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No [lan Plummer Assocites, Inc. _|Drafof Lake Lavon Water [ 1989 [North Texas Municipal
1 Quality Assessment Program Water Disrict
Yes | Alan Plummer Associates, Inc. Northeast Tarrant County 1995 [Fort Worth Water
2 Regional Water Supply | Department
Planning Report
Nes[Bauer, 1, K Frye, and B. Spaim OF |A Natural Resource Survey [1997 Toxas P and[Plamming[Swteor [ Toledn [ Areatobe | Amassewmentor [Lis Big Sandy | To sarvey ver [ ToledoBend |78 e @ ) m Planning I reference s for [/a 0 m Endangeredl [ wa 0
[Resource Protction Division- | fo Propose " Tecas [Bend [Inundated, Land |potental impacts 0 [asanew wter [basinsand. | |Reservor sream both 2001 and 2006 Theeaened
Toxas and Selected Sream Toxas Water useof Inundated |matural resources that[supply performan[seement s Reion C Water Plans
Segments in Texas Development Board Are, Mitigaton [could resultfrom new [(eservoin) n [investigative |designated Code Toledo Bend
[Requirements |reservoir development,[the Sabine [assessment of Reservoir
River Basin, [proposed[Species (T
species). Stream
Toledo Bend |from the 1990 |segment 5B-52
exas Water [North Toledo
Plan. Bend Wildite
synthesize [Management
exising TPWD [ Area has
3 dataand to
provid beter ion reqirements
iformationto [due o 8 wetand
asist in acquiston
water resources.[poject
and planning for
future water
development
proects.
Yes [Black and Veatch Reporton Water Service 1987 arant County Water
Policy Considerations (Control and
4 [improvement District
Nunber One
Yes [Brown & Root ne Nild Suudy Toledo Bend 1991 Sabine River Authorty | Technical | Toledo [Toledo | Water Balance [Updat (new modeling)|Toledo Bend | Defne and efne|Fim yleld s |2, 086000 acT_[suface 0 0 m? Engincering [ 0 0 m 0 mm 0
Reservoir of Texas and Sabine Bend Bend Analysis: of firm yiel firm yiel 2,086,600 ac | fVyr total from
River Auhority of (Calulatons, [calulations or Toledo calulatons [y ertcal [Toledo Bend (12
Lovisiana Water Yield  |Bend. (revious fim  [droughtof [fo Texas). Sudy
vield study
conducted in [(fanuary 1, 1940 [used for lectric
1959). U to December 31, |power generation
operating rules to|2989) occurred  |and states that
simulate Toledo |from May 1862 |“this use does not|
end operaton, [t March 1969, [affct the
assuming that[with lowest ake.|quantiy
reservoieused [evel in for watersupply
exclusively for | December 1967. |purposes.
ater
conservation —st
5 udy neglected
atr used for
hydrocleetric
wer
production
Exising
reservoirs and
fully utilized
water rights
through the end
of 1989 were
included.
Nev  [Brown and Root Sarvices, RJ. [ Water Availabiliy Modeling [300T Toxas Nataal Techmical [ [Toledo | 0 Determine ther|(See page v and[Toledo Bend- _[surfoce 0 m 0 Planning
Brandes Company, and Crespo |for the Sabine River Basin Resource Comservation River Basin Bend [ Analysis simulte effcts of -Projected [Table ES-4) The [ Texas = 750,000
Consuling Services Comission (now Calculations, [extended dryperiods amount of water [conclusions of [se-fyr (sudy
CEQ) | Water on available water, available for all  [this water amined
Availabilty |wate ight waterights [availablity sty [availabiliy of
Model, Water [cancelaion, and during extended [ar as follows: [existing water
Rights Water aryper in
Reuse reusefor the Sabine -Projected [+ The Sabine [availabiliy if
River Basin amount of water [River Basin, [some rghts
hatwouldbe  [locaed i [cancelled.
available if southeastern 750,000 ac-f'yr
cancellation [ Texas, drains an- s total water
procedures were [aea o rights allocation
tigated und for Texas from
the provisions of (5,756 square [ Toledo Bend),
Subchapter B, [miles. There are
(Chapter 1, of  [atotal of 183
he Toxas Water [Texas water
5 de. rights simulated
+Potental  [with auhorized
impactofreusing annual diversions|
municipal and oaling
!
on existng water | fyr.
rights,intream [+ Shotages occur
uses, an fequently fora
feshwater [number o water
inflows o bays ihts; bu the
and esuaris. [vast maority of
hese rights are
located inthe
upper raches of
ributaies where
strcamflows an
limited.
- Comparisons o
7 [No[Brune. Gunnar Sorings of Texas. Volume 11981 Branch-Smith inc
No  [Brune, Gunnar Texas Water Development [ 1975 Texas Water
Board Report 159 Major and Development Board
8 Historical Springs of Texas.
The Sate of Texas Clean
b Rivers Program, Targeted
Monitoring inthe Cypress
pasin: Nutint Sty In Lake Cypress Transmission,
ves |caddo Lake Insite O The Pines i Repor_aoo rciQ Technical _|Creck Basin]LOP None Water Qulity _|None None Sutuce none provided NETMWD None Engineering _[NTMWD.DWU___|None Lowpo _imt A env. Flows _|None
o [N [cRmn DWU Reclaimed Water Stidy| 1993
Yoo [CinMm Cong Rango Water Demand | 1987 Dallas Water Ut
1
Forccasts ervice Area
Yes CH2M Hill Preliminary Engineering 1986 |Greater Texoma Utility|
Design for a Lake Texoma | Authority, Dallas
2 Surface Water Supply System
Nos [Chiang, Paeland Yerby, Inc | Draft 2005 Upda o ho Ciy [3005 Dallas Water Utics | Long Range [Dallas |Lake Toxoms [Water Use Pln|Looks i Two [To Rank the_[Lake Toxoma Gpton A hadan i report focses on[N/A Broadwater [NA ke [Therepor[Conveyance WA N
of Dallas Long Range Water Water Texoma | Water Supply ake Texoma water supply |watersupply _|268 med mentions buying[esimated costof |water supply for DWUL supply sty Texoma |mentonsthe |pipeines
Supply Plan Supply Plan (Attrnatives, [opi g wter from the State [$1.48/1000 gal and permit would have to
(Oklahoma Water Prtscatment |10 Dalas Water|for Prtreament [of Lake Texoms.[of Oklahoma,but [Option  had 3 cotof modifications raverse some
Diversion and Discharge |Utliesand [and Discharge to |Wateris s would e water [S1.17/1000 gl atwould  [wetlands n
o Ray Roberts |make Ray Roberts  [alocatedto i the Red River, ot nced o ake North Texas.
Lake (Option Lake (Option A) [municip » place. TCEQ. These areas
) andFully |5 and Fully Treated supply in Texas, |Oklahoma from would have o [willbe
Treated Water ater o Bim  [187.7 Lake Texoma. ssue new
o Elm Fork Fork Clearwell  [mgd(210.000  |Buying Lake aer rights
Clearwell (Option By were [scfiyr)is | Texoma wter that permit as well
(Opton B). ranked 21 "
Al looks at respectively. The otherwise ~ |OKlahoma i not interbasin
Water Supply higher costs and.[allocateto otherdiscussed.
permitin issues [sgencie,laving permit
via Red River Scemtoleave (80,3 mgd(90.000 USACE would
Lake Lavon or hese options off [acttyn) aso have o
Ray Roberts e potentally ssue  new
3 Lake recommendation |available to permit for
it Dalas. n the ter
costetimate, a lconveyance
capaciy of 120 DWU would
mgd pesk and have o enter
100 med ave s into contract o
used for opion purchase the
. Option B o vater
shows a peak from the
USACE and
capaciy of 96 would also
med and 80 med have o enter
int0a contrct
the
divered water
trough Ray
Robert Lake
and Lewisville
Yes | Chiang, Patel and Yerby, Inc. Draft 2003 Update to the City |2005 Dallas Water Utilities |Planning | Dallas Lake [Summary of |Update water supply | Multiple T2, Page 7-26, Table 7.30: | 1-DWU NA Planning [2006 Region C Water |[N/A NA [TCEQ - New |Environmental |N/A NA
Jof Dallas Long Range Water Wight  [otersuudies  [needs and avalable [ateratives,  [son e [waterfrom |per year 116 MGD, $562.5 millon Plan. Page 4E.7 pemit s -
Supply Plan Patman supplies to Dallas. including implementation | Texarkana, 2) capital cost, §$1.58 per Irequired for  [Inundation,
Water U Toledo Bend, Purchise and 1,000 gal, 30:y cost, waterights, mitgaton.
year 2060 Lakeofthe [ofalematives to [Divert water $1.19 per 1,000 gal, S0-yr TCEQ-New  [Watlands
Pines, Lake [meet interim and [from Wight cost (No mention of pemit
Texoma, year 2060 Patman Lake - [ TWDB standard) Irequired for
Wright Patman, |demands. Flood Pool interbasin
and others. Reallocation, 3) transfer,
Purchase and USACE - New
Divert water ermit
fom Wiight requied for
Patman Lake - comeyance
14 System Jand reservoir
(Operation, 4) |changes and
Purchise and 404 Permit
Divert water
fom Wiight
Patman Lake -
(Cooperaive
et
Nov [Chiang, Paeland Yerby, Inc. DR 2005 Updie 1 ho Ciy [3005 Dallas Wator Utlics |Planming [Dallas [ Toledo | Coutations, [ Update watersupply |26 sormaives, [ Develap T00 NIGD sapply | Recommended _[waface o mention o TWDB [ #-DWU and SRA forone.[none Planning |2006 Region C Water [xisting supply [sone_[Imerbasin [Low- Nonew [Comvey toand _[rone
of Dallas Long Range Water Bend maryof |nceds and available  [including [recommendaion [from Fastllor  |divering 100 sandrd. option, o cooperaiive Plan watr right [menioned |Transte, US. [area loperated it [mentioned
Supply Plan (Other Work [supplie trough 2060 | Toledo Bend, [son fure [ Toledo Bendbby[MGD (112,000 g 2,2 opions for | projec with NTMWD and permit | Ay Corps offinundated, | Lake Fork or
Lakeofthe  [mplementation [2045,as one of [ac-fyn) rom Toledo Bend: TRWD. (Note: the report Engincers 404 [mimimal|Lake Paestne
Fines, Lake i Toledo Bend or Option A-179MG, s inconsistent with Permit for | mitgaton area
Texoma, of alternatives to [strategies Fastrill by 2045 $1,715.4 million capital ~|naming, descriptions and |Conveyance (pg 8-8),
| Wright Patman, [meet interim and or 2050 t0 DWU cost, $1.74 per 1,000 gal, [participants of the two potential
and others 2060 demands, rav wate S0yrcost options) instram flow
sysem. Total (Opion B-59 MGD, impacts, and
yild of Toledo 54757 million capial cesring of
Bend reportd as cost,$1.23 per 1,000 al wooded aress
15 1,500,000 ac 50-yr cost along pipe
fyr. (No routes.
provided)
No [Chiang, Pateh and Yerby, Tnc. [3000 Update Long Range _[3000 Dalas Water Uties
15
Water Suply Plan
s [City of Denton Water Utfiies [ Water Supply Plannfng for _[2003 ity of Denton Techmical [Demton | Lake Ray [ Water, Water, Wasiewater [ N/A The objetiveof [With the SoMGD Surface Water, Lake [N/A A A NA A NA NA VA NA A NA
Denton; The Past, Present, Roberts | Wastewater and [and Solid Waste the report s to  [construction of [Ray Roberts
land Future, presentation given Solid Waste Planning ity of
[by City of Denton Water Planning for water [Denton’s share
Ui to the Denton City wastewaterand _[ofthe Lake Ray
| Council solid waste needs|Robert’s water
of City of Denton|supply project
i1 2050
Lake Ray
[Roberts Water
Treatment Plant
(LRRWTP), the.
ity will have
adequate water
supply and
ccatment
capaciy o mect
projected growth
7 needs thr
e nextten
. The new
Cwate plant will
have a capacity
of 20 MGD, with
a capabilty to
expand o 50
fciity includesa
pump sation and
a 54° teated
water
ransmision lne
capaciy to
support the 50
N5 [Clower, T- L and B. L. Weimicin [The Bconormie, Fiscal, and__ [ 1956 North Texas Municipal
cvelopmentl mpacts o the Watr Disrict
18 Proposed Lower Bois d’Arc
Rescrvoir Project
No~[Dannenbaum Engincering Corp.and|Lake Palestine, Dallas Water [ 1959
1o Guicrrez, Smouse, Wilmut Ui, Usilzation and
| Associates, Inc. Pipeline Right of Way Study
Nes[Drumm, Amn Watr Planning Policy [2002 Region CWar [Opimion  [None [Nome_[Poliy Water Supply None Fifosophy of _[Softversus hard_[Non o provided Nore Noe Nore Noe None [None None Nore None
(Considerations Plamning Group ~~[Paper watr policy- contaliz
making nfrasrucure,
das, reservoi
2 incesument in
fccentral
infrstructue,
docentrlized
fciiics
N5 [Drumm, Am Water Supply Planing _[2002 Region € Water [Tochmical [NA  [NA [Water Planning _[Water Planming Policy [N/A Thorporn [NA NA NA NA A A NA A NA NA VA NA A NA
(Consideraions,provided to Planning Group policy provides a look
he Region C Water Planning into "the soft
1 (Group, October 14, 2002 path for Water”
o cvluating
wate projects
(Dams)
Nes[Dunkin,Sefko & Avsocttes, ne. _[Section Nine: Fuure Land__[3000 ity of Crandall City
Use Plan, Comprehensive Pla of Combine, and
22 Crandall Independent
School Distriet
No [Engincering Advisry Commitos o [Report of the Engincering [1970 Red River Compact
(e Red River Compact Commission| Advisory Commitice o the Commission
23 Red River Compact
|Commission
Reporton Lake O' The Pincs
2 |Camp Marion, Morri,and
Upshur Counties Texas, c Transmission,
| Yes [EPA [Region VI 1977 [NETMWD | Technical _|Creck Basin|LOP Water Supply | Water Supply [None. Water Quality  [None [None [ Surface none provided NETMWD [None_ [Engineering [None_ [None Low DO |IBT LAY Jenv. Flows [None.
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|Halff Associates, Inc., Crespo |the Red and Canadian River esource Conservation | Availability [Canadian [ Texoma in the Red River |River Basin | Water water availability [were 24 major | has an estimated |Texoma is an cost estimate for Lake |entities to develop the availability study that there is no | Texoma |appendi
|Consulting Services, Inc., and Basins | Commission Model River Basin Basin [in the Red and  [reservoirs in the |firm yield of option. Study notes | Texoma water. |water source. infrastructure in| |that describes
ot Evgmesig. o Canio v [Red e B (992950 sy [t v weer e o e e
Basins in that were however, no. originating from the significant us rights issues
ot [elednthe[aecne s [Uper nd el e e oty
cemaios[fomond [ty n plce[Red Rier B ere modeed
analysis, only 10 enable a problem, |with respect to
ss Lake, Lake |significant use of |the program.
Teromaand [ avable
Sont R Lk v Rcent
e [tormason fom
iveion argts [ T Dt
26 during the critical| Office indicates
e i o im
o e [vicld s 150 msd
e e [o 168000
e it |8
st el
thorzes
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|Chiang, Patel and Associates, Inc., [Wastewater Study Regional | Commissioners Court,
land Hutchison, Price, Boyle and Master Plan for the Year Dallas
- Brooks 2010, prepared for the Denton
| County Commissioners Court,|
Dallas
FaN Sulphur River Basin TRWD |Planming. |Sulphur  [Marvin | Water Balance | ldentification of Ve George [Amalysis of |1) Comparing the|No [Surface Ves Tower unit cost
Study Summary [Evaluation |River Basin |Nichols | Analysis. possible altenate | Parkhouse 1 & |proposed. overall project per acre-foot
Calculations ~|sources and Marvin . per year of firm
terms cost, advantages, |Nichols 1 &2 |review yields, [the conflct costs) yield than any
land concerns. th the of the other
costs, examine  [estimated firm sites.
water quality, ~|yield of the
viey reservoirs, the
rommenal N1 and
issues. Analysis | 1A sites have a
of conflicts lower unit cost
acre-foot per
year of firm yield|
than any of the
other sites.
Recommendes
T
8 1A. Detailed cost
analysis necded
to decide
between these:
3) Conflict cost
follows: MN-1
53560759,
He——
2512597719,
G
[3=$37.657,296.
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[ Yes Freese & Nichols Toledo Bend Group Summary |2003 Toledo Bend Group | Planning Toledo Toledo | Calculations, |Summary of altemative| Toledo Bend  |Revise. Projected higher |not provided surface | Alternative 9: 600,000 ac {4-SRA, DWU, NTMWD, [n/a [ planning [Possible reference for [Existing none [none none Water from none
g on Ahcmts0 o i [bend [Summnyor [t proviing Todo oo, st doman (v 1o mesepen ot [TRVD 006 Reon C Nt e, v |menoncin [memioncdin [Lokeone [memioncd
b s ok [Bend o Meroplen ot and demand. 3500 -y 553 o e i s sion T [ioownyild oo o™ iy
ieeione o205 o 0073011 e 5007 DU
et |Ntermives 50567 Ateemae 10 TRWD vt
o e (600000 sei5e Hio000mmyro et et
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o Lok
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ey ior " [t | pr v otoniond
e st [micomsrine (66 o perdwoods
it Wotr gt [orwaerseply [rosioninnvors Changento
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26  Table 5.4 for threatened and
list of endangered
s e
e feccporvor
reasons why. (28%) from
fopor o
oereion
The s
iy ornatr
oy s
e
et s o
0% The mos
enirean:
ol heas
s
R C e
e watr
Ves [Freese & Nichols; APAL, CP&Y, [2006 Region C Water Plan _[2006 Region C Water Planning _|[Region C_[Toledo _[Summary of __|Regional Water Supply|Numerous; _[Population and _[Projected Reporied i TWDB Stndard cost|5-DWU, NTMWD, SRA, [wa [planning wa igh reliability, [not fnicr-basin_|Regarded as _[Delivery of __[none.
| Cooksey Communications, Inc. [ Planning Group and Bend |Other Work, [Planning includes Toledo [ water demand  [shortage for the ~ {1,000,000 ac’ estimate: ITRWD, UTRWD 00d mentioned  (transfer median - low 100,000 ac-fuyr |mentioned
surrounding| Water Bend rojections; [region in 2060 is [Vyr for Texas Capital Cost: consistency, impact, to Upper Sabine.
areas Conservation, analysisof 1.9 million ac few problems impacts Medium (0 low
Water Supply, current supplics, [yr. for Louisiana. C share) $1.92 billion for| with key water considered  [water quality
[Environmental evaluation of  |Recommended |SRA-TX holds recommended strategy quality Himited since  [impact expected
Impacts, Inter- [water strategies include 750,000 ac-fu'yr 51.50 per 1000 gallons parameters Toledo Bend is| for transfer of
[Basin Transfers, management (400,000 ac-fyr | water right and is (pre-amortization an existing  [Toledo Bend
(Costs of Water strategies, from Toledo  [secking right to 50.60 per 1000 gallons source. ater to Lake
Supply, Water recommendation [Bend. divert additional (post-amortization)
| Demand s, impacts of 293,300 ac-fuyr.
g e
mscaionnd e o
rovi Reon 1
rcegencs 600000 ey
(Section 4D.1).
o Seton i
|Recommend
37 strategy
o
20003 1yr
o 200000
fU/yr for TRWD
| (and 100,000 for
Upper Sabine,
Repon )
| Toledo Bend is
jan alternate.
strategy for
Rt
[
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Nes [Frosee and Nichols Inc, Alan [2001 Region C Water Plan _[2001 Toras Water Flaming [ReginC [Lake [Water Flanning for Region C [Muliple _[Provide = 2006 Region| Lake Texoma _[Surface Costs are provided for__[DWU, NTMWD, TRWD, |USACE 2005 _[Flanming _[Ves NA Lake N NA
Plumimer Associats Inc., Chiang Development Board Wi Texoma | Availabiliy use, [Water Needs regional water |C waterplan[hasa Firm Vil emaives| UTRWD Drat Texoma  [bydropowerto
Patel and Yerby Inc. Cooksey Planning and planning plan for 16 |recommends use [of 1,088,500 acre Environmental requires |water supply
Communications Area, Texas Countesin  [of 285471 acre [fet per year Assessment olending or [would equire
North Central  [ft per year of _|(conservation
[Toxastothe year watr from Lake [storage) for by the U,
060. Texoma by the _[hydropower and Congress
year 2060, The _|wate supply.
planatso
discusss the
possibilty ofan
addiional
220,000 acre fect
peryear from
Lake Texoma
which would
e
authorizaton by
= he US.
Congres fiom
hydropover
sorsge o water
supply. The 2006
planalso
assumes that any
Lake Texoma
wate supply
allocations for
(OKlahoma s
unavailabl for
usein Texas,
Vos[Froese and Nichols . Alan [5006 Region C Water Plan [ 3006 Tovas Water Flanming [Region € _[Lake [ Water Flanning for Region C [Muliple [Providea | The 2001 Region|N/A VA VA NA 5006 Region € [Planming —[Ves WA A VA VA NA VA
Plummer Associaes In., Chiang Development Board Water  [Texoma [ Availablity, use, |Water Needs regional water [C water lan is Water Plan
Patl and Yerby Inc, Caoksey Planning and planning plan for 16
Communications Are, Texas Countesin (2006 Region C
North Central [water plan when
Texastothe year [discussing
avaiable water
from Lake
Texoma. The
o 2001 plan
provides some
more details on
the planned use
of TCEQ water
diersion permits
from Texoma
Nes[Frocee and Nichots, Inc X Suvey Reportand 81 U, Army Corpsof | Tochmical [Denion _|Lake Topact [NA Tho purposcof [Thestudy  [(19MGD  [Surface Water [N NA NA NA NA NA NA VA NA NA NA
Environmental Staement on Engincers Da - Lake Texoma  [tmpact [Assessment, Survey, e studyisto [determined a
ke Study of Lake Texoma, Texoma Water Availability, determine. [necd or
Red River, Oklahoma, and Hydrocletricty, whether it would [retention of
Texas, Tulsa [Availabilty,  [Sediment Control prosent flood
ydrocletricty, modity the
Scdiment Control exiting projec, [capabiliics
eiving ddiion of
consderationto_[hydropover
capabily,
ofthe area with [storage vith
respectto |dependableyield
imigation, [ satsty preset
municipat and [water supply
indusirial water[contracts and
ot pamp- Congresione
thorizations,
[ hydroelctrc [provision for
poves, sediment [sorage for
control,and [rigation,
o
food control, [recreaton
por
navigation, [proseration of
regulaion of _[oxisting fish and
[ow on the Red. [wildlife habitat,
River, and water [and recovery of
supply or which [endangered
Denison projct[culural
and maintined. |Convert $3.994
Acte-Feetof
povee storage t0
yild 64.6 mgd
for municipa and
Nes[Frosee and Nichols, Inc Basc Perspoctve on Water 1977 Norheast Toxas [Tochmical [Cypross [ Lake O [Water Supply _[Cyprovs Basin Proposed [Toreviewthe [ Existing water 235,300 aere._[Surface mone provided T Manhall Revervoir [RedRiver  [Red River _[Docs notmake [t addressed_[not ot addressed [notaddressed [not addressed _[mot
Resource Potential o the Municipal Water veck Basin] The Pincs, Marshall |long-range water [conservation | ectper year projecton Ll Cypress [Compact|Compact [speeiic addressed - addressed
(Cypress Croek Basin Distic Bob Reservoiron |resource evelopment on (Creck 2. Black Cypress |Commission | Commission  |recommendatins, only
Sandiin, Litte Cypress [potentalofthe _[Big Cypress Reservoiron Black  |Reportofthe |Reportof the [staes that wter s discussed
Luke (Creck & Black |Texas porion o [Creek and (Cypress Crock, Neither | Engincering [Engineering. |curtenty (1977) volume
(Cypress Cypross ~ [the Cypress [ rbutary streams were cverdeveloped |Advisory  [Advisory [available and s lkely available
Springs, Reservoiron  |Creek basin,  [reprsents (Committee to. | Commitie to [t the water will
Monicelo, Black Cypress the Red River |the Red River |become less availble
Walsh, Creck dependable yeld one thirdof the compact  [compact [as the water
Elison, made available _[long-range (Commission | Commission |requirmments n the
Johnson by exising [potental ofthe June 1970, |June 1970 [Stte of Texas
resrvoirsand —[Cypress Basin. Texas Water  [Texas Water  [increase
() the probable [0 the tree Development [ Development
additionalyield[principal sub- Bourd Board
obtsinable from [watersheds, only (Continuing ~|Continuing
optimum i Cypress a Water
development of [Creck above Resources [Resources
" e basin ake 0" The Planning and [Planning and
Pines has 5o far Development [ Development for
ocen used as a forTexas [ Texas Volume
source of surface Volune 2, May [2, May 1977
water supply to 1977 Texas | Texas Water
any sgnificant Water Development
extent. Both the Development [Board, The
Litle Cypress Board, The [ Texas Water
Creek vatershed Texas Water |Plan Novermber
and the Black Plan November (1965; US
(Cypress Creck 1968:US [ Department o
watershed areat Departmentof e Inteior,
present without e Ineror, | Water Resouree
conservation Water Resource [Data fo Texas
sorage Daa for Texas[Part One -
reservoirs, and PatOne-  [Surfice Water
most of their Surfuce Water [Records
runoffflows out Records published
of Texas unused. published__[annually Freese
[Yes  |Freese and Nichols, Inc Lake O' The Pincs/Cypress _|2003 [Northeast Texas [Technical |Cypress  |Lake O' | Water Transition, |Cypress Basin [Cypress Basin | Evaluate the | The total [Quantity that | Surface water piped |2003 Dollars - Estimates |Cypress Creck Basin - }E\ [Engincering, |Recommends piping | Conditions __[not Would need to |not addressed |not addressed - [only the
Basin Water Supply Study Municipal Water (Creek Basin{The Pines | Water Supply quantiy of wter [estimatd projet [may be available [inas rw water  |range from $664.950.000 (Lake Bob Sandiin, Lake ~|Engincering Inc.includes cost [inraw water from [would beto [addressed.|acquirerihts cost
Distie available o the - [costs for the most|is 7900 cre- rom Cypress Creck c A Lake| Water imates. | |Cypross Basinto limitfuure of way 1 o
fiom|expensive option et peryear [Basin - specifcallydiffeentalgnments from [0 Th Pines | Availabilty Region C. watr rights in construct ancxtended [constructing
e Cypressfand east bascd on: 20,000 |Lake O The Pines |Lake O The Pines fo ling Modcling Lake Bob water water supply linclaraw water
Basinand o [expensive opton [from Lake Bob work ony, docs not [Assessment Sundin, Lake ransmission arcthelife [supply line
determine the [shownin Table 8 Sandin, 61900 include trcatment. Reportn the c lincs. expectaney of  [was
size, locaton, |1 are within |from Lake O’ (Cypress Basin and Luke O e line iselfand addresscd
and the costof [2.4% ofcach [ The Pines, and March 2002; The Pines to e functionality
fucltes thatother. Therefore (5,000 from Lake ITCEQ Water only Region C. orthe
wouldbe [t cost (Cypress Springs | Availabilty saton and
requiredtodiffeences Model; Freese lboostersatons
ransic Cypress [betveen the and Nihols nc, if necessary.
Basin raw water[rous are not (Cypress Crock
t0the NTMWD significan, and Rescrvoir
systm. Alsoto e rout withtl Studics Luke O
determine the [most potental
" impactof aw [benefits o the Technical Data
watr dlivry on|NTMWD should 1971; Frese
he timing of b chosen. s s and Nihols nc,
MWD |recommended Basic
disibuton[hatthe Perspectve on
system INTMWD pursuc Water Resource
improvements [ihe LOTP North Potental ofthe
andwater  [Route Band (Cypress Creck
ecatmen plant~[construet a new Busin 1977
expansions [North WIP by Froese and
andiornew [2010. The Nichols Inc,
watr treament [ demands or the Plan for Long
plant North Sysiem Range Water
construction. [ Customersare Resource
erowing fuster Development in
han those for the the Creck and
South Sysiem Busin 1991
customers
bocause much of Engineeing e,
[Yes  |Freese and Nichols, Inc Memorandum Report on 1991 [North Texas Municipal | Technical |Lake Lake [Pumping, [Pumping Capacity  [N/A The report [Study provides 3 [N/A [Surface Water $620,000 INA )m NA INA NA NA INA NA INA NA
(Operaing Policy for Pumping Water Disrict Texoma  [Texoma  |Capacity providesa [almatives for Punping
from Lake Texoma recommendaion [te operation
for the operating [policies. The
policy on the _[summary ofcost
Pump Station . [sprovided in
lake Texoma n- [Table S
o conespondence
with uture
demand,clctric
ot schedule
Nes[Frocse and Nichots, Ine Prefiminary Study of Sources 199 North Texas Municpal [ Tochmical [North [New [ Water Supply, _[Water Supply New Bonham, [imvestigaie s [New Bonham [V with Env._[Surface Table £52 NTMWD Engincoring | Tarmam Regional [Not addressed_[mot BT Marvin NichoR Envirommental [Nt
of Addiional Water Supply Watr Disrict Texss  [Bonham, |wildiite George [potentia sourcs [nas lowest price[Relascs: New Altmate Strategy. addressed lcast desirable, | Inflow Releases Jaddresed
Municipal [George  [Resources Parkhouse N [of additional _[per MGD with _|Bonham 109.7 INTMWD Attermate George  [considered
Water  [Parkhouse andSand  |watersupply for [transmission, | MGD, George Stategy, UTRWD
Distiet  [Northand combined, [the Disrict. [ Marvin Nichols |Parkhouse N recommended most desirable
South, Marvin Nihols|Comparison of [lastdesiable.|115.7 MGD,
3 North Geo
Purkhouse conditons, [cost) but disance | Parkhouse Sout
(Combincd. existing water s isue. 106.2, George
s arvin rights. Parkhouse
Nihols requirmens for (Combincd 224.8
North release of MGD and Marvi
nftows. Nichols 552.03
Nes[Froese and Nichots, Ine Prefiminary Study of Sources 199 North Texas Municpal [ Technical [North [New | Additonal Water | Addtonal Water [N/A o ind Thereport  [[37MGD [Surfoce Water [S250 M- SIS0 M The [N/A VA VA VA VA NA VA VA VA VA
of Addiional Water Supply Water Disrict Texas  [Bonham  [Supply for North |Suppy for North report s five alernative
Municipal [Reservoir, [Texas, Yied.  [Texas, Yield, of wate for [conclusions (Above s the range)
Water |George Impact ising water  [based on
Distier  [Parkhouse[tmpact demand (137 [nydrologie
North., med) by year [condicons,
rge 2020, existing water
Parkhouse rights and
requiemens for
Marin he release o
Nihols inflows ke those
posed by sate
agencies i theie
it
Environmental
Critia.
(Considering
5 yield,
environmental
impactand cost
New Bonlam
and George
Parkhouse North
are most
promisin
options. Marvin
Nichos North s
apossivle
atemative i
pariners in
ot
development can
oc found,but it
would be more
costly and more
Nes[Froese and Nichots, Ine Projectd Demands and | 2007 North Texas Municpal | Tochmical [North [Lake _[Future Demmand, [Future Demand, [Lake Toxoma _|[To provide an [ Table 3.1 provide| 115000 Acre- _[Surface Water [No reference 1o Cost [ WA A NA A NA NA VA NA A NA
Recommendations for Water Disrict rexas  [Texoma  [Conservation,  |Conservation, Reuse, sion plan for  [immediae, shot [fect
Development of Additional Municipat Reuse. Water | Water Supply supply of watr [ erm and long.
Raw Water Supplies Water Supply i for North Texas[erm altenatives
Distie Allematives oy proccting [fo water supply
fuure water i North Texas,
demand The report
recommends
many immedinte
atemative
including interim
a7
wa
Tex
Detiled
recommendation
i chapter 4 of
e report.
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Ver—[Fresse and Nichos nc Reportin Supportof 2005 Nort Tevas Muniipal | Techmeal [Loke [Lake —[Pemmit Fermitappicaion [NA Toapply for |1 Usng e [100.000 Acre- _[Surface Watsr [NA NA NA NA NA NA NA VA WA NA T
Amcnding Permit $003 Water st Tesoma  [Texoma [splicaton tof - |modelimg . [fetof water
llocaton of [spproachsimila [fom Lake
100000 acr- [t the employed.|Texoma
fctofwaier [y the Corps
from Lake g
Teoma. [sudy o the
impactofhe
new watr supply
diversons on e
reseroi,the
yicldof he
roposed
NTNWD water
righ o 100,000
e feetif
orage in Lake
recoma s
48 113,00 acre-feet
per ear
> The new
diverson by the
change in use o
(e yied of Lake
recoma
Carently his
yicld s used for
hydropover
gencraion.
Hydropover
relases will be
ced
sccondingly,
hereore mpacts
Ve [Fresse s Nichol e Siudy o GOl Suracs 1991 Gy or Wik Pl [Techeal [Wichia—[Ringgold [Rmggold —[Rngaoid rservor an [WA i purpose o[ The Ringgold 377600 Acre [ Suracs Water —[ST44 Mo WA VA WA VA WA WA WA WA VA WA
WaterSupply, Phase I retas an Falls [Resenvoir [esemoiras |wate souee for e repor was t [Reservar s e [fet
Engincerng Report on Elccric Service wates souree for | Wichita Falls
Ringgold Reservoie Company. Fort Worth Wichia Fall maysisof e [prospectfor
resemor and [sdatonl surts
prliminary[sate suply for
Consruction |Wichis Fals are
caimate. [ithas 271,600
49 acre-feet of
orage volume
ond Surace area
o7 14980 ares.
Pase 1.1 for
dcited
summary.
[Yes [Freese and Nichals, Inc Study of Potential Sources of [1979 North Texas Municipal [ Technical |Red River |Lake [Watcr Diversion [Water Diversion Diversion of |To carry outan [See Table 1.1, 52,000 Acre Feet [Surface Sec Table 1.1 - Page No. [WA WA Planning Blending Texoma | Viable WA WA WA WA WA
| Additional Surface Water | Water District Basin & | Texoma, Lake Texoma |investigation of  [Page No. 1.5, 1.5, Table 3.2 - Page No. with Lake Lavon is.
Supply in the Red River Basin Cypress  |Lake O' water into Lake |potential The table 3.7, Table 3.3 - Page No. included in the
and he Cypres Creek Basin Creek Basi|The Pines Lavon Cerative.  [providesa 5,10, Tble .4 - Page atgies for the 2006
sources of water |quantity of water No.3.11, Table No. 4.2 - Region C Water Plan
supply in the Red|which can used [Page No. 4.6, Table 4.3 -
o River Basinand oy NTMWD Page No. 48
the Cypress (52,000 acre-
Creek Basin The [feet) for $15
Study was il
| consider a) Lake
| Texoma, b)
[possible sources
Vs [Freesc and Nichals, Inc Summary of Watcr Supply | 1985 [North Texas Municipal | Technical [ North Lake O [Water Supply Lake Texoma |To preparca |Sec Table 5.1 - |Lake Tawakon, [Surface [Tables 3.2and 3.3, Red |NTMWD, NETMWD, (Technical TBT and Water |Not addressed [Operational [Nt
Reports Water District Texas  [The Pines Purchase, summary of  [PageNo. 5.2 [41,000 acre River least expensive, in 1979 addressed  [Right [Conditions | Addressed
Municipal Chapman [previous water | The current plan [Lake Fork [Murvaul Lake most
Water (Cooper supply reports  [of development 159,000 ac ft, expensive
[ District Reservoir), and of the calls for the Murvaul Lake
[New Bonham  [current status of [acquisition of [15,000 ac R,
Reseroir  [watersupply  [watersupply Toledo Bend
planning for the  [from Lake 56,300 ac
Disic. This [ Texoma, Coope [Esies 86,300 ac
eport ncludes[Reservoirand |1, Big Sandy
forecast of the  [New Bonham 61,700 ac fi. Red
Disiictsneed [Reservar Lake [River 104000 ac
forwiter,  [Toxomawill [R, New Bonham
ammary  [provide waterto [63200 ¢
discussions of |meet the Cypress Creek
e 1 rer 104,000 2
Studics of near-term necds (. Pat Mayse and
" sowces and  permanent [Big Pin 67.300
addiionalvater [suppy of 69 [ 1.
upplyanda |MGD st Lake
discussion of the |Lavon. Cooper
cureat csrvoi i B
vilbiity and.[advanced in
phacning and
iowce esign ad will
ivesigaed in ~[provide 48 MGD
1970 o th istict by
(ke cary 1090
Like Cooper
Rescrvoir, New
Bonham
Lake Levon and
will rovide
elaively
Ves [Freese and Nichols, Inc Summary of Water Supply | 1985 [North Texas Municipal [Planning _[North [Toledo [Summary of | A summary of water |Toledo Bend; |To preparca |13 sources of | Actual firm yieldS surface For sources of supply [1-NTMWD [The re planning [This report s found in |Cost; pipeline [ Not Not i i
Reports Water District Texas Bend Other Work,  [supplyneedsand ~ |Lake O Pines; [summary of  |watersupply  [not mentioned; considered within the Ireferences the he reference liss for |maintenance; |mentioned |for Toledo  [for Toledo |water supply
Municipal Water Supply. Lake Texoma; wever, Sabine River Basin, the 1979 lboth the 2001 and ~ |permitting.  |for Toledo [Bend. Bend, from various
Water Water Yield, |water availability  [and various [supply reports |in this reportfor |dependable overall capital costs of the URS Forrest 12006 Region C Water Bend, [reservoirs in the
District Cost of Water  [prepared for NTMWD. |other existing ~ [and of the INTMWD. The  [increment to [program: |Cotton Report Plans. Sabine Basin
Supply, Inter- and proposed  [current status of |current plan of  [supply isted for 154,631,000 t0 lentitied “Report |may be a
Basin Transfer, reservoirs in Supply end 5289,774.000, with the lon Potential lsolution,
Water Demand Cypress, Red |planning for the |for the. [Reservoir is as cost of delivered water Water Supply
and Sabine | District. acquisition of  [follows: 86,300 ranging from 40¢ per from the Sabine.
River Basins. water supply  [ac-fuyr and 77.0 1,000 gallons to 53¢ per River Basin,”
from Lake IMGD. 1,000 gallons once the
[Texoma, Cooper [Dependable programs are fully
ippl developed.
52 [New Bonham listed for other
Rescrvoir. | [sheenaivesas
Toledo Bend was |well. See Table
notincludedin |33 on page 3.9.
this plan of
developmentat
rat ime because
iwas
cxpensive than
other sources.
Ve [Freese and Nichals, Inc Summary of Water Supply [1985 North Texas Municipal [ Technical [North and _|Lake [Watcr Supply [ Water Supply WA [Toproparca |Sec Table 5.1 - [See Conclusion [N/A WA WA WA WA WA WA WA WA WA WA WA
Reports Water District [North East |Texoma summary of  |PageNo.52.  [Column
reias rvicus water [The cueet lan
upply rports [of development
andofthe_[cals fo the
curen st of [scqisiomot
s supply ot supply
planning for the |from Lak
[Disic. This _[Texoma, Cooper
report ncudes[Reservoirand
forecast of the | New Be
Disiictsneed [Reservar Lake
for water, | Texoma will
ooty [providowaterto
discussions of ~ [meet the
e 197 it
studies of ncar-term needs.
somces and  peoeat
53 additional water |supply of 69
applyanda|MGD st Lake
Liseusion of the [Lavon. Cooper
- csrvoir i B
vilbiity and.[advanced in
phacning and
iowce design and will
ivestigaed in ~[provide 48 MGD
197 o th Distict by
(ke cary 1090
Like Cooper
Rescrvoir, New
Bonham
Lake Levon and
will rovide
elaively
[YVes [Froese and Nichals, Inc Upper Sabine Basin Regional [1958 Sabine River Authority | Techmical _|Sabin River |Waters |Water Supply |Upper Sabine Basin | Waters BIufT, | To Preparca _[Summary of | Need additional |Surface ot addressed Upper Sabine Basin, | Texas Engincering | Coordinate usc of _|not addressed ot Watcr Rights, [not addressed [Sophisticated _[not
Water Supply Plan Basin Bluft elzora regional water  [Findings: A.Tn [supply of Waters Bluff Reservoir, addressed  [IBT serics of addressed
Reservor, Landing. Ets, [spply plan for 1985 the [208.962 aere-fet Lake Tavakoni, Lake | |Water avakoni, Lk Fork opecstion
rora arhage,Sate [he Upper Sabine estimated [pe yea by 2030 Fork Reservoir, Blzora|Resourees, Reservir and Waters consideaions i
Landing Line Res. Basin. Develop |population of the Landing Reservoir I Texas Water Bluff Reservoir, and i ake Tawakoni,
Reservoir, estimates of ipper Development laddition Belzora Lake Fork
Lake Fork water 340.238. The Board, Landing Reservoir on Reservoir, and
Reservoir [projections of [the Sabine River, will Waters Blu
he upper Sabine |population of the | water use and maximize yicld of the Reservoir are to
[Basin through |15 counties Ipopulations, upper Sabine Basin, Ibe used in
e year 2030, [whallyor ox; srios
conducta  [partally nthe er
prliminary [upper Sebine Desclopment
Cvaluaion o [Basin was o, Dratof
conservaion (857,877, BBy Revised Couny
measres 2030, e Fopulation
potcntially [population o he Extimatcs, 1986
" sdopiable, [upper Sabine pey. Hsion
isprojected and Ao and
of he proposed. [0 be 643,058 or or
Waters Blall [sbout 19 times Engincering,
Rescrvoiron he [ 1985 Updae of the
s Miastr b for
vt e epresnts an e Sabinc River
oencis of |aanual populto and Tebuaries
operaing Lake _[growth e of in Teuas, 1985,
Tawakoni, Lake [14 preent. The exas Water
Fork Reservoir_oalpopultion Commisson,
and Waters B o h 15 county Miodifed Fnal
cseroirasaegionis Determinaio
coondinaed | [pojected 0 be ot All Clms of
sytem, evalue (2023257 or2.4 Water Rights in
(e yield ofthe_[imes he 1985 e Upper
proposc popalation. This
elrora Landing [rpresenis a ot he Sabine
esrvoir o he |regions Rivr Basin,
Ve [Freese and Nichals, Inc Gpper Sabine Basin Regional [1958 [Sabine River Authority [Technical _[Sabin River [Toledo [ Water Yield, |Regional Water Supply|Construction of |Regional Water [na [N/A (Toledo [surface oo m o/ planning [NTA (predates 2001) | Acquisition of [ [Acquisition of [n/a Multiple ey
Water Supply Plan of Texas Basin Bend Water Plan for Upper Sabine [additional  [Supply study Bend not additional water| ladditional Ireservoirs may
Conservation, ~ [Basin reservoirs;  including: included) rights water rights Ibe operated as a
Water Supply, operation of |+ Develop \coordinated
Water Demand multiple estimates of lsystem
rservorsasa [water
opser; . requirments n
imports from |upper Sabine
other basing” | Basin though
(actallyin 2030,
lower Sabine [+ Conduct
Basin) elisy
evaluation of
conservaion
ocasues tat
SRA might
adopt.
[ Evalute yield
55 of proposed
| Waters Bluff
Reservor
- Evaluate
[benefits of
operating Lake
Tawakon, Lake
Fork, and Waters
[Bluff Reservoir
a5 conminated
syt
[ Evalute yield
Betson Lunding
- Evaluate
oencis of
operting Lake
Ve [Freese and Nichals, Inc. Draft Lake 0" The 2003 [North Texas Municipal [ Technical [Cypress _|Bob [Watcr Supply | Cypress Basin [Bob Sandiin, _[Purposc of Study | Frecse and §7.900 ac fUyr _[Surface [Vos, Tables 6.3-6:5 [NETMWD and NTMWD |Cypress WAM, [Engi Wke O Pines ot [as of 2003, [Increase in [IBT None Raw Water o
Pincs/Cypress Basin Water Water District Creck B di Lake O Pines, |was to determine [Nichols available cost estimates  |included in Region C |~90,000 acre i [nutrients I Treatment Plant [addressed
Supply Sudy,prepared or ke Lake cypress W ailible
NTAIWD. Pincs, Lake springs
Cypres o the Cypres wacr fom
serngs Creck Basinto [NETMWD for
NTMWD. [raw water from
(he Like O Pins
(rom Like Bob
" i and Lake
Cypress Spings
and the
consrution of
e vt
ratment
 facilities with
transmission line.
rouing ptons
Ve [Fresse s Nicho e Erginesrng ReportonNew 1957 Nort Tevas Ml
Bonham Reservorr WatesDisict and he
57 Red River Authority
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Vs [Freme nd Nt o mpoct o Poena Toledo (1995 TranTovas Water—[Techmical [ Toedo [ Toledo— [Syem Trerewing pomiied [Use oty mpact (Vo TouTfon e wa e e g [ et (e [TCEQwawr [y o Notwebe na
Bend Operatonal Changes Program (Southeast Bend  [Bend  [Operation |diversionsofwater [addiional [of (Texas) water Toledo Bend - ransterof rights permit Sabine Lake |decrease in
Memo Report [Area): Sabine River ass fiom Toledo Bend  [impounded |riht ncroase by [provided) [2,086,600 ac flows for 203,300 ac Jesuary) [ Toledo Bend
[Authoriy of Texas, f fom 750, (increase (293,300 ac-fyr |Conclusions were|fyr (ormerly e ke level ~2/3
Lower Neches Valley 01,043,300 sc-yr [ alloca asfollows: [ Texas porion ottime. Porential
[Authority; San Jacnio and diversion of wansferof |+ Change from [(172 otal) = [
River Authorty, City o 672,000 ac-fUyr out of 67200 ac-ft10 043300 ¢ hydroclectic
Houson: Brazos River Sabine Basn areas westof operatons not
Authorit; TWDB Sibineand [resultn o instecam flow evaluated
Neches River  [notcesble needs
Basins, lake
affcton Lake . [level about 113 of
Sabine. (he ime.
| Change in
operaton would
decrease spills at
Toledo D
116% mostly in
58 winter.
 For the exising
conditon Toledo
Bend Reservoir
of wate flowing
into Sabine Lake
(by 12.2%) and
causes shortall
of environmental
fows (-122%
operatonal
change (ic.
increas i water
et these
conditions
including
Nes[Freese and Nichots, nc Niodel Water Comservaion | 2004 North Texas Municipl
Plan Water Distriet Member
Cites and Customers,
59 Fort Worth
o [0 [Fressemnd Niahor e Potablc Water Supply Sysiem [ 2001 Wi County Power
study Company, LLC
Nes[Freese and Nichots, nc. Projectad Demands and [2008 North Texas Muniepal Techmieal [Nort | Lke 0 o oo Conservat Wastowaier [Table 3.1 Suface o provided NTNWD, NETVIWD, Engincering Viable K T3 and Water[none Operationa
Recommendations for | Water District Texas The Pines Reuse, medium and long|Reuse permits, |GTUA, DWU alternatives |Addressed |Rights |considerations  [addressed
Development of Additional Municipal [Purchase Lake [term alternatives [interim use of
Raw Water Supplies. | Water Texoma, Lake |for water supply. | Lake Fork,
[ District O The Pines,  Toledo Bend.
Toledo Ben, Watr, Lake O
| Wright Patman | The Pines,
61 Reallocaion, (Greater Texoma
Marvin Nichols, Utility Authority,
| Lower Bois D' Wright Patman
| Arc, Oklahoma
| Yes Freese and Nichols, Inc. Projected Demands and 2004 North Texas Municipal | Technical  [NTMWD ~ [Toledo | Calculations, [Short term and long  |Lake Texoma, Not provided, surface unknown if TWDB [4-NTMWD, DWU, SRA, |none [planning Possible 2006 Region |Good, existing [none Inter-Basin none | Transfer of none
Recommendations for Water District and Bend (Summary of |term alternatives Cypress Basin, [of raw water  [additional supply |alternatives liste standard; detailed cost ~ [TRWD |C Reference (Toledo |supply mentioned | Transfer mentioned | water to existing |mentioned
Development of Additional surrounding | |Other Work evaluation. [ Toledo Bend,  [supply system, [of 115,000 ac! as 100,000 to figure not provided. $2.1 Bend) |reservoirs, Ced:
Raw Water Supplies areas Wright Patman,project water |y by 2010 and | 167,000 ac-fye 2.9 billon o be shared (Creek, Lake
Lower Bois [demands and (550,000 by 2060:delvery for (ith others. Palestine and
dAre Creck  [evaluate Toledo Bend mid [NTMWD only., Lake Fork:
Reservoir,  [atemative[term altematve.[recommend lcooperation vith
62 others approaches o |(5 to 10 years) of [200,000 ac-fuyr
he development [200.000 ac-fyr, TRWD
of additional best combined
supplics. with Lake Fork
atermative
No[Frosee and Nichols, nc Reporton Cooling Water 1973 Tovas Utliies Service|
63 Sources and Power Plant Sites | Inc.
o0 |V |Freese and Nichols, Ine. Report on Long-Range Water |1982 City of Denton
Supply
Nes[Frosee and Nichols, nc U, Army Comsof [Tochmical [Suphar [ Lake[System (An invesigaion o the Lakes Wright [ This Sudy has [Reallocaion of |1} Combined _[Surface WA NA R Brandes [Planming [2006 Region C Water A VA Comments [US. Amy [NA
of Lake Wright Pacman and Engineers River BasinWright ~ [Operation[additionalyield hat _[Patman & Jim[three major |lood storage in | Vield of Lake (Company, Drat Plan - Section 4D.4 received from-|Corpsof
Lake Jim Chapman, Volume Paman [Assessment, [could b developedin |Chapman [goals: o [Lake Wright |Jim Chapman Water he US. Fish[Engineers
|- Main Report Water ield  [the Sulphur River determine the Availabiliy and Wildife
Basin potental gan in [t be the most [ feet NVGD) and Model fo the Service and the
supply fiom [promising wate [Lake Wright Sulphur River Toxas
Basin,prepared Deparament of
atemative [consideredinthis|Supply below for the Texas Parks and
operaton polciedstudy ctevation 2200 Natural wWildife
Lake Wright et s available) Resources outined
Paman. 2)To (Conservation potential issues
determine the et per year. 2) (Commisson, and concers
potential ncrease The larget gains January 1999, regading the
i yieldif Lakes in yield are rom US Army Corps
Wright Patman reallocation of of Engincers, ofchanges to
and Jim Lake Wright Fort Worth Lake Wright
(Chaprman are Fatman flood Distict, Cooper Fatman
sorsge o Lake, Sulphur operaton and
65 as a system. 3) conservation River, Texas,
To identity sorage and Master Plan ofsystem
potental making use of the Design operaton,

d Memorandum including 1
constaints sorsge in the No. 10, My Aleration of
regaring same rservor. 1987, Us Army sream and
bottomand (Changin to Lake| (Corps o
hardwood and Wight Patman's Engineers, For habias,
wetland uimate curve Worth Distict, iparian aeas,
resources n the increases sim Chapman and wetands
Sulphur River supplis o Lake Cooper by inundation.
Basn reuling 430,180 acre-fet am Water 2 cn
fom changes in peryear.3) (Conteol Manual watr qualiy,
operaton. y (Chapter 7, June including
Specifcaly, the ofthe reservoirs 1999, Freesand changes in
White Oak Creck can ncrease the Nichols, Inc. et scdiment
wildie overalyield of ol Region C cansport,
Management e system. The Water Plan, disolved

No[Frosee and Nichols, nc Water and Wastewater Master | 1997 ot Codar Croek

6 Plan [Fresh Water Supply
Distic
[No [Freese and Nichols, Inc. Wise County Power Plant 1999 | Wise County Power
67 Project — Raw Water Supply |Company, LLC
Study
Nes [Frosee and Nichols, nc [Nor Texas Municipal Wator 3003, rvised 2006 [Norh Texas Municipal | Panning | Dallas, For | Lake [ Water Conservation and [None dscussed [ To reduce water [Thosndy |8 0 0 m? m? Panning [ 0 0 m 0 mm 0
District Water Conservation Water Disrict Worth  [Texoma |Conservation  [arought planning for aiscusses
and Drought Contingency North Texas Municipal requirements for
Plan Water Disrict ter
conservation and
arought planning
pursuant (0
c
[Responsivilies
levelof recyclinglof the Executive
and reusein [Directorof
watersupply; ~[NTMWD, how
and o extend the [t implement the
lie o current _[plan, specifcsfor|
wate suppies by public outreach
reducingthe rate [and cducation,
ofgrowthin [and various
58 demand. [provisions and
procedures are
iscussed. Note:
Per capita water
use lsed n table
onp.C.5 (209
eped for year
2000) Historical
ua isted
Figures C-3
brough €24
Nes[Frosee and Nichols, nc Fevas Water Allocation _[3002 U, Army Compsof [Tochmical [Siieof [ Marvin [Water Viel, [ Anassewsmentof [ Toledo Band — [Toidenily _[Basedon Tice and ground 5-Army Corpa o m Panning [On eforence Tt or_[Cowtrigh, |8 ater [none
| Assessment Report Vol. 1 and [Engineers - Fot Worth Toxas  [Nichols, ~|Water Supply, [water isues in Texas [Interbasin _[opportunites fo [analysisof |repor for Toledo [water Engineers for feasbility 2006 Region € Water [svailabi inreport  |inreport.  [diversionon | mentioned
Vol 2 Distic Luke  |InterBasin |und opportuniis for [Transferand [Corps assistance [regional water |Bend; Prrie sudy fo inerbasin Plan 200t lbydropower
Wright  |Transfers, Water [fderalassisance.  [pipeline to [in watersupply [plans, Creek Reservoir wanster, SRA forpipeine eneration for
Paman, |Demand Prairi Creck [through speciic. |development of (o supply firm o Prairie Creek Toledo Bend
Lake Reservoir; |projects based onsuffcient water[yieldof 115,000 Reservoir
[Texorma, Praric Creck |findings ofthe [supply to meet [ac-Ruyr some of
] Reservoir  |rogional water [projected which will come
The Pins, Plansand  |demands will [from Toledo
Toledo sakeholder [roquirelocal, _[Bend); Se Table
Bend intervicws. page AT0
federal for irm yild of
assistance.  [existing
i summary, e [reservoirs in
areas where the  [Region
Corps can assst
most effcively
oo i vater supply
- Full wilization
and optimization
ofexisting Corps
projcts,
specitially the

Nos[Froees and Nichols, In. and Alan_|Regional Water Supply Plan, [ 1990 Tarant County Water [Tochnical [ Tarmant[NA VaterSupply |Water Supp VA Teport [ Chapter 11 of |30000 Ac-Tyear [Suraco water [ 693,198,000 Millan [NA NA VA NA A NA VA VA NA WA
[Plumimer Associates,Inc Vols. 12 Control and County Development |Development Plan provides a plan[report provides

improvement Disrict Plan o serve watr o [an extensive

0 Number One and the [Tarant County _[summary of
Toxas Water i next 30 year. [deailed analyss

Development Board of the all the
atemate sources

Yes Freese and Nichols, Inc. and Alan  |Regional Water Supply Study 1989 [ Tarrant County Water
[Plummer Associates, Ine. Water Reuse Tour |Control and

n improvement Disiict
Nunber One
es [Froees and Nichols, Inc, Alan[Infastructure Financing__[3002 Region C Water
2 Plummer Associate,Ine., Chiang, [Survey Repor, Region C Planning Group
Pate, and Yoy In.

[No Freese and Nichols, Inc., Alan Amendment to the 2001 2005 Region C Water

[Plummer Associates, Inc., Chiang, |Region C Water Plan [Planning Group
73 [Patel, and Yerby, Inc., and Cooksey
Communications, Inc

No[Froeee and Nichols, Inc, Alan | Amendments 0 e 2001 (3003 Region C Water

[Plummer Associate,Ine., Chiang, [Region C Water Pan Planning Group
o Pate, and Yerby. Inc.,and Cooksey
Communications, Inc
Yes  |Freese and Nichols, Inc., and Alan | Environmental Effects of the 1979 [North Texas Municipal | Technical _|Lake Lake [impact Impact Assessment  [N/A To findbest | The 69 MGD. [Surface Water NA INA INA NA INA NA NA INA NA INA NA
Plunimer and Associates, e |Texorma Diversion Projct Water Disrictand the Texoma  [Texoma |Assessment possible environmental
Greater Texoma Uiy atematve toget [efecs rom
Authoriy waterto North diversion of
| Texas and | water from Lake
evaluate. | Texoma have
environmental [been considered
effects of the  [insignificant and
resuling project. [will have very
little effect on
watr levels,
fisheries or
recreaton
75 activities at Lake.
Texoma. The
environmental
effectofpipeine
construction are
limited o short
effects.

Nos [Frove and Nichols, Inc, and [ Memorandum Repori— [ 1998 Sabine River Authority [ Tochnical [Upper | Lake O [Water Supply, _[regional water wse and [mone Examination of (Basedonthe [ 0 0 m? m? 0 0 0 m m?
Brown and Root, Inc forthe Trans- [Projected Water Needs and of Texas; Lower Sabine and [The Pines |Water Demand _[water supply study e projcted [repot’s mentioned mentioned
Texas Water Program: Southeast _|Supply of the Upper Neches Neches Valey Upper water projction, it
Area and Sabine River Basins [Authority; San Jacinto Neches requirements of[would be only

River Authorty; Ciy o River e upper  [prudent t0
Houston and Brazos Basins Neches and
River Authorty Sabine Basins [t upper Sabine
(brough th year [Basin could need
o Lo draw water
determine. (o within the
Whether those —[Southeast Area
areas ae likely _[between now and
0
e supply [otal need for
avaiable from [such vater from
(he Southeast e Southeast
[Area could be in
(e rang of
1000000
200,000 acre-fet
peryear

Yes [Freese and Nichols, Inc., and Red  [Lake Texoma Septic Tank 1981  Texas Department of

River Authority Study, Interim Report: | Water Resources.
77 Existing and Potential Septic
| Tank Problem Areas
Yos[Frooee and Nichols, Inc, and Red_|Lake Texoma Septic Tank [ 1992 Toras Deparimentof
River Authorty Study, Inerim Report: Water Resources
s entification and Impact
Assessment of Wastowater
[Treatment Alermatives

[Yes [Freese and Nichols, Inc., and Red _|Lake Texoma Septic Tank | 1981 [Texas Department of

[River Authority Study, Interim Report: [Water Resources.
70 Inventory of Existing
Conditions
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Ver[Fresse and Nichols, nc Brown [Comprebersive Sabine—[1999 Sabine River Auhory [ Techcal [Sabine [ Toledo [ Summary of [ comprehensive sy Praii Croek _[To update the _[Concludes (it [ summary of [ Surface and [Cost o bulling pipeine.[1-Sabine River Authority [none anning [Referenced n 2006 Tr el [Nome Toed o [Waer vl [wa
and Root, Inc., LBG-Guyton Watershed Management Plan of Texas in conjunction River Basin |Bend, Lake |Other Work, |determining existing [Reservoirto | 1985 Update of [no new water ~ |cach Groundwater (GW![from TB to Prairie Creek [to develop Prairic Creek Region C Water Plan [groundwater [permitiing | Toledo Bend. | fluctuations
Associates. with the Texas Water lof the Pines |Water and future water support upper [the Master Plan [supply options |reservoirflake's [mostly for local |has substantial cost Reservoir and/or pipeline Supplies are lrequirements  [Projected | may not support
| Development Board ‘onservation, |availability forthe  [basin (may |for the Sabine  |nced to firm yield can be [supply) savings because pipeline  [from Lower to Upper very limited and| listed ot |water needs  |recreational
Water Supply, [Sabine River Basin, |enal ransfer RN, Tqrake |developed inthe |found in Table o alrady been bl |Basin Shoid beused butnothing.|for Basindo |sctiviics Water|
Water ofwate from an overalook a ower basin (s (3 on page 33 long this route (alfway or localsupply iy [notinclude|qualy
Teansmission, Toledo Bend. [Basin includes Toledo.[(Toledo Bend - Lo Priric Creek) o serve ony; existing pesaining to
Enironment e 1,083,300 ¢ o indusrial customer, orly Praiic Creck | lows e e
impacts, - (e Sabine 5 Wy or Teas). See Table 7.5 pi. 7-20 ey depend on Reservor or
ain Transtrs, Riera [isoes s water |needed forthe[Sabine WAM and Apendi Ffora scdmentaion Totedo Bend
Coneof Water ransmission [nced, water |Upper Basinby [was no complete s, Tenash
Suonly, Water pipcline from |suppy. the ot of i cach watr supply e, rairic
oledo Bend, [environment, |Recommends: 1)report emtive. Pipeline o Creck s one of
rastorof  |consevation, i braii Creek Reservor - e most
e cconomic [fom Teledo [anayses docs ot 5142175 millon cconomical
Lower Basin o [development, |Bend t Upper [ncde demands
Upper Basin, andnatral | few
inertate [esources|Prare Creck | ows environmental
80 transfers from eservoir) to concerns.
Louisiona sce supploment
e 110 and upply in Upper
| Basin; 2)
fimied ground beginning
s permitting for
resoures. Priric Creck
carly: 3)
Contining
negotationswith
Ciy of Dallay
(s, 53 and
4 conductng
Lolumetrc
arveys o verity
dimentaion
s
o [Fresse Nihols and Endiess T, [Comprebemsve Waterand 1969 Wise Couny Plming
™ and Rady and Acsocie, Ine [Sewer Plan Commission
Ve [Gooh T. €., W Grilfm, wnd W, [Toxss Saewide Water—[2007 The Regiomt Water _[Techmenl [Toxas  [WA [Regioml Water_[Regiom Water Suppiy[ WA Todmeions [Trerpot [NA WA WA WA WA WA WA VA NA VA WA WA VA
¥ Mulican, 1 Planing [Planing Concept, Suerly Development Plan ocw statowide  [provided
d [Development water plan for [methodology for
Water Resoures Plan e repering new
Congress of the Water plan for all
82 | American Society of 16 regions of
vl Enginees Texa basodon
future.
popultins,
e suplis.
[Yos|FIDR Engincering, Inc [Cost Evaluation of Two 2005 Dallas Water Utilities | Technical _|Lake < [Cost Evaluation |Cost Evaluation NA The purpose of | Cost Comparison [0 MGD. Surface 545,000,000 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
(Optons to Dliver Lake resoma  [Texoma e sty isfo. s shown n Tabe
Texoma Water o City of evauat costs o [6.1
Dallas wo lermatives
9 To puep
s fom Lake
rexoma to Lake
[Ray Roberts, b)
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ety 0 Elm
Fork WP Clear
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| Technical Information for [ Planning Group.
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[No [HDR Infrastructure, Inc. Yield Studies for Lost Creek  [1986 [City of Jacksboro,

D and Resrvoir Supportivg Dalls

i 1o Water Rights Permit

Application
Ve [Hopkins P Biggar BN a0 [Final Detcrminaton o7 AT 1985 oo Water el [Lower Red WA [Claiof Water [l T Water ighs WA i repor stle [Lower Red River VA SutieeWawr WA VA WA WA WA WA WA VA WA VA WA

oming. & (Claims of Wate Rights nthe Commission iver ighis e clams on _[Segment consi

Lower Red RiverSegment of Segment e ights in o Red River and
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[ s he sate
o Toas from is
conflence with
L Wiehia
iver downszeam
87 of Texas-
(kansas sate
boundary. This
report does not
el with Lake
exoma dircty
e Nolume 67 Nawber T [2001 o B ol
(cnie publction devoted to published by St bar
oo ater oues) Available URL
R —
[Online Ecologically Significant River [2003 [ Texas Parks and
89 Jand |and Stream Segments Wildlife Department
e IS D, O], Avaabie [ 2005 oo Waier
% UR |Development Board
Yes Upper Sabine Basin Water _[2003 [Sabine River Authority | Technical _[Sabine | Toledo | Calculations, | Water supply plan for |Prairic Creek |Updatcand _|Upper Basin [unknown if TWDB. [2-SRA. DWU [none planning o [cxisting supply |none limitcd Timited System operation|nonc.
Supply Study River Basin |Bend s\ [Upper Sabine Basin ~|Reservoir, pand demand to described. standard. $0.70-51.23 mentioned [permitting  [environmental [between mentioned
Other Work Toledo Bend investigations of [exceed yield in ~|Recommend per 1,000 gallons requirements  [impacts. reservoirs (3)
al various methods |10 10 24 years.  [permiltting of 4 delivered, not including land pumping
Groundwater, [and costs for | A system yield [MGD cost of raw water from system
[Lake Cherokee, [supplying future |permit for Lake  [system yield for Toledo Bend
Lake Fork, water needs in  [Fork, Lake | Lake Fork, Lake
[Lake Tawakoni [the Upper Sabine |Tawakoni and | Tawakoni, and
| Basin. | Toledo Bend  Toledo Bend.
would add 4
ot MGD supply. A
pipeline from
| Toledo Bend is
e anly
aemative that
can et dermnd
| scenarios for the
Upper Bsin
Ve R Sone & Avsomiies T [Preminary Evgineering 1986 it Cypros Uity [Techienl [Lile Waer il Cyprow[The parpove o [Coneiusion 1A [Table T, Page ~[Surfce e T Fage S Coprens Revamvar Ergieering
eport for Litle Cypress Disie Cyprss Conservasion eseronr s sudy and [watersupply |25 on Ll Cypress Creck

Rewroir Rervor heportis 0 ervoit with

develop initial yield of
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engincerng nd.[pr yearcan be
condata fora_[devcoped mthe
proposed L Cypres
regional water  [Creek watershed.
supply reservoir [Such yield can
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Cupress Basi onlmor than 50
Lite Cypros [searsprojct
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ie Little
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project The [ Bsimated anmuat

Ve Rinde St @ Avsoriie, e ehand Chambers Reser o] 1985 Tarrant County Water
impact Sudy Contol and
93 Improvement District
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Lite Cyprss Uiy Dt

o Reporton Impact o Lile

Cypres Reservoison Caddo Cadio,

Lake Inflow Quantity and Cypress  |Litle [Regional Water |Little effect on Caddoenv.  [Transmission,
ves  [KSA [Resuunt Lake Level 'LW INETMWD Technical _|Creek B p Supp [None Supply Study _|Caddo 144,900 Surface Per ac. Ft INETMWD [None [Engincering | None Viable Good BT Flow lenv. Flows | None
Ve L TF Water-Qualy Asessmantof [1995 e

e Trnity River Basn, Texas

95 - Data Collection 1992-1995
Yes [Land, L.F Water-Quality Assessment of 1997 USGS
|the Trinity River Basin, Texas:
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| Chambers Creeks
Ve TF Water Qualiy Aoss 5% [ES
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Yes [Langley, Lon Report 349: Updated 1999 | Texas Water [ Technical  |North N/A |Groundwater [ This report is in A reduction in  [N/A- IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A IN/A

Evaluation of Water [ Development Board | Central resources. response to | withdrawals
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Rusin[MoKes,Paul W Texarkana Water [ Recomaisance orrace [ 2001 Geoogica Suvey [ Teshnical [Lake e Lok Weght Paman[NA
Uilides. Geological Suvey (U5, meal i bedsdiment (Us) Weight  |Wright |Contamination [ Wa s v, basum,
Weiht aman Lake,near Paman [Paman oWt [comiam lead
Tearkans, Toxss Patman Lake 0 [sndnickel at e
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aion 07344200
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v e
e [VihasT W_ B, Resiant i |Svide Frewarer 2008 o Pk and [ Techwial [Sulphr ke [Survey Report | Cak Weght aman ™ [N/A T W [Pleme See WA A WA WA WA R WA WA WA WA WA WA WA
g [ Wi Deparment v Basin Wriht sarvey sing patman survey,[Excoutve
Fiheres Divion Diseit -4, | ManagementProgram, 2004 aman it iy [Summary (e
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aman ora son hbiar ot o
106 ey, aqutic
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ey o
Yes (Mullican, W.F., 11 Water, Is it the Oil of the 21st [2003 |Subcommittee on
ey, Woter Resourees nd
Environment
Commitee on
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natrucure . United
States House of
Represenatives
Washimgion b.C.
Ve [R i B ing Diesiorar [N Tovakams War WA Tk [Tk [Telphone[Tevakana e [NA W WA WA WA WA WA WA WA WA A WA A WA WA WA
Tesarkana Watr Ui, iier Wright  |Wright |Comorsaton [Uslites Oerations
oy opeatd by the Cres P [Paman rom Lake Wright
106 of Texarkans, Arkansas nd peiman
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about Weih: Pt Lake
e ihe
Yos  |NA Mir. Paul Rodman, USACE, |N/A US. Army Compsof | N/A Lake Lake Telephone [Operations of Lake |N/A NA NA NA NA WA WA WA NA NA WA NA NA WA WA NA
100 For Worth, Wight Paman Enginees, Fort Worth Wright  [Wright |Comersaion [ Wrght Puman
Lake Opertions pisricy paman[paman
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| Yes INETMWD s 200° 2007 INETMWD [ Technical _|Creek Basin|Basin Suppl Suppl [None | Water Supply [None. [None. | Surface none provided INETMWD. None_ |Engineering INTMWD, DWU [None. Low DO__|IBT IN/A lenv. Flows [None
Lor, Lake
113 Fiure 1.2, Cyprss Creck Cypress [cypress ransission,
Ve ervwn i Watersheds s NETMWD recinical_|Creok Basi]Spings - - None Water supply_|None None Surace none provided NETMWD None Engincering_NTMWD, DWU__[None g A e lows | None
Normn b ok, PHD Soving Water, Rivers and 2002 Nattonal WA Technical Nain
None: An Analysisof he Federaion Nichols
11 Poental o Municipl Water
Comservaton i Texas
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Planning Arca iverand sream
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meet the outlined|
o and
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documenting
s (hose sreams
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to be of
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O [North Fas o Rogional Water~[Rogion D WaterPlan [ 2008 Nori EaTovas[Planning[Region b [Toleds ™ [Watr RegoraTwarer supply [Toledo Bend.~[Deermine[Toledo Bend [ s TR S (Append TSR ™ e e oot S oo Concar o [Water qualty [ Appendin
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Summary atman | Assessments. CRP include Summary
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mansgement
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|maintain and
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[Yes |Paul Price Associates, Inc. [Targeted Monitoring in the 2000 NETMWD Technical |Cypress  |Lake O’ |Water Quality | Lake O' The Pines _[None Nutrient Study of[NETMWD, HighNone None none provided NETMWD None Chemical Nonc not addressed |Elevated [ IBT None
|Cypress Basin, Nutrient Study Basin IThe Pines Lake O'The | Eutrophication nutriens, addressed
in Lake O' The Pines, Final Pines. with low DO, low DO
110 Report City of Longview
Intake:
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Toas Natral e applied
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e modeted &
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models mordr[of tratied
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No |Resource Economics, Inc [An Economic Analysis of the [2001 Mesa Water, Inc.
Vs Water Supply
124 |Altemative for Texas Planning]
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125

evaluate areas of
Texas(all or parts|
07 19 Counties)
that are
experiencing, or
are expected to
experience,
eritical
eroundwater
problems and
consider
appropriate
management
opions.

eroundwater

emanate from the|
eroundwater
contribute to the
surface water
hydrology. Long
term decrease in

exacerbate water
quality problems
and impact
species
dependent on it
there is a trend to
less dependence
on groundswater
from Trinity
Aquifer and more|
dependence on
surface water.
The construction
of reservoirs like
Joe Pool Lake,
Richland
(Chamber
Reservoir,
Cooper Reservoir|
and Ray Roberts

Lake has some
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ezl Advisory Commitie Oklahoms, among sses and remove he. [Red
resas causcnof [dvided qually
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(e e, control.[Texas have form
and isibution[ight 0 200,000
ofhe inersate[sre-eet per
water of he Red [y from ke
Riverand s [Texoma and
(ribuaries. To [furherquanis
provide a means [ be divided o
program]cqualbass. (his
for conservation |comment s on
orwater, . [page 1 ofpa
126 [protection of
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improvementof
e quality,
development of
avigation and
regulationof
[ow i Red Rive
Ve [Sibine River Aubory oF Tevas D Sabin River B 2008/ 2008 Sabins ver Aoy [ Techeal [Sbme—[Toledo Waera 5 ety i oty o [ m m m m S m m m
Summary Report of Toxas, Texas Clean iver Basin Bend forthe Sabin River p Basin ater qualty in[sources
RiversProgram and Basin pursan 0 the ecting water [supporsthe Toledo Bend: [oed n
crg Clean Rivers Act quality i he [desgnatd uss Toledo Bend reprt In
Sabine River [ Ahough here Reservir was addition o
Basinand | [ae loclized included o he water
‘concern, 303(d) list for  [quality data
ntormation for merury i ish [collected by
e TCEQ,sver [wter qualiy s, The X,
authories nd[ndictesa e data s for
oher althy Deparmentof [he
govermmental [environment. The| St Heall [ imntores
eniies o ke |most serious Servces e been
approprisie[problems i the (DSHS) s receved
comeeive action [Sabine Basinare consumpion [fom s
o maintainand. [ving addessed oy is sl [number of
improve water _[fnough he et o sources
. quality (Orange County largemouth bass{including
| TMDL project. fand freshwater [municipaliti
e remaining ram in Tole,
e of water Bend Reseror [sovernment
ity concerns due 0 clevatd [agencies
appea o be the evelsof - |docal st
et of el merury i ish
conditions, tissue. Elevated |federal),
naporoprise o values were [
rening levels cbservedat  [uiversiies
o madequn e sies in
asessment e reservoir
rocedures. In and concems
several segments. for NO2 &
where trends [NO3,
were noted, |Chlorophyll a,
alues wre well and Ammonia
low siream e alsonoted
standards criteria in localized
[ Yes [Sabine River Authority of Texas Water Conservation and 2006 |Sabine River Authority |Planning  [Sabine | Toledo | Water Yield, | Conservation and | Additional | To develop | The study Servoir surface not discussed 2 - TCEQ to permit it; Upper Sabine  |planning | Additional 293’ n/a n/a
Drought Contingency Plan, [River Basin | Bend ter |drought planning for |diversion from |practices, iscusses. yield is 2,086.600| SRA-TX to manage it. Basin Water ft/yr of water mentioned in detail.
revised December 1999, |Conservation,  |Sabine River Authority| Toledo Bend  [techniques and  [requirements for |ac-ft/yr shared Supply Study, |requested by SRA-
March 2002 and March 2005 Water Supply [Reservoir. -hnolc the equally between h 2003, p. | Texas mentioned in
illreduce the alt " T reterenced on 2006 Region € Water
I loming [Toxas. SRA- 21 ofhis i on page 402
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Ner[Sabine River Auborty oF Teva o 3003 B Summary Repor [ 2007 Sabine ver Aoy [ Techeal S River [Toledo Waera 5 I T Y St m m g [Referenced w2006 [Known Tevel of S (R m m
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Concutethe  [monieing sics
s quality il b evaated
condiions with[and
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Commite.
oledo Bend
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s suppy use
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e qualiy
itha low
concem &
potenal impacts.
b he TCEQ
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SRA asessment
ofoverall water
qualiy liseda
e consump
advisory.
s wereto
conduct a TVDL
St River Aoy, Louiians[Telaphons Conversations wih| 2000 Sabins ver Aoy | Techeal[Toledo[Toledo[Vield Avaiae [ o Bend [ m ol yield (T [rarace ot avaTabIe AT SRATA,frone m m Good o oo JFE e g
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rom TCB 200 oy e imied
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130 it of el 0 Water Pan
Louisians
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Sabine 200000 -ty [y for Texas Aemaives S and 10, [opected. |report | FERC rablem:
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Annal of Toas; Subine River [River Basin [Bend. | Water Supply and Savine st o mect Toledo Bend . [moitoring |mentioned |mentioned mentoned
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122 n mainained
by LDEQ,
 TCEQ,
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Ve [Schuumburg & Pk e ot Tevas Region Plan 2001 ot Texes Regiomal [Panming[FastTeves, [Toledo [ WaterSupply,[Reg ey [Toiedo Bend, e [Nomer b [Repored [raraee and ground [ = = T oo Bend [rone [ Conserstion [Recommends [none
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Water Supply, othrs anaysis of nis Wy in Toledo weposcs [ows o Sabine|dcermining
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|Coordination on the Toledo mpact Analysis, | 700,000 ac-fyr of additional study otal net present costis o affect on recciving.
Bend Project Water Supply, | water from Toledo confirm supply ~[and modeling to | 700,000 ac-fusr. $19.8 billion, with an instream flows rescrvoirs
Water Bend to other lakes in [amounts and average life cycle unit (flow to Sabine include altered
Transmission,  [Texas. delivery relationship ~ [each for cost of $410 per acre-foot Lake estuary); biodiversity
[Environmental locations, (2)  [between INTMWD, of water (adjusted to future ROW, (fsh,
1mpacts, Cost of review and freshwater TRWD, DWU 2007 dollars). For the capital, and
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o [Teras Natura Resouree e st of Texas Water (1996 Texas Natral
1so Conservation Commission ity vy e ReouesCoseraion
Yes [ Texas Parks and Wildlife Wright Patman Reservoir 2008 [ Texas Parks and IN/A Lake: Lake | Conservation Memorandum IN/A [Reservoir IN/A IN/A [Surface: IN/A N/A N/A IN/A N/A IN/A IN/A N/A IN/A N/A IN/A
160 Elevation Assessment | Wildlife | Wright Wright 00l | Elevation
Paman__|paman Assessmen
N0 Tevas Parks and Wildie D T Tniream Fow (2003
pariment, Texas Commission on [Stdies: Techmical Overview
161 Enironmental Quality, and the
Texas Watr Development Board
Ves [Texas Water Development Board | Analysis of Instream Flows for] 2009 5. Army Corps of _[Technical [Sulphur _[Lake nstream Flows [ Sulphur River Basin This report_[See Page 189
|the Sulphur River: Hydrology,| |Engineers [River Basin |Wright water development addresses 197
Hydraulics & Fish Habitat atman, rojects impact [potential impacts
Utilization Marvin analysis of water
Nichols 1 development
farvin projects to the
162 Nichols II, hydrology,
e aquaic hbiat
Parkhouse and flood plain in
1. George o
Parkhouse basin.
i
e [Tevas Water Development Bowrd | Volumeinic Survey of Wiight [1997 5. Ay Coms o [Teehmieal [Lake  [Lake[Volumene [ Fydrograpive Survey [N/A Determine e [Wght Paman WA VA NA NA NA NA NA VA NA VA VA NA NA
Paman Like Engineers in wigh  [wright  [sunvey of Lake Wright Patman capacityof e [Lake was formed
[cooperation with City Paman | Patman lake a the. in 1056, Initial
of Texarkana i t
cevaton,to [caleulations
performthe  [estimated the
survey whie the [solume at the
ke was i the _|conservtion po
cevaton of
mathematcaly |2
cstimate any
emainin
volame o the tp|
o the flood pool (20,200 acres. At
cevaion 2300
e, the volume
was csimated to
e 437,250 acre-
163 feet with a
surtuceareaof
55,600 0
Reslts ndicate
(hat the lake's
capacty at the
AN
cevaron of
2200 fect was
110,900 cre-fect
and e arca was
arca of 34,852
e Tevas Water Development Board_[Special Report, Report o e[ 2007 Tovas Water
166 and Water Conservaton 790 Legiature Development Board
Task Force
N5 [Texas Water Development Board, [ Regional Water nd £ W
e Navarro County Commissoner's|Wastewatr Facilies Planning Development Bosrd
165 |Court, and the Trinity River for the Richland-Chambers
uthoity Reservoir Area
[Austin | Texas Water Quality Board and The |Report on Wright Patman 1977 [Toxas Water Quality [ Technical | Lake ok Water Quality NA [The sarvey was |Please See
[ Texas National Guard |(Texarkana) Reservoir Bowic [Board and The Texas Wright | Wright designedto | Conclusion (Page
and Cass Countes Texas EPA National Guard Paman|Patman developin |14
Region V1 Working Paper No. conjuncion with
600 e
cavicoaneatal
nformaton o0
watiat sourves,
concenteations
and irpacs o
slected
Feshwater ks
as b for
166 fomulating
corerebeasive
and coondinated
.
and st
macagemient
soure poluton
lake watershds.
Ve [TRCC Foves Warer Qualiy, A [1996 Tovas Netaral Techmical [Swmewide [Lake[Water Quay[Wate quaiy VA o wdiess e [Waterquaiy [NA WA NA NA NA VA NA VA NA VA VA NA VA
Summary of River Basin [Resource Conservation Wiight ssoament o cc o ofthe most[concerns
[Assessments Commission Paiman (v b n Toras mporant [dentifed for
questons 1. It [Lake Wrght
e to swimin[Patman nclude
i body of |cancern for
wate? & 2. Can [nutints, and a
Jou cat the fsh? [possble concern
o pH. Concers
ar expressed
about excessive
sciment oads,
hichare
oeleved o be
camying the
nutints into
lake. Th
excess nutents
167 increase plant
production,
(hereby
ncressng pi
I
Sulphur River
Basin Authoriy
recommends s
sudy be
conducted o
determine
ar asociaed
with sediment
Louding o he
ok
Ve [TRCC ovas Warer Quaiiy, A [1996 Tovas Newaral Techmical [Swewide [Lake VA e Clean River [Thereport WA Report Dealwitn[NA NA NA VA NA NA NA VA VA NA VA
Summary of River Basin Resource Conservation Texoma Program uses [providesa wter Waler Quality ot
Assessments Commission Wateshed aliy quantity
Management [assessment on
R0 [the water bodies
indentity and [ Texas an
cvalate water [provide
168 quality issues.  |recommendation
and o estblich[which water
priories for [vodies wherethe
i s not
sitble to cat
and are ot sufe
ofrecreation
Yo WD R Natural Resource Survey[1991 Toves P and [Techmical [Tevas [ Lake [River Bavims and [River Basmw g [N/A e pupose of [ The sy s [N/A VA VA NA NA VA VA VA NA VA VA VA VA
for Proposed s ; Teoma  [reservoirsite [reervor site e projectis o [individual
and Selected Sream assesment[assessment survey iver [evalations for
Segments in Texas basineand  [eachof the 23
form reservor st
vestgative  [Lake Texoma not
assessment of [ the sty
proposed
reeror sites
found n the
1990 Texas
Water Flan and
160 o sythesize
exiting TPWD
ot and
information hat
s imporantand
should be
addressed i he
future planing
forwater
development
projects
Yo [tPwD Feotogicaly Sigmean River 2000 Toxes Parisand [Techmieal [RegionC [NA [Rives, Surfice[River, Surface Waer [N/A e puose o[ Theeunded [NA A A NA A NA NA A A VA NA NA A
ements o Wildie Department Water i eport st [and twenty four
Region C Regional Water deniiy those[sreams were
Planning Area river and siream [dentifed wihin
scgments that
Region ©
creraand o [Regional
prepareareport | Planing Are.
documenting | Three sieams
ose sreams [were found o
o be signifcant.[function eieria,
ccologicalvalue. [rwo srcams met
e hydrologic
funcion nd
scven streams
o e
cieia, while six
et he i
i
ol aquatic
value i,
10 sreams
out o 324 have
ocen ncluded n
e report
Yes  TPWD (Coastal Fisheries Division), [Freshwater Inflow 2005 'TPWD, TWDB [ Technical ~ |Sabine | Toledo Instream flows, |Modeling results of the [n/a | To determine the [Model results n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a Impacts to n/a n/a
TWDB (Surface Water Avalaily [Recommendtion for the [River Basin [Bend | [Environmental|fresh wate inflow elaonship [indicatedthata wetands;
Division) Sabine Lake Estury of Texas impacis, Water [snalysis fo the Sabine berween range o reduction in
and Lovisiana Supply lake sysem feshwster [fester it spciess
inflow,salinity _[inflows between vaiations in
and fshries for [7.1 and 11 alinity levels
Sabine Lake. o [millon acr.fect
cvauate the  [nisorcally
oflowand |sustined he
forbicogially.[snvironment
itable del esuls
appropriate[esimated that an
conditons for [annual inflow of
Sabine Lake. |26 millionacre-
fect would
supportoptimal
s abundance.
171 Present analysis.
compred effcts
ofannual lows
between 7.1 nd
9.6 millonsce-
fectfor 3
seaments ofthe
rivr (upper, mid
and ower) vith
(e higher nflow
ir
mainaining
appropriste
aliniis with
spcified
[ boundaries and
betr supporing
welands
Yes Turner, Collie, and Braden, Inc. Long-Range Water Supply 1989 City of Dallas, Dallas | Technical  [Dallas IN/A Long term water |Long term water To ensure ‘he study IN/A IN/A IN/A N/A N/A IN/A N/A IN/A IN/A N/A IN/A N/A IN/A
Plan, 1990-2050, o votues Water Uses Metroplex rcamentand  [weatment and reuse adequate water_[recommen
reuse needs. needs study resources for revising Dallas’
study Dallas current area by
| metropolitan area|deleting Cooke
through the year |and Grayson
50. ‘ounties to
eliminate
duplication of
2 eforts with
|Greater Texoma
Utility Authority.
provides anew
Planning area
Boundary for
Dallas Water
Utilities
172 Handbook of Texas Online - c Region C Table Transmisson,
| Yes [TWC LAKE HALBERT. 1964 [NETMWD | Technical | Creek Basin|Halbert | Water Supply | Water Suppl; [None | Water Supply [None [~3500 | Surface none provided INTMWD. Corsicana | Table 3.1 Engineering 3.1 [None_ Good BT [None lenv. Flows [None.
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G [TWDB 5006 Rogion T Water P26 oS Plaming[Region T | Toledo|Water Ved,[Regional Water Supply| Toledo Bend [Develop water [Recommends [TCEQ WA [wrfs Cons provided i Region [5-SFA, NTVIWD, TRWD g frone = TCFQ (o [Sbne——[Fotental
Bend [Waer Planning amdothors [domand . foamportaf[Run3:974.500 Crepon {and possibly DWU) Appende [Compact [impactio [projecedto. [mentioned
Avaabity rojecions, [500000 acfye [ae-uyefor Year 5 (morsate[sueam flows.|redue the
Miodel, Wace mlyisof  [fom Toldo . [2000,547.000 s Compeet [dueto |reemorr
Supply, Waer curon suppis, [Bend tothe | or Year oy e
Righs, Costof deveopment o [Uppe Basi and 2060 (ot ot Teasand [reducton n|Tabe A-2) Pan
Water Supply. mansaement . [Reon . [incuding ouisians and [myropoer [nclodes
Water Demand Coesior NTMWD |sdrapover) ahorised b |releaes with |redutionn
200,000 ac. i Wter Right Congres o |possvle |mdvopouer se
WD Permiv 4655 - oin sporation [ mreas n
200,000 s . 150000 se- vy ofTocdo (105
» B [ssoced i
ahematesrtezy [ofnearly 224,00 fover fows
otoran - ac e o, possitie
sddtions mpecton DO
500,000 ac. e (Se Secion
i7s for WU DWU 52)
s conrctal
i ot 114,357
st o
ke Plesine in
(e Necher Bosin
in Region . SRA|
o it
Dalles e for
500,000 ae e
(e Uppor B,
VEs[woB Region D North st Toxss [ 2008 WS Techmical [Nt Eat | Take g g Gromivaer[Regional War [Opimze | TWiliowaere [Suficsnd[Fxtmates RS Tongvien WA Ergineerng Ve [ronand[None Nome GreratoralNor
Resional Watr Plan o |Wrisht Lenew sursee [Supply Study | Groundwater, [t aroundwter mangancse Comsderaons|addrssed

paman, e conracs enew sursee
[ ond e conracs,
e Pincs, [ES—— oapand
Sandin, [i—
Mayse,
avakori,

175 ke Fo.
Like
Charokee,
Elfaon
esenorr,
Laie
Cupress
sornes

Ve [wos Reservorr Volumari Survey [ 2005 o Waer et [Take Demon Sy Sy WA i purpow of[Tab1e 2 page 6 [Comservation [ Surace Water [NA WA WA R WA R WA A R WA W

178 Data for Lake Texoma [Development Board Texoma  |Dam the survey was
G [TWB Water o Tevas 2007 2007 DS Pl S ot Mari |V s el TR [To plan or——[TWDB s [No frm 510 e oo BT R o menioned ™ e o ot Goued e fetbaon[retmenioned |7 m

o [Nichals, |Water Supply, |for 2007 Coordation . [cnough waterin [mplomented [numbors. Table 2 rantes
Lo [Waer Righs, i Rogion C [ fareto | [logsatve . [120mp. 64 0200000 cre Tt 0
Weight [ bosin onuseor - ustain both 0088 e Norh Texas
paman, [Tanstors, Water tcowater [ciesandrural [boedon - |octor water Water isrie
Lo and [om Toledo [communites,  [plaming group [soply ond Tarnt Regonal
exom. Bend. Boio-a06y Waer
[y indusiien and | forhe followin [comin from it mplemeniion
e Pincs, e Toledo Bend oy 2050, Capital Cot
Totedo nancing of $11 bilion. P 30 of
et rccommended esion € Summary

e
mansgement
rresi
ey
esgnation and
caviton
[ mebasin
177 transfers of water |
- enironmental
et o
v
comsorvaion
e
amendmant
rocess for
region e
indirect e
oy
for Region
Encourage the
legiature to
s [Tiwell Seve K Toxas Water—[iensive s water 1978 Tovas Water Qualty | Techial e Plewe See [NA A A A VA A WA VA A VA A
| Quality Board monitoring survey for segment Board Wright [monitoring survey for quantative cause [Summary (Page
10,0302, Lake Wrght paman Like Wrght Patman ndetect
Foiman Featonsipsof
ater qualty:2)
Lo bt data or
updating water
iy
management
lans.sting
et limits,
and where
eoprori,
eriyng he
. Casications o
|segments; 3) to
set priorities for
establishing or
mproving
| pollution.
controls; and 4)
to determine any
addtiona water
ity
mansgement
actonsrcuied.
[ w——

179 Motorng Survey for NETMWD and Tevas Cypress ransmission,
| Yes | David Petrick_ 1975 | Water Quality Board | Technical _|Creek Basin|LOP. | Water Supply | Water Supply [None | Water | [None [None | Surface none provided INETMWD |None | Engineering |None None Low DO__|IBT [N/A lenv. Flows [None
A TOnted Sees Ry Copeof i Ut S Teema ke Tk TSt Potode pepecioms TN Toe e T A A o A A N A N A N A

Engincers 5 WrightPaman Lk Corpsof Engncers Wright  |Weight  |pecton[and comtiming e ispecson.[embankent
Suhar River Toxas Paman [Patman cvluationof s 1o vt [splway. and
complete vl works e srocral (ot ok, 5
ructres o Lake rceriyand [miicted
Wrigh Paman operaionst[mspecion
adequacyofthe_[ohsevatons,are
o
eppurcnant | [sound nd
180 Structures. 200 condition.
Noevidence of
oiordisees
ot obsered
Sich woud
ot theoverall
ey orprjet
o [Opper Trnty Regional Watsr [Draflof e Fim Prajeet 1990 Gpper Tty Regiond]
WaterConservaton and Wate Disit
181 Drought Management Plan,
Covivile
Ves |URS Forrest and Cotton, Inc. Potential Water Supply from [1979 [North Texas Municipal [ Technical _[Sabin River |Lake Fork, Supply Supp Lake The purpose of _|Short term 206 MGD Surface ES Table INTMWD Engincering [DWU, TRWD, Amountof  [Not Water Right | Not addressed [Operational [Not
Sabine River Basin Wate Distict Basin [Toledo Tawakoni, s report 0 : NTVWD Sunly s fand BT Comsderaons |addrssed
e, Lake Lake Fok,  [fommaionon s watr om Provided
avakoni Toledo Bend, he vy |ake Towakon,
12 e Sy, and hecontol | Lake forkcand
s oy [Toledo Bend or
(romth Sabine. [long-erm e
River Basin

Yes |URS/Forrest and Cotton, Tnc. Report on Long-Range Water [1975 Gty of Dallas
Supply Study to Meet
ncipated Requirements

183 he Year 2050, (including

lappendix and supplement)

Ve [ORSTFometand Coron e [Reporton Poenial Water 197 o ToxasMumiipal [ Technioal S River[Toledo [ Water Suppy, [Reporton el [Lake Fork [T summarze[The eport—[Fim yieds morrurace Fumping oo fom [TXTMWD m e frone ot oo oo T
Supply fom Saine River Water Disrit Basin [Bend [Watr vl water from Lok Toledo dscused oledo bend 0 Lavon avalabily; [ metioncd [menioned |mentoned |maiaining |mentoncd
in Teamamission, |exisingand poposed [Bend: g [aemative water |Toledo Bend Lake s ctmated a0 $15 permiting randrd:

Cost of Water ~ [reservoirs, Sandy Lake;  [supplics for | would be a short- million + per year; miles of pipeline.

Supply, Waer andCarl L. [NomhTexas com supply of sdditional oss ised on

s Lake [ Muniipa Water water but a8 paze 6 of repor fr
Distict To - [much seter Fariouscompmatonsof
prosent oo than other te supplyand i
ntormaton.n[shortterm Cos. & supplyof 312
(he vty [suplissuch as e rom Tledo Bend 0
and the cost of  [Lake Tawakoni. Mill Creek and
o Longviow under such a

from the Sabine | Toledo Bend is. trade-out would require a
River Basin. oo availbl for it mvestmentcost

160 fone erm use o7 $36915000 e p19

it adequre ot repor). From Toledo
ply for il Bend 1625 miles of
ojectedneeds ipeine i be
oFh Disic, requied o dlivervater
Discuses the o Lovon Lake Fora 77
diversion of 70 MG supply he

MGD fom

Toledo Bend millon, Pumping coss
Reservor o Lk i be 55.015000 per
Lavon e

Ve [ORSFomestand Coton e [Summary oFSemi Pl 1975
eporton Long Range Water
Supply Sty 1o Moot

185 Anticipated Requirements to

e e 2050

Ve [USACE Fral Ervrommenl 006 TS Amy Copor [Tedmel [Le e [Waer Water Avalabiy[Realocaion [ Determine e R Suface Water from [NA VA TWos A Ve A WA WA A A A
nsessment, Lake Texoma, Engineers Teoma  [Toxoma  |Avallabiliy [Model Sorage Righs |fiom impactsof [ie 300000 acr-ofconsevation|Lake Texoma Volumeric
Storage Reallocation Study, (Model, Storage  |and Availability hydropower to  [allocating feet was storage provides Survey 2003
Lake Texoma, Oklahoma and Rights and | water supply X by | 1,088,482 acre-

Texas | Availability feet of USACE. This feet per year of
hydropower report contains a_ [potential yield.
supply for a total |model which
| water supply provides a yield
allocation of
450,000 acre- 1.1031. This

186 feet. report also.

includes a
sorage
reallocation study]
which provides
current and
|planned storage:
contracts in Lake
rexom

Ve osAcE Roview Planfor Final 2008 S Ay Compor[Lateror [Tk JLake et pproval orRevin[Resloction [ i e A A A NA NA A A A NA VA A NA A
vironmental Asesment Engincer npproval of [ Teoma [Texoma | Avalbilty |Plon om Commanders |Commanders
L ske Tevama,Storaee Revien Pl Miodel, Sorage ydroponer o [spproval o he[sppoval o he
Realocaion Sy, ke Rizhs and terspply  [eviw lon forreviw plo for

187 I Texoma, Oklahoma and  Availability the USACE the USACE

e

ot
ke Toxoma. [Lake Tenoma

225 |Yes |Butcher, Willis, & Ratlif Region D 2001 Water Plan  [2001

Corportion, e o

226 [¥er e, Weihuan e onomi Tmpactof e [2002 Tovas AGM Urivers| N Fubleaton 16

broposcd Marvin Nichals | Symem Nichos

Revoroie ot Northeast

et Fores ndustey

227 |Yes [NWF, the Lone Star Chapter of the [Marvin Nichols Reservoir: 2003, updated in Marvin

Sierra Club, TCONR, FUSE, SOS, [Refocusing the Debate 2004 Nichols.
and Ward Timber Company

226" [VesFomes Norman, Natonal Widie ~[The Poental and Promis of [2006 Fevas Watr Lo

Foudaion Micipal Water Efcency e

Sovings m Toxas

755 Ve o Pk s WA A Asscssmont oF e[ 1590

Deparmen and US, Fishand | fmpacs of Wildite Habit
Wi Sevies rom Futre Water

Devclopmont Precs

230 [Ves |Weinstein, Bernard and Clower, | The Economic, Fiscal, and [ March 2003 Sulphur River Basin

 Terry, University of North Texas Impacts of the | Authority

proposcd Marvi Nichos

Reservoi Project

A [V [Pl e Aot o Supharivr b ;

eport 2004 - Finl Report uhorty

232 |Yes | Texas Water Development Board [May 1997 [U.S. Army Corps. of

Engineers in

|Volumetric Survey of cooperaton with G

Wright Patman Lake o1 Tevarkan

233 |Yes - Fort Worth District - U.S. Army Corps of Engineers| August 2009 Lake

[hutp://www. swi- |- Lake Information. Wright

| we.usace.army.mil/wrightpatman/In Rmf"o" Control Patman
Ot - Fort Wort,

formatoninder asp ortee

531 [Ver[Clower L and LB Weimiein[The Economic Feal and— [Varch 2005 [Sulphur River Basin Vi

Developmental Impacts of the | Authority Nichols.

Proposed Marvin Nichols Reservoir

Reservoi Project

7 [V Ry P echmieal memorandum ~[December 007 [Toh Rl Freoe N

reviowing nd crtquing he & Nichols. I Nichols
it cconomic mpoct Reservoir

s ot he propocd

Niarvn Nichos Resoie

conducted by Weinoin, LB

and Clower, T.L. (March

500% and  reviwof e

conomi mpactwalyss

conducted Weihuan, X of

e Toxas ForestSemice

(g 2007

735 [Ver ook Sowe Wi W Bk @ [Socoseonoie Analys of [Oiober 3007 [TWHB

Asocias Seeced erbsin Tranters
i o

[
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737 Vs |Stuan Nowelland K Kluge _[Sociosconomic Impactof My 2005 TWDB 16 regional water Indhvidal Reparts fo
Unmet Water Nesds planning regions |16 Regional Water
Planning Regions
Prepared by the
WDB Office of
Water Resource
Planning in supportof
e Northesst Water
Planning Group and
e 2006 Texss State
Water Plan
73 [Ver [T Booker, AN Michelen and [ Eomomie Tmpactof Fobray 2005 [Water Reourees o Grande
FA Ward Alimative Polcy Responses Rescarch Basin
o Prolonged Severs Drought Vol 41, o026,
inthe R Grande Basin 401 10.1029:2004WR0
3486
730 [Ver [Tk Sowe wih RW_Beck & [Economic Tmpact of Lake [ Tune 2007 Chiang Pael & Verby, ke Raiph
[ Associates Ralph Hall Inc. Hall
730 Vs |R.G. Frye and DA Cars, W [ Texas Water and Widie, A [Viay 1990
Divison - Texas Parks and Wildie [Assessment o Dirct Impacts
Deparment,and Ecological |10 Widite Habiat from
Services Divison, U.S. Fishand [Future Water Development
Wildie Serviee Projects
241 [Yes  |USACE - Fort Worth District [Cypress Vallcy Watershed | September 1995; |Requested by
Texas Recomnsisance |Revised Novernber |Congressman Jim
Repor 1995 Chupman
(Congressional District
(Number 1) with
support from City of
Jefferson, Texas and
others
B3 eyt C. iedrek Water Supply for Gy of [Febraary 1962 [NETMIWD
[psngerel
223 [Minnesota IMPLAN Group, Inc. | IMPLAN Professional User _|Junc 2000
Guide, Arlysis Guide, and
Data Guide (2nd Edition)
Eg S e e Nomber Factory Fobraary 2005 [T it Business
Magszine
B3 NI, T Clien Tiing: Niarch 24, 000
-
lew&id=64&Itemid=28
B3 Nir Wt Sears Personalcomversaion Walt [Ty 2009
Ve [osAcE US Army Copoar W S Army Copoar WA Lok ot [Loe e [Opertrs—[OpeionaT ke or WA SACE e VA e N N A N N N U e 7 Wx
Engincering Engincers, Fort Worth Pines Pines he Pincs. Lake of the Pines|
District, Information
7 Vs [fobn fones, TPWD Suiphr River Management 2002 D Praming [Wite Oak [T [Operations [Inereme reservorr[DWO, e [Vavimm oo Surface None WU, TRWD, NTNWD, [VA Flanning [DWU, TRWD, [Pemniimg [Nome |G BE Fampng [None
Sttegy, Offce Memo Evalustion. [Creek  |Chapman volume Altemate|discusson o [storage level of UTRWD, City of Iving INTMWD, UTRWD.|Required, inr minimalto [shedue will
Manageme |(Cooper) Ststegy for |mising 226,64 st ma existing White Ok [ada
ntArea  [and Wright NTMWD, City |conservaton poolwith minimal reservor, Creck Wildie ssues
Patman ofirving,  |foraddiional [effcton White Congressionl Management
TRWD.  |watersupply [Osk Wildite approval Areaa 228,64
UTRWD Management et ms!
v
249 |Yes [Brandes, R.J., HDR and Freese and |Reservoir Site Protection 2007 TWDB [Planning  [Statewide [Numerous [Reservoir Site  [Unique Site Selection |N/A Identify those  |Recommended  |N/A Surface | Cost for land purchase  [N/A N/A [Planning, Costs [N/A N/A N/A Various | Address of N/A N/A
Nichols Study Selection for potential reservoirs sites for 16 sites for included
protection for |additional study water quality,
potential future hardwood
| development of | mitigation
reservois
50 Zach Vermon and Raghavan | Land CoverlUse Change[Oviober 2007 [ Freese nd Nichs, Narvin [Marvin
Srnivasan of Feese and Nichols, [Detcction Using Spot 5 & ine. Nichls  |Nichols
e Lidar Imagery for the reservir

Proposed Marvin Nichols
Reservoir Site in Northeast
[Texas

£ Frecsc and Nichols.Tnc. Sulphur River Basin Tune 2008 Frecsc and Nichols. Sulphur ydrologic and
Hydrologic and Hydraulic Inc. River Basin hydraulic models
Models
75 WO Engincering Data on Dams[October 1974 [TWDB a i reservams i
Jand Reservoirs in Texas, Part reservoirs - [Texas
1. Report 126 in Texas
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