,000 LF |§ 2141 § 2,566,400
Connect to existing pipe 2 EA | $ 6,321 $ 12,700
Lift station Upgrades 1 LS | $ 150,000 | $ 150,000
Cleanout (<=12") 5 EA |§ 11,492 | § 57,500
Half Lane Pavement Repair 4,400 LF |§ 2918 126,500
Traffic Control - Without Flagging 4,400 LF | § 5|9 20,300
Wetlands trenching and remediation 1,750 LF | § 401 $ 70,000
Miscellaneous Surface Repair 4,800 LF | § 5|8 22,100
Gravel Repair 1,050 LF [$ 11$ 11,600
Construction Subtotal | $ 3,037,100
AdditionalElementsl{estimated %ot above
Mobilization and Administration 10% $ 303,700
Bonding 2.5% $ 75,900
Contractor Overhead and Profit 15% $ 455,600
Prevailing Wages 0% $ -
Contingency 30% $ 911,100
Total Construction Subtotal | $ 4,784,000
a and Co a Do e
Engineering Design and Bid Phase Services 15% $ 718,000
Engineering - Construction Contract Administration 5% $ 239,200
Engineering - Inspection 5% $ 239,200
Geotechnical Investigation 3% $ 15,000
Easements LS $ 50,000
Surveying LS $ 40,000
Environmental & Permitting LS $ 75,000
Legal, Administrative, and Funding 3% $ 143,600
WS G LG (GIGEL $§ 6,304,000
Operations and Maintenance
Labor / Equipment 40 YR [$ 3,000 | § 120,000
Parts 40 YR | § 1,000 | § 40,000 | § 683,000
Power 40 YR | $ (5,000)| $ (200,000)
Short-Lived Asset Replacement 40 YR [$ 3,500 | § 140,000
Subtotal $ 100,000
40-Year Life Cycle Cost $ 6,404,000

EA = each, LF = linear foot, LS = lump sum

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location. This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the project
design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor, materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices, competitive bidding
or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will not vary from the cost presented

herein.
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Technical Memo

TO: Travis Pryor — North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

FROM: James Bledsoe, P.E.

Jason King, P.E.

DATE: November 12, 2020

SUBJECT: Water and Wastewater User Rate Study

INTRODUCTION

The North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District (District) owns and operates water and
wastewater utilities in the area around Lake Cascade. The water system includes a 1.25-million-
gallon water storage tank, eight wells, fire hydrants, pressure reducing valves, water meters, and
approximately 15.5 miles of water mainlines. The wastewater system includes a mechanical
Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP), 20 lift stations, and approximately 62 miles of sewer
mainlines. The District’'s wastewater system also receives wastewater from the City of Donnelly.

The District engaged Keller Associates, Inc. to evaluate the existing user rates and make
recommendations for water and sewer rates that would address the District’'s operations and
maintenance requirements, short-lived asset replacement needs, existing deficiencies identified
by District staff, and outstanding capital improvement upgrades previously identified in the
Wastewater Master Plan completed in 2006.

Background

Water and wastewater user rates are used to provide the funds required to operate water and
wastewater systems. These funds are used to pay for operations and maintenance and system
component replacements. Billing rates are based on the number of residential equivalent dwelling
units (EDUs); 1 EDU is assigned for each residential connection, and an equivalent EDU is
estimated for non-residential connections. As of June 31, 2020, the District provided water and
wastewater services to 709 water EDUs and 2410 wastewater EDUs. A summary of the water
and wastewater EDUs serviced by the District is provided in Table 1.

TABLE 1: 2020 DISTRICT EDU SUMMARY'

Water System Number EDUs % of Total
Tamarack 423 59.7%
Non-Tamarack 286 40.3%

Total Water EDUs 709
Wastewater System Number EDUs % of Total
Tamarack 423 17.6%
Non-Tamarack 1987 82.4%
Total Wastewater EDUs 2410

!Number of EDUs as of June 31, 2020

.'-.)
k' 218102:004



DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

KELLER K>

[ - B U

The District currently charges a flat rate of $24.00 per month per EDU (/month/EDU) for all sewer
users. The water rate structure is separated by Tamarack and non-Tamarack water users; a flat
rate of $24.00/month/EDU and $38.00/month/EDU is charged to non-Tamarack and Tamarack
users, respectively. User rates generally increase by a small percentage each year to account for
inflation of maintenance and operations costs. For the District, rates were increased in 2005 and
2009. With the exception of a $4/month/EDU rate adjustments to water and wastewater made in
2017, no other user rate adjustments have been made over the last 11 years. As a result, the
replacement budgets have largely been underfunded. This has made it difficult to complete
needed replacements (i.e. new membranes at the WWTP) and preventative maintenance
activities without utilizing connection fee revenues from new growth.

WATER AND WASTEWATER USAGE

Keller Associates reviewed water usage and wastewater flows and flow data for Tamarack non-
Tamarack users. The analysis shows that Tamarack and non-Tamarack water users used similar
volumes of water per EDU on an annual basis; however, the non-Tamarack costumers used more
water under max day and max month conditions as a result of higher irrigation use. However, it
should be noted that the analysis of Tamarack’s water usage does not account for the additional
irrigation usage associated with Tamarack’s privately owned irrigation wells.

Tamarack wastewater annual average flows are approximately 70% than non-Tamarack flows.
Under the max day and max month conditions, Tamarack flows were about three times more
wastewater per EDU than non-Tamarack users. Higher wastewater flow rates from Tamarack are
a result of infiltration and inflow entering the collection system. For additional analysis and
information on water usage and wastewater flow data, refer to Attachment A.

FINANCIAL SUMMARY

A summary of revenues and expenses was compiled using past financial information provided by
the District. Historically, the District has tracked many wastewater and water revenues and
expenses together. Keller Associates reviewed the last three years of audit information provided
by the District. These audits provided limited breakdown in terms of revenues and expenses. After
reviewing the information and limited supplemental data from the District, it was felt that the more
detailed FY 2020 budget and FY 2020 actual expenses/revenues would provide the best starting
point for the user rate analysis.

To estimate recommended user rates the District’s revenue and expenses were separated by
utility for the current budget year. Most of the revenue and expenses were able to be separated
based on the information provided by the District (water connection fees, lift station maintenance,
etc.); however, other sources, such as property taxes, were proportioned to the water and
wastewater utilities based on the total number of water and sewer EDUs. A summary of the 2020
water and wastewater budgets is provided in Table 2. A breakdown of the budget allocations can
be found in Attachment B.

.
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TABLE 2: DISTRICT FINANCIAL SUMMARY

0 Water Systam TN WasTewater Syatam

Ellu'.."h:l'ﬂ L] Bt [raurdded)
[Rewanun
-In‘r.all:Ji:-era'.:ng Rovenus g 178,500 | 5 S5 300
:In:-hili_ar.it.:l Revernue i 37500 | & 183,504 |
Totol Revenue | & 405,000 | 1,182,800 |
[Totsl Operating Expenses | & 223,400 [ § 965,400 |
.Tuliiivuldl.l.'l'll.'nf. E:-:.L:r:r'uu-.- 5 30,600 | 5 215,600 |
[Total Debt Experres 5 ] ||
[Tots! Capital Improvements | $ - |8 175,000 |

Tolo' Expevases | 5 254,008 | 5 1,356,000 |

| Revenue Less Expenses 5- 155,000 | 5 ll?d-..![l]_li

Moving forward, Keller Associates recommends that revenues and expenses for the water and
wastewater utilities be tracked independently. This is especially important as the majority of the
District’s users do not have both District-provided utilities available to them, and care should be
taken such that one utility does not subsidize another.

Based on current replacement schedules, the financial summary shows that the 2020 water
system budget had a $155,000 surplus while the 2020 wastewater system budget had a $174,200
deficit. Additionally, it appears that the wastewater system is currently subsidized with capital
revenues (connection fees). Capital revenues are generally designated to be used for capital
improvements such as system expansions and upgrades, although they can be used for system
replacements. A more detailed financial breakdown is provided in Attachment B.

Water System Short-Lived Asset Replacements

The water system includes equipment that wears out and needs to be replaced. These items are
generally referred to as short-lived assets. The water system short-lived assets include pipelines,
fire hydrants, wells, etc. To develop recommended replacement budgets, costs were estimated
for each asset that will be replaced, and an annual replacement budget was calculated by dividing
the replacement budget by the estimated useful life of the asset. These costs were then used to
approximate an annual replacement budget for the water system. A summary of the short-lived
assets and their respective annual replacement budgets are presented in Table 3.

B
I;
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TABLE 3: ANNUAL WATER SYSTEM REPLACEMENT BUDGET

) Annual Replacements
Short Lived Asset

(2020 Dollars)
Vehicles and Equipment S 7,000
Pipelines’ $ 67,300
Fire Hydrants S 20,400
PRVs S 2,200
Water Meters S 10,500
Small Wells S 41,000
Large Wells S 112,000
Storage Tank S 5,000
Total Annual Replacement Budget (rounded) S 265,400

*Annual costs are calculated by estimating replacing 1% of piping per year

The total annual water system replacement budget is approximately $265,000. In 2020,
approximately $30,000 was budgeted in the water system for asset replacements. To fully fund
the annual water replacement budget, it would require an additional $235,000. To reduce the
initial budget and user rate increase it is recommended that the pipelines and hydrants
replacement budgets be phased in over time. Phasing in these improvements will also allow the
District to identify and prioritize these improvements. A recommended water short-lived asset
funding schedule is presented in Table 4. This schedule should be revised and updated every
few years to better assess current and anticipated conditions. Establishing reserve funds for
system replacement projects will also allow the District to maintain acceptable levels of service.
A more detailed breakdown of the water system replacement budget is provided in Attachment
C.

TABLE 4: WATER SYSTEM SHORT LIVED ASSET REPLACEMENT FUNDING SCHEDULE'

SLA Item FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025

Vehicles and Equipment S 7,200 | S 7,400 | S 7,600 | S 7,900 | S 8,100
Pipeline Replacements? S 6,900 | S 14300 | S 22,100 |$ 30,300 | S 39,000
Fire Hydrant Replacements® S 4,200 | S 8,700 | S 13,400 | S 18,400 | S 23,600
PRV Replacements s 2,300 | § 2,300 | § 2,400 | § 2,500 | § 2,600
Water Meter Replacements S 10,800 | S 11,100 | S 11,500 | S 11,800 | S 12,200
Ssmall Well Replacements S 42,200S$ 43,500|S 44800|S 46,100 |S 47,500
Large Well Replacements S 115,400 | S 118,800 |S 122,400 |S 126,100 |S 129,800
Storage Tank Replacements S 5,200 | § 5,300 | S 5,500 | § 5,600 | S 5,800

Total Annual Cost (rounded)| § 194,200 | $ 211,400 | $ 229,700 | $ 248,700 | $ 268,600

'Costs adjusted for 3.0% inflation
*Pipeline replacements are 10% funded in 2021 with funding increasing by 10% until fully funded by FY 2030
*Hydrant replacements are 20% funded in 2021 with funding increasing by 20% until fully funded by FY 2025

Wastewater System Short-Lived Asset Replacements
Short-lived assets in the wastewater system include pipelines, manholes, lift stations, and the

WWTP. By summarizing the approximate replacement costs for each of the wastewater short-
lived assets, annual replacement budgets were calculated for each item using the estimated

218102-004
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useful life of the asset. The estimated wastewater system short-lived asset annual replacement
budget is shown in Table 5. A more detailed breakdown of how these budgets were estimated is
included in Attachment C.

TABLE 5: ANNUAL WASTEWATER SYSTEM REPLACEMENT BUDGET

Annual Replacements

Short Lived Asset
(2020 Dollars)

Vehicles and Equipment S 23,000
Gravity Sewer Pipelines1 S 367,600
Pressure Sewer F’ipelines1 S 302,800
Manholes S 55,500
Collection System Piping Subtotal | § 748,900

Small Lift Stations 5 165,000
Medium Lift Stations 5 74,000
WWTP S 387,900
Lift Station and WWTP Subtotal | & 626,900

Total Annual Replacement Budget (rounded) S 1,375,800

*annual costs are calculated by estimating replacing 1% of the total sewer piping per year

In 2020, approximately $215,600 was budgeted for wastewater short-lived asset replacements.
Of this approximately $97,000 was allocated for ongoing membrane replacements at the WWTP.
An additional $1.1 million would be needed to fully fund the annual wastewater replacements
shown in Table 5. Two of the largest expenses are for gravity and pressure sewer line
replacements. To reduce the initial budget and user rate increase, it is recommended that pipeline
and manhole replacements be phased in over the next 12-years. A recommended wastewater
short-lived asset replacement funding schedule is presented in Table 6. A complete description
of the wastewater system replacement budget is provided in Attachment C.

TABLE 6: WASTEWATER SYSTEM SHORT LIVED ASSET REPLACEMENT FUNDING

SCHEDULE
SLA ltem FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025

Vehicles and Equipment $ 23,700|S 24400|S 25100(S 25900|$ 26,700
Gravity Sewer Pipelines2 S 31,600 | $ 65,000 | $ 100,400 | § 137,900 |$§ 177,600
Pressure Sewer Pipelines® S 26000|% 53500|S 82,700|S 112,600|S$ 146,300
Manholes? 5 4,800 | § 9,800 | § 15,200 | § 20,800 | $ 26,800
Small Lift Stations S 170,000 | S 175000 (S 180,300 |S$ 185,700 |S$ 191,300
Medium Lift Stations S 76,200 | $ 78,500 | $ 80,900 | $ 83,300 | $ 85,800
WWTP S 399,500 |S 411,500 (S 423,900 |S 436,600 (S 449,700

Total Annual Cost (rounded)| § 731,800 | $ 817,700 | § 908,500 | $ 1,003,800 | $ 1,104,200

‘Costs adjusted for 3.0% inflation

*pipeline and manhole replacements are phased in over 12 years

Capital Improvement Projects

Several capital improvement projects (CIP) were identified for the water and wastewater systems
with the help of the District. Costs were estimated for the capital projects based on experience

218102-004
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and the District’s input. A summary of the water and wastewater capital improvements are
presented in Tables 7 and 8, respectively.

TABLE 7: WATER SYSTEM CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS FUNDING SCHEDULE!

Capital Improvement ltem FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025
Water Master Plan and GIS Mapping | $ 206,000 | § - 5 - ) - )
Tamarack SCADA $ 378,000|S - S - S - ]

Total Annual Cost (rounded) | $ 584,000 | $ - s - S - ] -

'Costs adjusted for 3.0% inflation

TABLE 8: WASTEWATER SYSTEM CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS FUNDING SCHEDULE!

Capital Improvment Item FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025
Sewer Master Plan and GIS Mapping | 5 206,000 | § - 5 5 - 5 -
Solid Handling Facility S 61,800 | § 191,000 | $ 1,923,200 | § - S -
Septage Handling S 283300 (S - 5 5 - 5 -
Lagoon Dredging S - S - S 327,800 S - S -
Headwords Improvements S 148,300 | $ 1,120,300 | & - 5 - 5 -

Total Annual Cost | § 699,400 | 51,311,300 | $2,251,000 | S - S -

*Costs adjusted for 3.0% inflation
Zall projects are assumed to be cash financed expect the construction of the solid handling facility (FY 2023)

These summaries only account for the immediate needs of the District. When the water and
wastewater master plans are completed (recommended in FY 2021), additional capital
improvements are expected to be identified. The master planning effort should revise the user
rate structures to address additional capital projects.

The water system capital improvement projects are recommended to be financed with the cash
reserve that the District currently maintains. Currently, no debt financing is projected. However, if
debt financing is required in the future, the debt payment is anticipated to be $8.27/month/EDU
for every $1 million financed (assuming a 20-year loan at 3.5% interest).

For the wastewater system, all the capital improvements identified are recommended to be
financed with the District cash reserve except for the construction of the solid handling facility (FY
2023) which was assumed to be debt-financed in this user rate analysis. It is estimated that
wastewater system capital improvement financing will cost $2.40/month/EDU for every $1 million
financed (assuming a 20-year loan at 3.5%).

RATE PROJECTION MODELS

Using the data provided by the District, it is evident that a substantial water and wastewater rate
increase is required to fund the replacement needs of the systems. Five-year rate projection
models were developed for the water and wastewater utilities. For each model, two rate
adjustment strategies were evaluated. The first rate increase strategy included a single, large rate
increase for both the water and wastewater systems in the first year. Each following year, the rate
increased by 5%. The second rate increase strategy phased a rate increase over two years
followed by 5% rate increases for the remaining years.

.'-.)
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Water Rate Projections

As discussed previously, the District currently charges different water usage rates for Tamarack
and non-Tamarack users. As of June 2020, Tamarack users paid $14/month/EDU more than non-
Tamarack users. The 1-year water rate increase model includes a $10/month/EDU rate increase
for both Tamarack and non-Tamarack users beginning in FY 2021. This rate increase represents
a 26% (Tamarack) and a 42% (non-Tamarack) rate increase. The non-Tamarack user water rate
increase by 5% each following year. The Tamarack rate increase from FY 2022 to FY 2025 is the
same as the non-Tamarack rate increase to maintain a rate difference of $14/month/EDU.
Reevaluating the cost of service (and associated cost differentials) for Tamarack and non-
Tamarack users was beyond the scope of this study. A summary of the 1-year water rate increase
model is provided in Table 9. The complete 1-year water rate model, including the assumptions
made, is provided in Attachment D.

TABLE 9: 1-YEAR WATER RATE INCREASE

Burdpet Foresmst Farecast Formiask Farecsil

FY 3020 FY 2DZL FY 20R2 ¥ 20R: FY 2028
i Tl mt bk Water Rane” 5 00 | 5 3400 | & 51| 5 50| S 3940 | § A41.40
lamarack Waisr Rato” g JHOD | 5 qE00 | 5 49,70 | 5 S1.50| 5 3,40 ! g 5%.40
% Rate Inoresse 1o% - 41% = 5% 5% | ]
| Tival Revepwes 5 A8, %00 | & 496,000 | & 515,600 i L 536,400 | & 557,500 | 5 S8 00
Total Eapnit ures 5 2o 0D | 5 1,008, 1(H) | 5 448 20 ! = AT RN | 5 4573 S0 : 5 L
| Ending Account Balemce’| $  1355,100 |§ 847,000 |§ 514400 [$ 977200 § 1034800 | § 1,086,200

:FL-]1|='|'\-=" ED pear st

TBasis on an initial account balance provided in the 201 Finandal Audit

As shown in Table 9, the water system budgeted revenue in FY 2020 exceeds the expenditures;
however, as discussed, the FY 2020 budget did not adequately fund system replacement
budgets. The recommended system replacement budgets are applied to the 2021 through 2025
fiscal years. It should be noted that the water system capital improvement projects (approximately
$584,000) were included in the FY 2021 expenditures. These improvements are expected to be
cash financed by the District. The 1-year rate model results in a slight increase in the water system
account balance each year after FY 2021 and an account balance of approximately $1.12 million
at the end of FY 2025.

The 2-year water rate increase alternative includes a $6/month/EDU rate increase in FY 2021
and again in FY 2022. This results in a 25% (FY 2021) and a 20% (FY 2022) rate increase for
non-Tamarack users. The Tamarack users will have a 16% (FY 2021) and a 14% (FY 2022) rate
increase. Each subsequent year, a 5% rate increase will be applied to the non-Tamarack users.
Like the 1-year rate increase alternative, the $14/month/EDU differential between the Tamarack
and non-Tamarack users was maintained. A summary of the results of the 2-year water rate
increase alternative is presented in Table 10. The full 2-year water rate model is provided in
Attachment D.

218102-004
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TABLE 10: 2-YEAR PHASED WATER RATE INCREASE

Budgel Farecait Farecnst Forecast
F¥ X029 ¥ FY 2022 FY 203 FY 2024
Nor-Tamarack W ated F:i_-1|'\-! 5 an 5 R K] | 5 A0 | 5 T8O | & 19,70 | -] 41,70
Tamarack Water Rans’ ] 00| 5 4400 | 5 50050 | 5 51.80 | 5 53.70 I & 55,70
% Rate Increass 1h% - £h' 14% - I0r% 5% = L%
latal Rewemuas ] 5 L, S | 5 A1, 200 | ] 518,300 | & 220,900 4 Se0 100 | 5 SH2 3K
Tara Expandifungs 5 254,000 | 5 1008100 | 5 48,200 | 5 A73,600 | 5 AQR 00 | 5 FE7.300
Ending Account Balance’; $ 1.359,100 §  E12,800 |5 BE2,300 |5 948,100 | $ 1008300 | § 1,064.300

“Rate par EDLN s month

*Basss o an inatial account balancs priveicad in the 2019 Finardisl Gudil

For both the 1-year and 2-year rate increase alternatives, the recommended replacement budgets
are included in the FY 2021 to FY 2025 expenditures. Additionally, it should be noted that the
water system capital improvement projects (approximately $584,000) were included in the FY
2021 expenditures. These improvements are expected to be cash financed by the District. The 2-
year rate increase alternative results in a slight increase in the water system account balance
each year after FY 2021 and account balance of approximately $1.10 million at the end of FY
2025.

It is generally recommended that public utilities maintain a cash reserve fund of at least 6-months
operating expenses. Including the increased funding for the water system replacements, a 6-
month reserve of the District amounts to approximately $260,000 (FY 2025). Both the 1- and 2-
year water rate models exceed the recommended cash reserve. The two water rate models result
in nearly the same user rates at the end of FY 2025 with similar impacts on the District’s cash
reserve. Maintaining the current cash reserves in the water models will allow the District to
complete additional capital improvements while mitigating the need for incurring additional debt
in the future. More importantly, recommended user rates will provide a more sustainable user
utility, allowing for user rates to pay for the ongoing replacement of existing assets.

Wastewater Rate Projections

The District currently charges a flat wastewater rate of $24/month/EDU for both Tamarack and
non-Tamarack users. With the significant increase in system replacement costs, the 1-year
wastewater rate increase alternative requires a $24/month/EDU rate increase with a 5% rate
increase each following year. A summary of the rate impacts is provided in Table 11.

2
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TABLE 11: 1-YEAR WASTEWATER RATE INCREASE

Budgel Foresacl

FY 2020 Y 202 ) 025
{Wastewater Rare® 5 2400 | 5 A8.00 | 5 S8k | 5 5300 | 5 55.70 | % 58,50 |
1% Kate Incraass - § Ol L1 5% EE 5%
| Teftal Reyamies 5 LIBLE0OD |5 1,8E300 | % 1,897,600 |8 1,995,400 |5 2097300 5% 2,159.000 |

15

(Tl Exprenityes’ 5 1356000 |5 3310300 3,034,500 | 5 2304300 | 5 L09%E00 | 5 2729000
Eﬂg.ﬁm luh'u:.'l $ 3908900 |5 34144000 | 5 u?l..ml 5 LUs9100 |5 LBEG600 | 5 1,936,600 |
YRt et EDU per ol

“Assuming debt financing of the salid hardling faciity construction costs

“Basis on an intial account balance proveded inthe 2019 Finencal Audn

The 2-year wastewater rate increase alternative requires a $13/EDU/month rate increase in both
FY 2021 and 2022. The 2-year rate increase also includes a 5% annual rate increase starting FY
2023. A summary of the 2-year wastewater rate alternative is shown in Table 12. Additional details
on both the 1-year and 2-year scenarios are found in Attachment D.

TABLE 12: 2-YEAR PHASED WASTEWATER RATE INCREASE

Fr2a2a FY 203 FY 2022 Ff 2024
{Werstewater Rate’ b 20,00 | 5 3T | 5 50000 | 5 G250 | 5 55,30 | % SE.00
{% Fatn Increasn Eqdw | soom H b5 5%
[Total Revenues $ LIBILEO0|S 1486500 |5 18R5900 [§ 1560700 |5 20825005 2,184,100
[Todal Exgpranditures” 5 L3SE00F| S 2300300 |5 3034500 |5 2304500 [ 5 2099800 | 5 2,229,000

| EndingAccountBalance’, 5 3918900 | 5 3095100 |$ LO46S00 |5 1522000 |§ 1605600 |5  1.550.700
Rate et EDILL iy g

".ﬁ:.sumir'g' debt financing of the sofd handing faclity cormstruchon oosis

‘Basis onan inftial arcount balance prosided in the 20019 Financial fusit

For both the 1 and 2-year wastewater rate models, the expenses in FY 2021, 2022, and 2023 are
much higher than the estimated revenues. The difference in expenses and revenue is due to
using the cash reserve to fund the wastewater capital improvement projects identified in Table 8.
It is important to note that projected user rate revenues do not provide enough revenue to fully
fund capital expenses (i.e. solid handling facility) in FY 2023. The solids handling facility is
anticipated to be debt-financed. Keller Associates recommends that the user rate models be
updated once the facility planning study is completed and preliminary planning for the solid
handling facility has been completed.

It is also recommended that the District maintain a minimum of a 6-month cash reserve. Using
the FY 2025 expenses, a 6-month reserve of $1 million is recommended for the wastewater
system. Both the 1- and 2-year wastewater rate increase provide at least a 6-month minimum
cash reserve; however, the 1-year rate model results in a cash reservice almost $400,000 greater
than the 2-year rate increase.

b
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Keller Associates recommends that the District move forward with user rate increases. Failure to
increase user rates will make it more difficult to fund ongoing replacement needs, putting the
District more at risk of system failures, permit violations, and disruptions to service. The 1-year
rate increase provides the District with the required revenue to begin funding system replacement
next year (FY 2021). In addition, the 1-year wastewater rate increase results in a cash reserve
that is approximately $400,000 more than the 2-year wastewater rate increase. Keller Associates
recommends user rate adjustments be put in place as soon as possible, and that the District
actively work toward fully funding system replacements.

Currently, the District maintains a single account with all water and wastewater system funds
combined. It is recommended that the District manages the water and wastewater system
accounts separately. This will allow for easier accounting for system revenues and expenses.
Additionally, managing the accounts separately will prevent revenue from one system from
subsidizing the other system. Finally, tracking replacement and capital expansion/upgrade related
expenses separately will make it easier for the District to assess whether user rates are sufficiently
funding operations, maintenance, and replacement needs.

As noted in the water usage and wastewater flow analysis, the Tamarack system appears to be
highly influenced by infiltration and inflow resulting in larger wastewater flows (Attachment A). It
is recommended that the District focus on reducing the infiltration and inflow in the Tamarack
wastewater system.

Although this study provides reasonable insight into the required rate increases for the water and
wastewater system, it is recommended that the District proceed with master planning efforts to
define future capital needs and their potential impact on user rates. The master planning will allow
the District to identify additional capital projects that may be required.

In the future, the District could consider alternative rate structures. Currently, the District charges
a flat water and wastewater rate regardless of usage. A potential future rate structure could
include the implementation of individual, meter-based billing. A meter-based rate structure
encourages individuals to conserve and use less water and could result in a more equitable
allocation of costs among individual users.

.
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Attachment A — Water Usage and Wastewater Flow Analysis

An analysis of the water usage and wastewater flows was completed to compare the water usage
and wastewater flows per EDU by Tamarack users to non-Tamarack users.

Water Usage Analysis

An analysis of the water usage by the District was based on well production data. The District
currently operates eight potable water wells. Each well is equipped with a flow meter to measure
the volume of water pumped from the well. Two of the wells are used to provide water to the
Tamarack potable water system. Using this information, the average day (Table A-1), maximum
day (Table A-2), and maximum month (Table A-3) water usage per EDU was calculated for the
Tamarack and non-Tamarack users.

TABLE A-1: AVERAGE DAY WATER USAGE PER EDU

Tamarack  Non-Tamarack Total System

Y

ar (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU)
2018 212 220 215
2019 264 242 255

TABLE A-2: MAX DAY WATER USAGE PER EDU

Tamarack  Non-Tamarack Total System

Date

(gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU)
8/11/2018 464 1,094 718
7/12/2019 858 923 884

TABLE A-3: MAX MONTH WATER USAGE PER EDU

Tamarack  Non-Tamarack Total System

Dat

o€ (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU)
8/2018 455 799 594
7/2019 664 788 714

This analysis shows that, on average, the Tamarack and non-Tamarack users consume the
similar amounts of water per EDU except in the summer months when non-Tamarack users
consume almost 100% more water (2018, Tables A-2 and A-3). To better understand the
differences in water usage between Tamarack and non-Tamarack users, the average daily water
usage per EDU is presented in Figure A-1.

KA 214010-011 1
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Non-Tamarack Water Usage Per EDU Tamarack Water Usage Per EDU

FIGURE A-1: AVERAGE DAILY WATER USAGE PER EDU

The average daily water usage shown in Figure 1 shows that non-Tamarack users consume more
water in the summer months and less water in the winter months than the Tamarack users. This
results in the average daily water usage per EDU by Tamarack users and non-Tamarack users
being similar. It should be noted, however, that this comparison is for the potable water use only,
and that Tamarack usage does not account for the irrigation usage from Tamarack’s irrigation
wells. The irrigation wells are owned and operated by Tamarack and not the District.

Wastewater Flow Analysis

An analysis of wastewater flows was completed using data collected at the wastewater treatment
plant (WWTP) and the Poison Creek Lift Station. The Poison Creek Lift Station pumps all the
wastewater produced by the Tamarack users to the WWTP. Poison Creek has a flow meter to
measure the volume of wastewater that is pumped to the WWTP. The WWTP also has a flow
meter at the headworks to measure the total wastewater that is collected at the plant. The non-
Tamarack wastewater flows were calculated by subtracting the Poison Creek flow data from the
WWTP flow data. Using this information, the average day (Table A-4), maximum day (Table A-
5), and maximum month (Table A-6) water usage was calculated for the Tamarack and non-
Tamarack users.

TABLE A-4 AVERAGE DAY WASTEWATER FLOW PER EDU

Tamarack Non-Tamarack  Total System

(gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU)
2018 133 78 88

2019 150 88 99

TABLE A-4: AVERAGE DAY WASTEWATER FLOW PER EDU

Date Tamarack Non-Tamarack Total System
(gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU)
4/9/2018 505 163 223
4/9/2019" 1,492 547 713

KA 214010-011 2
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TABLE A-6: MAX MONTH WASTEWATER FLOW PER EDU

Tamarack Non-Tamarack Total System

Date (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU) (gal/day/EDU)

4/2018 334 112 151
4/2019 600 207 276

This wastewater flow analysis shows that, on average, the Tamarack users produce
approximately 70% more wastewater than the non-Tamarack users (Table A-4); however, the
max day and max month wastewater flows indicate that Tamarack users produce significantly
higher flows per EDU. To better understand the differences in wastewater flows between
Tamarack and non-Tamarack users, the average daily wastewater flows are plotted in Figure A-

Wastewater Flow (gal/EDU/day)

01/2018 04/2018 07/2018 10/2018 01/2019 04/2019 07/2019 10/2019 01/2020 04/2020

Tamarack Flow Non-Tamarack Flow

FIGURE A-2: AVERAGE DAILY WASTEWATER FLOW PER EDU

The average daily flows presented in Figure 2 shows large wastewater flow spikes in April each
year in Tamarack. April is typically when large portions of the snowpack melt and infiltrate into the
ground. This data and notes from the District’'s employees, indicate that the Tamarack wastewater
collection is significantly influenced by infiltration and inflow into the collection system resulting in
higher wastewater flows.

KA 214010-011 3
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Water Usage Rates
2020 Water Revenues Summary
Fiscal Year Dec. 1, 2019 To Nov 30, 2020

Fund 1: Operating Funds

Revenue through | Anticipated 2020 Baseline
Water Revenue Source 2020 Budget 6/30/2020 Rﬂnuel ET—-

Water Usage Revenue S 86,400 | $§ 47,328 | $ 81,134 | § 82,368
Water Usage Revenue - Tamarack S 181,440 S 110,846 | $ 190,022 | $ 192,888
Tax Revenue - Valley County S 50,472 | $ 38,236 | $ 50,000 | $ 50,000
LID Administrative Fees S 40,027 | $ 642 | S 1,100 | § 40,027
Inspection Fees - Water S 1,125 | $ 765 | S 1,311 | $ 1,000
Water Turn On/Off Fee S 200 | S 100 | $ 171 1§ 200
Interest Income-Fund 01,02,03 S 6,274 | $ 2,704 | S 4,636 | $ 4,000
Annexation / Plan Review Fee S 546 | S 818 | S 1,403 | § 1,000
New Development Plan & Study Fees S 5,001 | $ - S - S -

Total Operating Water Revenue (rounded) S 371,500| $ 201,400( $ 329,800 | $ 371,500

'Calculated by multiplying the revenue through 6/30/2020 by (12/7) where applicable.
“Baseline revenues calculated base on the current user rate fees and the number of EDUs and were developed with input form District staff.

Fund 2: Capital Funds

Revenue through | Anticipated 2020 Baseline
Water Revenue Source 2020 Budget 6/30/2020 Rﬂnuel e

Water Service Availability Fees S 30,000 | $ 24,000 | $ 41,143 | $ 30,000
Water Interceptor/Line Capacity Fees S 7,500 | $ 3,000 | $ 5143 [ S 7,500
Total Capital Water Revenue (rounded) S 37,500| $ 27,000 $ 46,300| $ 37,500
'Calculated by multiplying the revenue through 6/30/2020 by (12/7) where applicable.

2Anticipating 5 additional EDUs based on input from District Staff.

Total District Operating and Capital Revenue (rounded) $ 409,000 $ 228,400 S 376,100 S 409,000

P:\218102 NLRSWD\218102-004 -NLRSWD Rate Study\b_PLAN_Rate Study\Budget and Rate Analysis\2020-09-02 Water Rate Model.xIsx
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Usage Rates

2020 Water Expenses Summary

Fiscal Year Dec. 1, 2019 To Nov 30, 2020

ater Capital and Operating Expense
L t h. Anti .r d 2020 . 2 .
Expense Category 2020 Budget 6/30/2020 a Baseline Expenses Baseline Comments
Admin Expenses® S 15,650 | $ 5,340 | $ 9,155 | $ 10,000 |Per District input
Auto Expenses® S 3,635 | S 2,179 | $ 3,736 | S 3,700 |Per District input
Miscellaneous Equipment Expense’ S 10,405 | S 369 [ S 634 [ S 5,000 |Per District input
Minor Equipment3 S 398 | $ 177 | $ 304 | $ 400 |Per District input
Office Building Expenses3 S 2,751 | $ 1,386 | $ 2,377 | $ 2,500 |Per District input
Board Expenses3 S 1,705 | $ 659 | $ 1,131 | $ 1,500 |[Per District input
Wagesz'4 S 87,585 | $ 49,957 | $ 85,641 | $ 103,500 |Staff wages proportioned to sewer and water based on EDUs
Payroll Taxes>" S 8,519 | $ 3,906 | S 6,697 | S 10,100 [Assumes appoximately 10% of wages (based the 2020 Budget)
Employee Health Insurance®* S 17,600 | S 14,570 | S 24,977 | S 20,800 |Assumes appoximately 20% of wages (based the 2020 Budget)
Contract Labor® $ 10,788 | $ 2,562 | $ 4393 | $ 12,700 |Per District input
Professional Services® S 10,457 | S 4,253 | $ 7,291 | $ 10,000 [Per District input
Engineering Services® S 227 | $ 192 | $ 329 | $ 20,000 |Per District input
_ S 12,610 | S 2,147 | $ 3,680 | $ 5,000 |Most of the budget is included in the replacement below
Water System Repair and Maintenance S 24,328 | $ 4,703 | $ 6,271 | S 8,000 |Per District input
Tamarack Water Repair and Maintenance S 19,107 | $ 1,083 | $ 1,444 | S 8,000 |Per District input
Water System Utilities S 10,197 | S 4,947 | $ 6,596 | S 7,000 |Per District input
_ S 18,025 | S - S - S 188,500 [From the phased water system replacement budget
Capital Purchases of Property/Equipment S - S - $ - $ - |Per District input
Principle Debt Payments S - S - S - S - Per District input
Total Water System Expenses $ 253,987 | S 98,431 | $ 164,656 | $ 416,700
Expense Category 2020 Budget Exp:;l;:;zt;;:ugh Am:i:::i::lozo Baseline Expensesz
Total Operating Expenditures $ 223,400 | $ 96,284 | $ 160,976 | $ 223,200
[otReplacement Expenditires | s 30,600 | $ 2,147 [ $ 3,680 | $ 193,500
Total Debt Expenditures S - S - S - S -
Total Capital Improvements S - S - S - $ -
Total Water System Expenses $ 254,000 $ 98,431 | $ 164,656 | $ 416,700

*Calculated by multiplying the revenue through 6/30/2020 by (12/7) where applicable.

?Baseline expenses were developed based on input from District staff with considerations for existing and historical expenses.
3Expenses was proportioned to the water and sewer system based on the number of EDUs services.

4Wages are assumed to increase by $70k in FY 2021 and FY 2022 as the District hires additional staff.

Legend

Operating and Maintenance ltems

Debt Expenditures
Capital Improvement Expenditures

P:\218102 NLRSWD\218102-004 -NLRSWD Rate Study\b_PLAN_Rate Study\Budget and Rate Analysis\2020-09-02 Water Rate Model.xlsx
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Wastewater Usage Rates

2020 Wastewater Revenues Summary

Fiscal Year Dec. 1, 2019 To Nov 30, 2020

Fund 1: Operating Funds

Revenue through |Anticipated 2020 Baseline

Wastewater Revenue Source 2020 Budget 6/30/2020 Reve_nuel Reven_uesz
Sewer Usage Revenue - Other S 511,776 | $ 367,008 | $ 629,157 | $ 514,656
Sewer Usage Revenue - Donnelly S 57,600 | S 33,600 | S 57,600 | $ 57,600
Sewer Usage Revenue - Tamarack S 121,824 S 121,824
Tax Revenue - Valley County S 171,563 | $ 129,970 | S 222,806 | $ 170,000
LID Administrative Fees S 41,747 | $ 642 | S 1,100 | $ 41,747
Sewer Inspection Fees S 3,150 | S 2,430 | S 4,166 | $ 3,000
Septage Fees S 50,000 | $ 21,493 | 36,844 | S 80,000
Lift Station Operating Fee S 1,500 | $ 1,000 | $ 1,714 | $ 1,500
Interest Income-Fund 01,02,03 S 21,326 | S 9,193 | $ 15,759 | $ 15,000
Annexation / Plan Review Fee S 1,854 | S 2,782 | S 4,769 | $ 2,000
New Development Plan & Study Fees $ 16,999 | $ - S - S -
Total Wastewater Revenue (rounded) S 999,300| $ 568,100 $ 973,900 | $ 1,007,300

'Calculated by multiplying the revenue through 6/30/2020 by (12/7) where applicable.
*Baseline revenues calculated based on the current user rate fees and the number of EDUs and were developed with input from District staff.

Fund 2: Capital Funds

Revenue through |Anticipated 2020 Baseline

Wastewater Revenue Source 2020 Budget 6/30/2020 Rﬂnuel il
Sewer Service Availability Fees - General S 72,000 | $ 84,000 | S 144,000 | $ 72,000
Sewer Service Availability Fees - City of Donnelly S 6,000 | S - S - S 6,000
Sewer Interceptor Fees / Sewer Line Capacity Fees S 18,000 | $ 16,500 | $ 28,286 | $ 18,000
Sewer Interceptor/Line Capacity Fees - City of Donnelly S 1,500 | $ - S - S 1,500
Septage Receiving Facility S 85,000 | $ - S - S -
Total Wastewater Revenue (rounded) S 182,500 [ $ 100,500| $ 172,300 | $ 97,500
'Calculated by multiplying the revenue through 6/30/2020 by (12/7) where applicable.
2Anticipating 13 additional EDUs based on input from District staff.
Total District Operating and Capital Revenue (rounded) $1,181,800 $ 668,600 $ 1,146,200 $ 1,104,800

P:\218102 NLRSWD\218102-004 -NLRSWD Rate Study\b_PLAN_Rate Study\Budget and Rate Analysis\2020-09-03 Sewer Rate Model.xIsx
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Wastewater Usage Rates

2020 Wastewater Expenses Summary
Fiscal Year Dec. 1, 2019 To Nov 30, 2020

astewater Capital and Operating Expense
Expense Category 2020 Budget Exp(:l;;:s/;:;g;u eh Ant;::::szlozo Baseline Expenses” Baseline Comments
Admin E><;:yenses3 S 53,197 | $ 18,152 | $ 31,117 | $ 35,000 | Per District input
Auto E><penses3 $ 12,355 | $ 7,407 | S 12,698 | $ 13,000 | Per District input
Miscellaneous Equipment E)(pense3 S 35370 | $ 1,255 | $ 2,152 | $ 5,000 | Per District input
Minor Equipment3 $ 1,353 [ $ 602 | $ 1,031 | S 1,500 | Per District input
Office Building E)(penses3 S 9,351 | $ 4,712 | $ 8,078 | $ 9,000 | Per District input
Board E><penses3 $ 5,795 | $ 2,241 | S 3,841 | $ 5,000 | Per District input
Wagesz'4 S 297,715 | $ 169,811 | $ 291,105 | $ 351,800 |Staff wages proportioned to sewer and water based on EDUs
Payroll Taxes™* $ 28,957 | $ 13,277 | $ 22,761 | $ 34,200 |Assumes appoximately 10% of wages (based the 2020 Budget)
Employee Health Insurance™* S 59,825 [ $ 49,524 | $ 84,899 | $ 70,700 |Assumes appoximately 20% of wages (based the 2020 Budget)
Contract Labor’® $ 36,672 | $ 8,710 | S 14,932 | $ 43,300 |Per District input
Professional Services® S 35,543 | $ 14,456 | $ 24,782 | $ 30,000 |Per District input
Engineering Services® $ 773 | $ 653 | $ 1,119 | S 40,000 |Per District input
S 42,865 | $ 7,298 | $ 12,510 | $ 15,000 [Most of the budget is included in the replacement below
WWTP Operation and Maintenance $ 227,356 | $ 76,956 | $ 131,924 | $ 125,000 |Per District input
Sewer Lift Station O&M S 128,690 | $ 51,457 | $ 88,211 [ $ 75,000 |Per District input
Sewer Collection System O&M $ 32,410 | $ 3,019 | $ 5,176 | $ 15,000 |Per District input
S 172,755 | $ 123,375 | $ 211,500 | $ 710,400 |From the phased wastewater system replacement budget
Capital Purchases of Property/Equipment $ 175,000 | S 108 | $ 184 | $ - Per District input
Principle Debt Payments $ - S - S - S - Per District input
Total System $ 1,355,981 § 553,012 $ 948,021 | $ 1,578,900
astewater Capital and Operating Expense a ounded
Expenses Through | Anticipated 2020 i
Expense Category 2020 Budget (6/30/2020) Expensesl Baseline Expensesz
Total Operating Expenditures S 965,400 | $ 422,200 | $ 723,800 | $ 853,500
S 215,600 | $ 130,700 | $ 224,000 | $ 725,400
Total Debt Expenditures S - $ - $ - 13 -
Total Capital Improvements S 175,000 | S 100 | $ 200 | $ -
Total System Exp $ 1,356,000 | $ 553,000 | $ 948,000 | $ 1,578,900
*Calculated by multiplying the revenue through 6/30/2020 by (12/7) where applicable.
2Developed based on input from District staff with considerations for existing budget and historical expenses
3Expenses was proportioned to the water and sewer system based on the number of EDUs services.
4Wages are assumed to increase by $70k in FY 2021 and FY 2022 as the District hires additional staff.
Legend
Operating and Maintenance ltems
Debt Expenditures
Capital Improvement Expenditures
P:\218102 NLRSWD\218102-004 -NLRSWD Rate Study\b_PLAN_Rate Study\Budget and Rate Analysis\2020-09-03 Sewer Rate Model.xisx
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Wastewater Usage Rates

LID Summary
» :

LID System Maturity Date Billing Fee
Mountain Meadows/West Mountain Estates Sewer 2022 S 490.68
Lake Cascade Ranch Sewer 2022 S 368.64
Wagon Wheel 6,7, & 8 Sewer 2023 S 1,124.64
West Side Sewer Sewer 2025 S 12,270.84
Tamarack Phase 1 Sewer Sewer 2024 S 5,821.73
Tamarack Phase 2 Sewer Sewer 2028 S 3,058.44
Tamarack Phase 3 Sewer Sewer 2034 S 18,612.00
Tamarack Water Water 2025 S 39,102.71
Day Star Water Water 2023 S 924.60

C S, D) AQ 2e Re e e <l0 -

LID 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
Tamarack Water S 39,103 | $ 39,103 | $§ 39,103 | $§ 39,103 | $§ 39,103 | S 39,103
Day Star Water S 925 | S 925 | S 925 | S 925 | S - S -
Total Water LID Admin Fees S 40,027 | S 40,027 | $ 40,027 | $ 40,027 | $ 39,103 | $ 39,103

o - . 'AYe no Do - - eq O

LID 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
Mountain Meadows/West Mountain Estates S 491 | S 491 | S 491 | S - S - S -
Lake Cascade Ranch S 369 | S 369 | S 369 | S - S - S -
Wagon Wheel 6,7, & 8 S 1,125 | $ 1,125 | $ 1,125 | $ 1,125 | $ - S -
West Side Sewer S 12,271 | S 12,271 | S 12,271 | S 12,271 | S 12,271 | S 12,271
Tamarack Phase 1 Sewer S 5822 |8S 5822 |8S 5822 1|8S 5822 1|8S 5822 1|8S -
Tamarack Phase 2 Sewer S 3,058 | $ 3,058 | $ 3,058 | $ 3,058 | $ 3,058 | $ 3,058
Tamarack Phase 3 Sewer S 18,612 | S 18,612 | S 18,612 | S 18,612 | S 18,612 | S 18,612
Total Sewer LID Admin Fees S 41,747 | S 41,747 | S 41,747 | S 40,888 | S 39,763 | § 33,941

LD payments are a pass through cost to the District and were not included in the rate analysis. However, LID administration fees were included as a source of revenue.

These fees will retire as the LID retires.
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Water Replacement Budget Summary

Annual Water System Replacement Budget

Category Annual Replacements
Vehicles and Equipment S 7,000
Pipelines’ $ 67,300
Fire Hydrants S 20,400
PRVs S 2,200
Water Meters S 10,500
Small Wells S 41,000
Large Wells S 112,000
Storage Tank S 5,000
Total Annual Replacement Budget (rounded) S 265,400

*Annual costs are calculated by estimating replacing 1% of piping per year
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Vehicle Replacement Budget

= e Replaceme Budge
Item Annual Cost
Annual Vehicle Replacement Costs S 30,000
Water System Vehicles S 7,000
Sewer System Vehicles S 23,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Pipeline Replacement Budgets

Water Pipe Length Summary

. 3" PVC 6" PVC 8" PVC 10" PVC 12" PVC 8" DIP 12" DIP 16" DIP Total Pipe Length
Service Area
(ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft)
Fir Grove 4,535 2,320 4,560 11,415
Hawks Bay 13,638 13,638
Day Star 825 12,609 13,434
Tamarack 500 15,704 19,985 430 5,283 2,378 44,280
Total Pipe Length (ft) 500 5,360 41,951 2,320 24,545 430 5,283 2,378 82,767
PVC = polyvinyl chloride DIP = ductile iron pipe
Water Pipe Replacement Budget
Replacement Half Lane Utility Reconnect Traffic Control ) )
. . . . . . L . Engineering 1% of
Pipe Total Length | 1% of Length Cost Road Repair | Protection Services Without Flagging | Mobilization Contingency & CMS Total Cost System Cost
(per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF)
3" pVC 500 5 S 23 [ $ 26 [ $ 418 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 53 [$ 300
6" PVC 5,360 54 S 32 (S 26 [ $ 418 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 59 [$ 3,200
8" PVC 41,951 420 S 39 (S 26 [ $ 418 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 64 |$ 26,700
10" PVC 2,320 23 S 81|S 26 [ $ 418 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 91 [$ 2,100
12" PVC 24,545 245 S 98 | $ 26| S 41 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 102 | $ 25,000
8" DIP 430 4 S 75| S 26 [ $ 418 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 87 |$ 400
12" DIP 5,283 53 S 113 [ $ 26 [ $ 418 29 |$ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 112 | $ 5,900
16" DIP 2,378 24 S 181 [ $ 26| S 41 29 |$ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 156 | $ 3,700
Annual Water Pipe Replacement Cost (rounded) $ 67,300
PVC = polyvinyl chloride DIP = ductile iron pipe
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Fire Hydrant Replacement Budget

Fire Hydrant Replacement Budget

Service Area # Hydrants
Day Star 30
Hawks Bay 20
Fir Grove 32
Tamarack 81
Total Number of Hydrants 163
Typical Life (yrs) 50
Hydrants replaced per year 4
Typical cost/Hydrants S 5,100
Annual Hydant Replacement Budget (Rounded) S 20,400
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Pressure Reducing Valve Replacement Budget

PRV Replacement Budget

Item Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
3" PRV 1 S 3,000 | S 3,000
4" PRV 3 S 4,500 | S 13,500
6" PRV 1 S 5,500 [ S 5,500
10" PRV 3 S 7,000 | S 21,000
Total Cost | S 43,000
Typical PRV Life (yrs) 20
Total Annual Replacement Cost (rounded) S 2,200
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Water Meter Replacement Budget

Water Meter Replacement Budget

Service Area # Meters
Day Star 151
Hawks Bay 139
Fir Grove 121
Tamarack 286
Total Number of Meters 697
Typical Life (yrs) 20
Meters replaced per year 35
Typical cost/meter S 300
Annual Meter Replacement Budget (Rounded) S 10,500
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Small Well Replacement Budget

Small Well Summary

Well Service Area Pumps (hp) Capacity CS or VFD!
(gpm)
Well 1 Day Star 10 150 VFD
Well 2 Day Star 25 450 VFD
Well 1 Hawks Bay unk 200 VFD

!¢cs: Constant Speed; VFD: Variable Frequency Drive

Small Well Replacement Budget

Typical Replacement Activities Frequency (years) | Unit Cost | Cost/year
Electrical 20 S 45,000 | S 2,300
Pump and motor 15 S 60,000S 4,000
SCADA 15 S 21,000 (S 1,400
Building 40 S 80,000 (S 2,000
Site 30 S 20,000 (S 700
Chlorination / treatment 20 S 15,000 | S 800
Valves / meter /piping 30 S 30,000|S 1,000
Well Hole Rehabilitation 15 S 20,000 (S 1,300

Total per Facility |S 13,500
# Wells On line 3
Recommended Annual Budget (rounded) S 41,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Large Well Replacement Budget

Large Well Summary

Well Service Area Pumps (hp) Capacity CS or VFD!
(gpm)
Well 4 Tamarack 125 500 CS
Well 7 Tamarack 175 700 CS
Well 1 Fir Grove unk 1000 VFD
Well 2 Fir Grove unk 800 VFD
Well 2 Hawks Bay unk 800 VFD
!¢cs: Constant Speed; VFD: Variable Frequency Drive
arge Well Replacement Budge
Typical Replacement Activities Frequency (years) | Unit Cost Cost/year
Electrical/Generator 20 S 85,000(S 4,300
Pump and motor 15 S 100,000 | S 6,700
SCADA 15 S 28,000 S 1,900
Building 40 S 120,000 | $ 3,000
Site 30 S 35000|S$ 1,200
Chlorination / treatment 20 S 35000(S 1,800
Valves / meter /piping 30 S 50,000 (S 1,700
Well Hole Rehabilitation 15 S 25,000 (S 1,700
Total per Facility | S 22,300
# Wells On line 5
Recommended Annual Budget (rounded) S 112,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Water Replacement Budgets
Water Storage Tank Replacement Budget

Water Storage Tank Summary

Tank Service Area Size (MG) Type
North Reservoir Tamarack 1.25 Concrete

Water Storage Tank Replacement Budget

Typical Replacement Activities | Frequency (years) | Unit Cost Cost/year
New Hatch 25 $ 12,000 | $ 500
New Vent 25 $ 10,000 | S 400
New Ladder 25 $ 20,000 |S 800
Site 30 $ 20,000 |S 700
Inspection 7 S 6,000]S 900
Clean 7 $ 12,000 | S 1,700
Recommended Annual Budget (rounded) S 5,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets
Sewer Replacement Budget Summary

Annual Sewer System Replacement Budget

Category Annual Replacements

Vehicles and Equipment S 23,000
Gravity Sewer Pipelines1 S 367,600
Pressure Sewer Pipelines’ S 302,800
Manholes S 55,500
Collection System Piping Subtotal | S 748,900

Small Lift Stations S 165,000
Medium Lift Stations S 74,000
WWTP S 387,900
Lift Station and WWTP Subtotal | S 626,900

Total Annual Replacement Budget S 1,375,800

'Annual costs are calculated by estimating replacing 1% of the total sewer piping per year
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets
Vehicle Replacement Budget

= e Replaceme Budge
Item Annual Cost
Annual Vehicle Replacement Costs S 30,000
Water System Vehicles S 7,000
Sewer System Vehicles S 23,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets

Pipeline Replacement Budgets

Gravity Sewer

Replacement | Half Lane Road "~ . Reconnect Traffic Control ) .
) ) . Utility Protection . . . . . Engineering & 1% of System
Pipe Diameter Total Length 1% of Length Cost Repair Services Without Flagging| Mobilization Contingency cMS Total Cost Cost
(in) (ft) (ft) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF)
8 145,339 1454 S 73| S 26 | S 41S 29| $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 224 | $ 326,400
10 17,611 177 S 78| $ 26 | $ 41S 29| $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 233 | $ 41,200
Annual Gravity Sewer Pipe Replacement Cost (rounded) $ 367,600

Raw Pressure Sewer

Replacement | Half Lane Road Utility Protection Reconnect Traffic Control Engineering & 1% of System
Pipe Diameter Total Length 1% of Length Cost Repair Services Without Flagging| Mobilization Contingency cMs Total Cost o

(in) (ft) (ft) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF)

4 21,750 218 S 31 ]S 26 | S 41S 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 156 | $ 33,900

6 73,540 735 S 42| 26 | S 41S 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 173 | $ 127,300

8 25,200 252 S 52 |S 26 | S 41S 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 190 | $ 47,900

10 27,300 273 S 62 |S 26 | S 41S 29 | $ 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 207 | $ 56,600

Annual Pressure Sewer Pipe Replacement Cost (rounded) $ 265,700

WWTP Effluent Pressure Sewer

Replacement | Half Lane Road -~ . Traffic Control . .
) ) . Utility Protection| . I . Engineering & 1% of System
Pipe Diameter Total Length 1% of Length Cost Repair Without Flagging| Mobilization Contingency cMS Total Cost Cost
(in) (ft) (ft) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF) (per LF)
8 160 2 S 52 |S 26 | S 41S 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 142 | $ 200
12 16 0 S 73S 26 | S 41S 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 176 | $ -
14 17,503 175 S 93 | S 26 | S 41S 4 10% 35% 20%| $ 211 | $ 36,900
Annual WWTP Effluent Pressure Sewer Pipe Replacement Cost (rounded) $ 37,100

Manhole Rehabilitation Budget

Manholes Rehab| Manhole Rehab | Annual Rehab
Total Manholes
Annually (each) Budget
711 15 S 3,700 | $ 55,500

% Cost from Tamarack

S 13,270.04
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets
Small Lift Station Replacement Budgets

3 atio 2 00 gp D PING Capa
Lift Station Service Area  |Pumps Firm Capacity’ Generator?
p1 Hillhouse 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
p_3 Edwards 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
p_s5 Big Smoky 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
. No, quick t f tabl
p.7 Wagon Wheel 5.4 hp (330 gpm) 330 gpm 0, quick connect for portable
5.4 hp (330 gpm) generator
. No, quick t f tabl
P8 Wagon Wheel 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm 0, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
P9 Day Star 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
P-10 Day Star 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
P11 Day Star 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
P12 Day Star 6 hp (180 gpm) 180 gpm No, quick connect for portable
6 hp (180 gpm) generator
P13 Edwards 3.7 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
3.7 hp (80 gpm) generator
. No, quick t f tabl
P14 Hillhouse 6.2 hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm 0, quick connect for portable
6.2 hp (80 gpm) generator
P15 Edwards unk hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm No, quick connect for portable
unk hp (80 gpm) generator
N ick t f tabl
P16 Wagon Wheel unk hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm 0, quick connect for portable
unk hp (80 gpm) generator
N ick t f tabl
Discovery Drive Tamarack unk hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm O, quick connect Tor portable
unk hp (80 gpm) generator
N ick t f tabl
Hawks Bay Hawks Bay unk hp (80 gpm) 80 gpm 0, quick connect for portable
unk hp (80 gpm) generator
N ick t f tabl
Fir Grove Fir Grove unk hp (120 gpm) 120 gpm 0, quick connect for portable
unk hp (120 gpm) generator
1Largest pump offline
2 atio Replace e Budge
Typical Replacement Activities | Frequency (years) Unit Cost Cost/year
Electrical 20 S 32,000 | S 1,600
Pump and motor 15 S 42,000 | $ 2,800
SCADA 15 S 15,000 | $ 1,000
Site 30 S 10,000 | S 400
Instrumentation 15 S 9,000 | $ 600
Odor control 15 S 10,000 | $ 700
Wet Well (rehab) 20 S 37,000 | $ 1,900
Building / structure 40 S 32,000 | S 800
Valves / meter 30 S 15,000 | $ 500
Total per Facility | S 10,300
# Pump Stations 16
Recommended Annual Budget (rounded) S 165,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets
Medium Lift Station Replacement Budgets

=Yo atio 00 ap D D g capa
Lift Station Service Area Pumps Firm Capacity’ Generator?
N ick t f
P2 Edwards 47 hp (320 gpm) 320 gpm o, quick connect for
47 hp (320 gpm) portable generator
N ick t f
P4 Big Smoky 58 hp (500 gpm) 500 gpm 0, quick connect for
58 hp (500 gpm) portable generator
. No, quick t f
PG Wagon Wheel 9.4 hp (440 gpm) 440 gpm o, quick connect for
9.4 hp (440 gpm) portable generator
Poison Creek Tamarack unk hp (575 gpm) 575 gpm Yes
unk hp (575 gpm)
1Largest pump offline
eqa atio Replace 2 Budge
Typical Replacement Activities Frequency (years) Unit Cost Cost/year
Electrical 20 S 32,000 | 1,600
Generator 30 S 75,000 | $§ 2,500
Pump and motor 15 S 73,000 | $§ 4,900
SCADA 12 S 21,000 | $ 1,800
Site 30 S 10,000 | S 400
Instrumentation 15 S 9,000 | S 600
Odor control 15 S 16,000 | S 1,100
Wet Well (rehab) 20 S 52,000 | $ 2,600
Building / structure 40 S 68,000 | $ 1,700
Valves / meter 30 S 40,000 | S 1,400
Total per Facility | S 18,600
# Pump Stations 4
Recommended Annual Budget (rounded) S 74,000
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets
Wastewater Treatment Plant Replacement Budgets

= O ed A and O

Equipment Description Replacement Items Unit Cost Units Life (Yr) | Annual Cost
Headworks 8" Magnetic Flow Meter $ 3,400 2 20 $ 340
12" Magnetic Flow Meter $ 5,200 2 20 $ 520

Drum Screen $ 173,000 2 20 $ 17,300

Screening Washer/Compactor $ 56,000 1 20 $ 2,800

Odor Control Equipment $ 103,200 1 15 $ 6,880

HVAC $ 110,600 1 15 $ 7,373

Aeration Basins Diffusers $ 30,000 1 10 $ 3,000
Submersible Mixers $ 25,000 4 7 $ 14,286

Sensors $ 7,400 4 10 $ 2,960

MBR System Membranes and Accessories $ 300,000 4 10 $ 120,000
Membrane Blowers $ 250,300 3 20 $ 37,545

Process Blowers $ 250,300 3 20 $ 37,545

Chemical Tanks (2,500 gal) $ 7,400 3 30 $ 740

Air Compressor $ 7,400 2 15 $ 987

Turbidity Meters $ 4,500 2 6 $ 1,500

Hydropneumatic Tank $ 7,400 2 30 $ 493

Sodium Hypochlorite Pump $ 7,400 1 15 $ 493

Citric Acid Pump $ 7,400 1 15 $ 493

Sodium Hydroxide Pump $ 7,400 1 15 $ 493

Alum Pump $ 7,400 1 15 $ 493

Utility Water Pump $ 22,200 1 20 $ 1,110

Permeate Pump $ 67,800 4 20 $ 13,560

RAS Pump $ 67,800 4 20 $ 13,560

WAS Pumps $ 25,000 2 20 $ 2,500

Scum Pumps $ 29,500 1 15 $ 1,967

Drain Pump $ 29,500 1 15 $ 1,967

HVAC $ 110,600 1 15 $ 7,373

UV System Lamp Replacement $ 200 128 1.5 $ 17,067
Ballast and Enclosures $ 108,200 4 15 $ 28,853

UV Sensors $ 4,500 4 10 $ 1,800

Electrical/SCADA PLC / Instrumentation $ 110,600 1 15 $ 7,373
Lagoons Blowers (15 and 25 hp) $ 50,000 2 20 $ 5,000
Effluent Pumps $ 100,000 2 20 $ 10,000

Clorination Gas Chlorinator (Regal Model 216) $ 30,000 1 20 $ 1,500
Chlorine Detector (FX 1502) $ 1,300 1 10 $ 130

Portable Air Pack $ 3,000 1 20 $ 150

Irrigation System Aurora 530 Submersible Pumps $ 20,000 2 20 $ 2,000
4" Risers $ 210 42 20 $ 441

6" Risers $ 230 15 20 $ 173

40-ft Wheel Line Sections $ 500 70 20 $ 1,750

Wheel Line Mover $ 5,000 3 20 $ 750

20ft Handline Sections $ 100 3 20 $ 15

40ft Handline Sections $ 180 38 20 $ 342

Miscellaneous Equipment Bridge Crane $ 88,500 1 20 $ 4,425
Generator $ 191,600 1 30 $ 6,387

Composite Samplers $ 10,900 2 15 $ 1,453

Total Annual Cost for Existing Short-Lived Assets (rounded) |$ 387,900
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District
User Rate Study: Sewer Replacement Budgets
Unit Prices

ITEM UNIT UNIT PRICE

PVC Pipe (Gravity)

8-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $73

10-inch Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $78
PVC Pipe (Pressure)

4-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $31

6-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $42

8-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $52

10-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $62

12-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $73

14-inch Pressure Pipe - Excavation, Backfill LF $93
Manhole Rehabilitation EA $3,700
Existing Utility Protection LF $4
Reconnect Services LF $29
Traffic Control - Without Flagging LF $4
Traffic Control - With Flagging LF $8
Full Lane Pavement Repair LF $47
Half Lane Pavement Repair LF $26
Gravel Repair LF $10
Miscellaneous Surface Repair LF $3
Mobilization - Percent of Item Cost Sum % 10%
Contingency - % of construction costs % 35%
Engineering and CMS - % of construction costs % 20%

The cost estimate herein is based on our perception of current conditions at the project location.
This estimate reflects our opinion of probable costs at this time and is subject to change as the
project design matures. Keller Associates has no control over variances in the cost of labor,
materials, equipment, services provided by others, contractor's methods of determining prices,
competitive bidding or market conditions, practices or bidding strategies. Keller Associates
cannot and does not warrant or guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will
not vary from the cost presented herein.
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Water Usage Rates
1-Year Water Rate Model

Budget Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast
FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025
User Rate % Annual Increase 26% - 42% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
Non-Tamarack Water Usage Fee per EDU $ 24.00 | $ 34.00 | $ 3570 | $ 3750 | $ 39.40 | $ 41.40
Tamarack Water Usage Fee per EDU $ 38.00 | $ 48.00 | $ 49.70 | $ 51.50 | $ 53.40 | $ 55.40
Non-Tamarack EDUs 286 291 296 301 306 311
Tamarack EDUs 423 423 423 423 423 423
Non-Tamarack Usage Fee S 86,400 | S 118,700 | $ 126,800 | $ 135,500 | $ 144,700 | $ 154,500
Tamarack Usage Fee S 181,400 | S 243,600 | $ 252,300 | $ 261,400 | $ 271,100 | $ 281,200
Other Charges ! S 63,600 [ $ 56,200 | $ 59,000 | $ 62,000 | $ 65,100 | $ 68,400
LID Billing Revenue® S 40,000 | $ 40,000 | $ 40,000 | $ 40,000 | $ 39,100 | $ 39,100
Total Operating Revenues $ 371,400 | $ 458,500 | $ 478,100 | $ 498,900 | $ 520,000 | $ 543,200
Opera g pend e
Opet’i-ltior\s3 S 223,400 | $ 229,900 | $ 236,800 | $ 243,900 | $ 251,200 | $ 258,700
Replacements™** $ 30,600 | $ 194,200 | $ 211,400 | $ 229,700 | $ 248,700 | $ 268,600
Debt Payments® S - |s - $ - ]S - $ - |$ -
Total Operating Expenditures S 254,000 | $ 424,100 | $ 448,200 | $ 473,600 | $ 499,900 | $ 527,300
apital Reve e
Water Service Availability Fee’ S 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000
Water Interceptor/Line Capacity Fee’ S 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500
Total Capital Revenues $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500
ap d pe d e
Capital Improvements8 - 584,000 | $ - - S - R
Total Capital Expenditures - 584,000 | $ - - $ - -
Account Balances
Total Initial Funds’ S 1,204,200 | $ 1,359,100 | $ 847,000 | $ 914,400 | $ 977,200 | $ 1,034,800
Net Operating Revenue'® S 117,400 | S 34,400 | $ 29,900 | $ 25,300 | $ 20,100 | $ 15,900
Net Capital Revenue'! S 37,500 | $ (546,500)| $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500
Ending Account Balance $ 1,359,100 | $ 847,000 | $ 914,400 | $ 977,200 | $ 1,034,800 | $ 1,088,200
Notes:
1. Other charges include: Tax Revenue for Valley County, Water Inspection Fees, Water Turn on/off fees, Interest Income, Annexation/Plan Review Fees, and New Development Plan and Study Fees.
2. Billing fees for the Day Star Water and Tamarack Water LIDs.
3. 3.0% annualinflation of costs is assumed.
4. Replacement costs include: vehicles and equipment, pipelines, fire hydrants, PRVs, water meters, wells, and the storage tank.
5. Pipeline and manhole replacements are 10% funding in FY 2021. Funding increases by 10% each year until the pipeline and manhole replacements are fully funded in in FY 2030. All other items are fully funded in FY 2021.
6. The District currently only has LID debt payments. These payments are made by the customers and are directly passed from the District to the LID holders. These payments are not included in this estimate.
7. Revenue estimated based on 5 new EDUs per year
8. FY 2021 capital improvements include a system master plan, GIS mapping, and updating/replacing the Tamarack SCADA system.
9. FY 2020 initial fund from the 2019 Audit.

10. Total operating revenues minus total operating expenditures.

11. Total capital revenues minus total capital expenditures.
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Water Usage Rates
2-Year Water Rate Model

Budget Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast
FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025
User Rate % Annual Increase 16% - 25% 14% - 20% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
Non-Tamarack Water Usage Fee per EDU $ 24.00 | $ 30.00 | $ 36.00 | $ 3780 | $ 39.70 | $ 41.70
Tamarack Water Usage Fee per EDU $ 38.00 | $ 44.00 | $ 50.00 | $ 51.80 | $ 53.70 | $ 55.70
Non-Tamarack EDUs 286 291 296 301 306 311
Tamarack EDUs 423 423 423 423 423 423
Non-Tamarack Usage Fee S 86,400 | S 104,800 | $ 127,900 | $ 136,500 | $ 145,800 | $ 155,600
Tamarack Usage Fee S 181,400 | S 223,300 | $ 253,800 | $ 262,900 | $ 272,600 | $ 282,700
Other Charges ! S 63,600 | $ 56,200 | $ 59,000 | $ 62,000 | $ 65,100 | $ 68,400
LID Billing Revenue® S 40,000 | $ 40,000 | $ 40,000 | $ 40,000 | $ 39,100 | $ 39,100
Total Operating Revenues $ 371,400 | $ 424,300 | $ 480,700 | $ 501,400 | $ 522,600 | $ 545,800
Opera g pend e
Opet’i-ltior\s3 S 223,400 | $ 229,900 | $ 236,800 | $ 243,900 | $ 251,200 | $ 258,700
Replacements™** $ 30,600 | $ 194,200 | $ 211,400 | $ 229,700 | $ 248,700 | $ 268,600
Debt Payments® S - |s - $ - s - $ - |8 -
Total Operating Expenditures S 254,000 | $ 424,100 | $ 448,200 | $ 473,600 | $ 499,900 | $ 527,300
apital Reve e
Water Service Availability Fee’ S 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000 | $ 30,000
Water Interceptor/Line Capacity Fee’ S 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500 | $ 7,500
Total Capital Revenues $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500
ap d pe d e
Capital Improvements8 - 584,000 | $ - - S - R
Total Capital Expenditures - 584,000 | $ - - $ - -
Account Balances
Total Initial Funds’ S 1,204,200 | $ 1,359,100 | $ 812,800 | $ 882,800 | $ 948,100 | $ 1,008,300
Net Operating Revenue'® S 117,400 | S 200 | $ 32,500 | $ 27,800 | $ 22,700 | $ 18,500
Net Capital Revenue'! S 37,500 | $ (546,500)| $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500 | $ 37,500
Ending Account Balance $ 1,359,100 | $ 812,800 | $ 882,800 | $ 948,100 | $ 1,008,300 | $ 1,064,300
Notes:
1. Other charges include: Tax Revenue for Valley County, Water Inspection Fees, Water Turn on/off fees, Interest Income, Annexation/Plan Review Fees, and New Development Plan and Study Fees.
2. Billing fees for the Day Star Water and Tamarack Water LIDs.
3. 3.0% annualinflation of costs is assumed.
4. Replacement costs include: vehicles and equipment, pipelines, fire hydrants, PRVs, water meters, wells, and the storage tank.
5. Pipeline and manhole replacements are 10% funding in FY 2021. Funding increases by 10% each year until the pipeline and manhole replacements are fully funded in in FY 2030. All other items are fully funded in FY 2021.
6. The District currently only has LID debt payments. These payments are made by the customers and are directly passed from the District to the LID holders. These payments are not included in this estimate.
7. Revenue estimated based on 5 new EDUs per year
8. FY 2021 capital improvements include a system master plan, GIS mapping, and updating/replacing the Tamarack SCADA system.
9. FY 2020 initial fund from the 2019 Audit.

10. Total operating revenues minus total operating expenditures.

11. Total capital revenues minus total capital expenditures.
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Wastewater Usage Rates
1-Year Wastewater Rate Model

User Rate % Annual Increase
Wastewater Rate per EDU

Number of EDUs"

Operating Revenues

DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

Budget Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast
FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025
100.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
$ 24.00 | $ 48.00 [ $ 50.40 | $ 53.00 | $ 55.70 | $ 58.50
2410 2423 2436 2449 2462 2475

Operating Expenditures

Sewer Usage Fee $ 691,200 | $ 1,395,600 | $ 1,473,300 | $ 1,557,600 | $ 1,645,600 | $ 1,737,500
Septage Fees S 50,000 | $ 80,000 [ $ 84,000 | $ 88,200 | $ 92,600 | $ 97,200
Other Charges > S 216,400 | $ 191,500 | $ 201,100 | $ 211,200 | $ 221,800 | $ 232,900
LID Billing Revenue’ S 41,700 | $ 41,700 | $ 41,700 | $ 40,900 | $ 39,800 | $ 33,900
Total Operating Revenues S 999,300 | $ 1,708,800 | $ 1,800,100 | $ 1,897,900 | $ 1,999,800 | $ 2,101,500

Capital Revenues

Operationsd S 965,400 | $ 879,100 | $ 905,500 | $ 932,700 | $ 960,700 | $ 989,500
Replacementss’6 S 215,600 | $ 731,800 | $ 817,700 | $ 908,500 | $ 1,003,800 | $ 1,104,200
Total Operating Expenditures $ 1,181,000 | $ 1,610,900 | $ 1,723,200 | $ 1,841,200 | $ 1,964,500 | $ 2,093,700

Capital Expenditures
Capital Improvements

175,000

699,400

1,311,300

327,800

Sewer Service Availability Fees - General” S 72,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 72,000
Sewer Service Availability Fees - City of Donnelly8 S 6,000 | $ 6,000 | $ 6,000 | $ 6,000 | $ 6,000 | $ 6,000
Sewer Interceptor Fees / Sewer Line Capacity Fees’ S 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ 18,000
Sewer Interceptor/Line Capacity Fees - City of Donnelly® S 1,500 | $ 1,500 | 1,500 | $ 1,500 | S 1,500 | $ 1,500
Septage Receiving Facility’ S 85,000 | $ - S - S - S - $ -
Total Capital Revenues $ 182,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500

|

wr

Debt Paymentsm'11

w |

w |

135,300

135,300

135,300

Total Capital Expenditures $ 175,000 | $ 699,400 | $ 1,311,300 | $ 463,100 | $ 135,300 | $ 135,300
Total Initial Funds* S 4,093,100 | $ 3,918,900 | $ 3,414,900 | $ 2,278,000 | $ 1,969,100 | $ 1,966,600
Net Operating Revenue™® $ (181,700)| $ 97,900 | $ 76,900 | $ 56,700 | $ 35,300 | $ 7,800
Net Capital Revenue™ S 7,500 | $ (601,900)| $ (1,213,800)| $ (365,600)| $ (37,800)| $ (37,800)
Ending Account Balance $ 3,918,900 | $ 3,414,900 | $ 2,278,000 | $ 1,969,100 | $ 1,966,600 | $ 1,936,600
Notes:

1. Agrowth of 13 EDUs per year is estimated.

2. Other charges include: Tax Revenue for Valley County, Sewer Inspection Fees, Lift Station Operating Fee, Interest Income, Annexation/Plan Review Fees, and New Development Plan & Study Fees.

3. Billing fees for the Mountain Meadow, Lake Cascade Ranch, Wagon Wheel 6, 7, and 8, West Side Sewer, and Tamarack Sewer Phases 1, 2, and 3.

4. 3.0% annualinflation of costs are assumed.

5. Replacement costs include: vehicles and equipment, gravity pipelines, pressure pipelines, manholes, lift stations, and the WWTP.

6. Pipeline and manhole replacements are 10% funding in FY 2021. Funding increases by 10% each year until the pipeline and manhole replacements are fully funded in in FY 2030. All other replacement items are fully funded in FY 2021

7. Revenue estimated based on 12 new EDUs per year

8. Revenue estimated based on 1 new EDU per year

9. The septage receiving revenue was a grant that the District received in 2020. No additional funds from the grant will be awarded in future years.

10. The District currently only has LID debt payments. These payments are made by the customers and are directly passed from the District to the LID holders. These payments are not included in this estimate.

11. The debt payments shown are estimated from financing the construction of the future solids handling facility with a 20 year, 3.5% interest loan.

12. Initial fund balance as shown in the 2019 Audit.
13 Total operating revenues minus total operating expenditures.

14. Total capital revenues minus total capital expenditures.
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North Lake Recreational Sewer and Water District

User Rate Study: Sewer Usage Rates
2-Year Wastewater Rate Model

DocuSign Envelope ID: 32860EDE-7C29-4648-B4E2-644DF91C5DB6

Budget Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast
FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 FY 2024 FY 2025
User Rate % Annual Increase 54.2% 50.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
Wastewater Rate per EDU $ 24.00 | $ 37.00 | $ 50.00 | $ 52.50 | $ 55.20 | $ 58.00
Number of EDUs" 2410 2423 2436 2449 2462 2475
Sewer Usage Fee S 691,200 | $ 1,075,800 | $ 1,461,600 | $ 1,542,900 | $ 1,630,800 | $ 1,722,600
Septage Fees S 50,000 | $ 80,000 | $ 84,000 | $ 88,200 | $ 92,600 | $ 97,200
Other Charges 2 S 216,400 | $ 191,500 | $ 201,100 | $ 211,200 | $ 221,800 | $ 232,900
LID Billing Revenue® S 41,700 | $ 41,700 | $ 41,700 | $ 40,900 | $ 39,800 | $ 33,900
Total Operating Revenues $ 999,300 | $ 1,389,000 | $ 1,788,400 | $ 1,883,200 | $ 1,985,000 | $ 2,086,600
Operating pend e
Operati0n54 S 965,400 | $ 879,100 | $ 905,500 | $ 932,700 | $ 960,700 | $ 989,500
Replacementss’6 S 215,600 | $ 731,800 | $ 817,700 | $ 908,500 | $ 1,003,800 | $ 1,104,200
Total Operating Expenditures $ 1,181,000 | $ 1,610,900 | $ 1,723,200 | $ 1,841,200 | $ 1,964,500 | $ 2,093,700
Capital Revenues
Sewer Service Availability Fees - General’ S 72,000 | S 72,000 | $ 72,000 | S 72,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 72,000
Sewer Service Availability Fees - City of Donnelly® S 6,000 | S 6,000 | $ 6,000 | S 6,000 | $ 6,000 | $ 6,000
Sewer Interceptor Fees / Sewer Line Capacity Fees’ S 18,000 | S 18,000 | S 18,000 | S 18,000 | S 18,000 | S 18,000
Sewer Interceptor/Line Capacity Fees - City of Donnelly® S 1,500 | $ 1,500 | $ 1,500 | $ 1,500 | $ 1,500 | $ 1,500
Septage Receiving Facility’ S 85,000 | $ - S - S - S - S -
Total Capital Revenues $ 182,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500 | $ 97,500
apita pend e
Capital Improvements S 175,000 | $ 699,400 | $ 1,311,300 | $ 327,800 | $ - S -
Debt Payments'®** $ - s - s - s 135,300 | $ 135,300 | $ 135,300
Total Capital Expenditures $ 175,000 | $ 699,400 | $ 1,311,300 | $ 463,100 | $ 135,300 | $ 135,300
ACCO Balance
Total Initial Funds™ S 4,093,100 | $ 3,918,900 | $ 3,095,100 | $ 1,946,500 | $ 1,622,900 | $ 1,605,600
Net Operating Revenue®® S (181,700)| $ (221,900)| $ 65,200 | $ 42,000 | $ 20,500 | $ (7,100)
Net Capital Revenue' S 7,500 | $ (601,900)| $ (1,213,800)| $ (365,600)| $ (37,800)| $ (37,800)
Ending Account Balance $ 3,918,900 | $ 3,095,100 | $ 1,946,500 | $ 1,622,900 | $ 1,605,600 | $ 1,560,700
Notes:
1. Agrowth of 13 EDUs per year is estimated.
2. Other charges include: Tax Revenue for Valley County, Sewer Inspection Fees, Lift Station Operating Fee, Interest Income, Annexation/Plan Review Fees, and New Development Plan & Study Fees.
3. Billing fees for the Mountain Meadow, Lake Cascade Ranch, Wagon Wheel 6, 7, and 8, West Side Sewer, and Tamarack Sewer Phases 1, 2, and 3.
4. 3.0% annualinflation of costs are assumed.
5. Replacement costs include: vehicles and equipment, gravity pipelines, pressure pipelines, manholes, lift stations, and the WWTP.
6. Pipeline and manhole replacements are 10% funding in FY 2021. Funding increases by 10% each year until the pipeline and manhole replacements are fully funded in in FY 2030. All other replacement items are fully funded in FY 2021.
7. Revenue estimated based on 12 new EDUs per year
8. Revenue estimated based on 1 new EDU per year
9. The septage receiving revenue was a grant that the District received in 2020. No additional funds from the grant will be awarded in future years.

10. The District currently only has LID debt payments. These payments are made by the customers and are directly passed from the District to the LID holders. These payments are not included in this estimate.
11. The debt payments shown are estimated from financing the construction of the future solids handling facility with a 20 year, 3.5% interest loan.

12. Initial fund balance as shown in the 2019 Audit.

13 Total operating revenues minus total operating expenditures.

14. Total capital revenues minus total capital expenditures.
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