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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PURPOSE & OBJECTIVES:
The objectives of the 2025 Water Facility Plan (WFP) are as follows:

1. Determine the necessary water distribution and treated water storage
facilities to meet the forecasted demands and resource optimization goals
in the 2025 Water Resource Plan (WRP).

2. Determine the optimum combination of facilities that satisfy TMWA and
NAC 445A criteria while minimizing the financial cost to the community.

3. Obtain District Health acceptance of the Facility Plan to reduce and
streamline subdivision submittal, review and approval requirements.

4. Secure Regional Water Planning Commission approval for conformance
with the regional plan.

5. Provide a firm foundation to fairly allocate facility costs to new growth and
existing customers.

6. Identify the phasing of improvements to allow timely completion of
improvements prior to the need, as well as to insure the logical and
orderly expansion of the water system.

7. Provide cost information and project construction timing for the Ten Year
Financial and Funding Plan.

INTRODUCTION:

This planning effort represents the first time that TMWA has fully utilized the
capabilities of GIS technology to develop a fully integrated database consisting of
water meter billing information attached to the associated land parcel. The result
was an average day demand data set which is very accurate from a perspective
of both geographical distribution and total volume. In addition, daily meter reads
obtained during the summer of 2003 provided actual peak day water use data
that provided average day to maximum day peaking factors by rate class. In
general, it is believed that this is the most accurate data that TMWA planning
engineers have ever been able to work with.

FUTURE DEMANDS & FACILITY COST SUMMARY:

The maximum day demand on TMWA's supply and distribution facilities is
anticipated to increase from about 152 million gallons per day (MGD) in 2005 to
about 201 MGD in 2025 (a 32 percent increase over the 20 year period). Due to
the future conversion of all remaining flat rate users to metered rates, it is
anticipated that overall system demand will decrease slightly in the 2010
timeframe (it is assumed that the system is 100 percent metered in the next three
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years). The estimated decrease in demand almost entirely offsets new demand
from in-fill development within portions of the existing system, thus some older
parts of the distribution system will see very little, if any net growth in demand
over the 20-year planning period. WFP demand projections were developed
independently and then compared to WRP estimates. It was anticipated that
some adjustment and reconciliation with WRP projections would be necessary,
but the two demand sets were in close agreement, which is summarized below.

2005-2025 Maximum Day Demand Projections*

WRP WFP Percent
Year MDD (MGD) MDD (MGD) | Difference
2005 153.1 152.1 (0.3)
2010 159.6 161.0 0.9
2015 171.0 177.1 3.6
2020 180.5 189.7 5.1
2025 189.5 201.0 6.1

* The difference between WRP and WFP forecasts include: (1) the WFP uses
more recent and accurate parcel size data with current peaking factors to arrive
at revised meter retrofit savings that are about 4 MGD less than the WRP
estimate; and (2) the WFP includes 4 MGD for the Verdi area and an additional
3.2 MGD for SVGID, which was not included in the WRP. After considering
these factors, the net result is a 0.3 MGD difference (189.5 vs. 189.8) between
the two demand projections.

The major growth in water demand is expected to primarily occur in four
geographic areas as summarized below:

2005-2025 High Growth Areas

Increase in Increase in Total Increase
Retail MDD Wholesale MDD In MDD
Service Area (MGD) (MGD) (MGD)
Northwest - Verdi 8.7 4.0 12.7
Spanish Springs 15.9 5.3 21.2
So. Truckee Meadows (0.3) 6.7 6.4
North Virginia - Stead 2.7 4.8 7.5
Totals 27.0 17.6 47.8
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The estimated cost of water system facilities required to meet the demands of
new growth and/or correct deficiencies for existing customers are summarized
below under the categories of Supply, Storage, Distribution and Pumping
Systems.

2005-2025 Facility Costs & Preliminary Allocations

Costs
Total Costs Allocated to
Facility Category Estimated Allocated to Existing
Costs New Growth Customers
Supply $51.0 M $41.4 M $ 9.6 M
Storage $53.3 M $30.7 M $22.6 M
Distribution $53.7 M $40.7 M $13.0 M
Pumping $30.9 M $21.6 M $ 9.3 M
Totals $188.9 M $134.4 M $54.5 M

As indicated in 2005-2025 High Growth Areas table above, the majority of the
new demand is expected to occur in the Spanish Springs area over the next 20
years. As might be expected, a proportional share (approximately $25M) of the
$53.7M in distribution facility costs is tentatively allocated to Feeder Main Areas
2, 2A, 4 and 5. Although the next highest increase in demand is expected to
occur in the Northwest (including Verdi), the preliminary allocation of facility costs
to Area 3 are relatively small. This is because the bulk of the Verdi distribution
and storage facilities would be constructed downstream of the wholesale meter
point and most likely built and dedicated by developers. Some relatively high
facility costs are anticipated for the North Valleys area since a complete rebuild
or replacement of both the North Virginia and Stead supply systems is required
for new growth and/or normal age related replacement purposes. Since the
details regarding costs, allocation of costs and the probable impact on water
rates and developer facility charges will be presented in the 10-Year Funding
Plan, the 2025 WFP will focus on the facility requirements and the phasing or
timing of those improvements.

FACILITY REQUIREMENTS:

A brief discussion of the major Supply, Distribution, Pumping and Storage facility
recommendations with required project in-service dates and estimated costs are
presented below:

Truckee Meadows Water Authority
2005-2025 Water Facility Plan 4



Major Supply Improvements

Required Estimated
Project Completion Cost
A. Highland Canal Lining 2005-2010 | $1,100,000/
year
. Glendale Pumping Improvements 2006 $3,500,000
. Glendale Diversion 2010 $9,000,000
. Sparks Groundwater Treatment Plant 2013 $12,000,000
. New Production Wells
Stead-Silver Lake Wells 2005 $1,600,000
Tucker Well 2006 $1,000,000
School District Well 2016 $1,000,000
Longley #2 Well 2017 $1,000,000
. Chalk Bluff Expansions
Phase 4 2018 $10,500,000
Phase 5 2025 $10,500,000

A. Highland Canal Lining

The Highland Canal is the primary raw water conveyance system for
Chalk Bluff due to the cost of pumping from the Orr Ditch diversion, the
increase in water quality afforded by the upstream diversion and the
higher reliability of gravity flow. The Highland Canal currently has the
capacity to deliver about 60 percent of the current net treatment capacity
of the Chalk Bluff plant. Approximately 23,800 feet of the 38,700 feet total
length of the Highland Canal between the diversion head works and Chalk
Bluff has been improved. The long-term goal of the Highland Canal
improvements is to provide a secure, protected, all-weather conveyance
system capable of diverting as much of the Chalk Bluff supply by gravity
flow as possible. In some locations such as the Mogul area, existing
flume sections represent a potential major liability from damage to
personal property should a canal failure occur. The proposed Mogul
Bypass project would eliminate the potential liability.
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B. Glendale Pumping Improvements

The net treatment capacity of the Glendale plant is about 34.5 MGD, but
the existing raw water diversion capacity limits net production to about 27
MGD. When the new arsenic standard goes into effect in 2006, TMWA
will begin delivering up to 7.6 MGD of high arsenic groundwater to the
Glendale site from the Mill, Corbett and Greg wells to insure PCE
remediation goals continue to be met and to preserve normal production
capacity. Arsenic concentrations in these wells are such that they can be
blended with finished water from the plant and thus add to and not
displace surface water treatment capacity. Following construction of the
Glendale diversion, blending of groundwater at the finish water pump
station wet well during a non-drought year would require a finish water
pumping rate from the Glendale plant of around 45 MGD. Expansion of
the finish water pumping capacity will take full advantage of the available
plant treatment capacity, maximize surface water production in a non-
drought year, reduce dependence on Chalk Bluff and provide flexibility to
operate the Mill and Corbett PCE wells on a year-round basis. The
planning and design of this facility will include an analysis of both high-
and/or low-head pumping into the Highland and Sparks Regulated gravity
zones, respectively, to minimize energy costs and the potential of piping
additional arsenic wells to Glendale for treatment. The cost of this
improvement is included in the Arsenic Compliance budget.

C. Glendale Diversion

An appropriate mix of ground water and surface water supplies are
necessary to meet demands in both a drought and a non-drought year.
As the population grows, it will become even more important to delay or
extend the use of drought reserves from upstream reservoirs (referred to
as Privately Owned Stored Water (POSW)) in the event of an extended
drought situation. Once upstream POSW is released, it is critical to
capture that water at either the Chalk Bluff Treatment Plant via the
Highland Canal or the Orr Ditch pump station, or at the Glendale
Treatment Plant. The minimum river flow expected to be available for
diversion at Glendale during the critical drought year is 25 cubic feet per
second (cfs), which consists of the minimum 20 cfs bypass flow beyond
the Orr Ditch diversion structure when the pump station is operated plus
an assumed 5 cfs of combined contributions from City storm drains and
natural river acccretion between Chalk Bluff and Glendale. This results in
a minimum surface water supply to Glendale of about 16.2 MGD. The
Glendale Diversion project is necessary in part to allow capture of that
important POSW under drought (low flow) conditions. This drought year
surface water supply to Glendale, in conjunction with existing high arsenic
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ground water supplies will insure that the plant can continue to produce a
finished water flow near its rated capacity. During a non-drought year, the
Glendale Diversion will provide reliable delivery of up to 38 MGD of river
water to the Glendale plant to maximize surface water production and take
full advantage of the 34.5 MGD of available net treatment capacity. In
addition, the new diversion will improve reliability, reduce the
environmental impact of diversion maintenance, enhance the fisheries
habitat, improve recreational opportunities, and provide some flood
benefits. This project does not create significant additional non-drought
year capacity without increasing the finished water pumping capacity from
the plant. Due to the significant non-capacity related aspects of this
project, it may be constructed one to two years earlier than noted above if
environmental and construction permits and funding assistance are
secured.

D. Sparks Groundwater Treatment Plant

To maintain water service during drought conditions and to maximize the
yield of TMWA'’s water resources under all conditions, it will be necessary
to develop a groundwater production capacity of at least 72.6 MGD. This
estimate is based on the provisions of the conjunctive use agreement
which allows TMWA to pump approximately 22,000 AF in a drought year.
Maximizing the vyield of this drought supply results in a peak month
extraction of 6900 AF, or 72.6 MGD. Although the Glendale plant has
adequate treatment capacity (37.5 MGD) to allow adding more arsenic
groundwater to the treatment train during a drought year (the Pezzi,
Poplar #1 and Terminal wells are already piped to Glendale), a separate
groundwater treatment facility is recommended due to: (a) a resulting
increase in overall system reliability; (b) a reduction in raw water piping
costs by locating the treatment facility closer to potential sources; and (c)
because additional non-drought capacity is created (additional
groundwater sent to Glendale would only displace surface water in a
“normal” year). Because Sparks would benefit from the addition of
another reliable supplemental source of supply; additional good quality
groundwater sources have been extremely hard to locate and develop;
and because new supply capacity must be developed anyway, the project
needs to be implemented.

E. New Production Wells

The conjunctive use of ground and surface water supplies provides many
benefits to the TMWA system. An adequate groundwater supply is
necessary to maintain water service during periods of drought or other
periods when surface supplies are temporarily curtailed. In an emergency
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situation where surface supplies are unavailable and mandatory
conservation is imposed, groundwater could satisfy the essential indoor
water needs of the community for an extended period. TMWA also utilizes
its groundwater as a peaking supply to meet seasonal peak use demands
that exceed surface water treatment capacity. Strategically located
production wells can reduce distribution system facility requirements by
placing supply sources closer to areas of large demand that may be
located a great distance away from surface water production facilities (e.g.
Spanish Springs well). In order to defer Chalk Bluff Phase 4 expansion as
long as possible and provide adequate drought period supply, it is
necessary to develop about 73 MGD of net groundwater capacity. Current
groundwater capacity is about 61 MGD including the arsenic wells that are
piped to Glendale. The total increase in groundwater capacity from the
new well projects will be about 6.4 MGD.

F. Chalk Bluff Treatment Plant Expansion

The proposed Glendale and groundwater improvements will provide
adequate drought supply and meet resource optimization goals while also
providing new capacity to meet the anticipated needs of new development
for the next 11-13 years. At that point in time, additional sources of supply
will be needed. The additional supply will most likely be provided by
constructing Chalk Bluff Phase 4, unless additional groundwater rights are
developed and extraction of those rights is allowed by the State Engineer.
Once drought supplies are secured and resource optimization goals are
met, the most cost effective alternative for creating additional supply is
through expansion of the Chalk Bluff plant.
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Major Distribution Improvements

Major distribution facility improvements are presented below by regional area of
influence and contribution:

Required Estimated
Projects Completion Cost
A. Sparks-Spanish Springs
NE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 3 2005 $4,236,000
NE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 4 2009 $3,466,000
NE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 5 2010 $1,533,000
NE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 6 2012 $4,173,600
NE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 7 2018 $1,227,000
SE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 1 2009 $ 248,000
SE Sparks Feeder Main Ph. 2 2020 $2,048,000
B. North Valleys
Silver Lake Main Improvements 2005 $2,570,000
Stead-North Virginia Trans. Main 2009 $9,800,000
Hoge Main 2009 $ 475,000
Raleigh Heights Trans. Main 2009 $1,789,000
Raleigh-Stead Trans. Main 2013 $4,050,000
C. Northwest-Verdi
US 40 - Mae Anne Parallel Main 2008 $ 664,000
Mogul Parallel Main 2009 $2,014,000
Mayberry River Crossing 2010 $ 180,000

A. Sparks Distribution Improvements

Due to the lack of good quality of groundwater sources of sufficient
volume in northeast Sparks, it is necessary to convey surface water
production from the Glendale treatment plant over a very long distance out
to the Spanish Springs area. A similar situation will also exist when the
proposed Copper Canyon project begins development on the east side of
Sparks. Several alternatives that had potential to offset or reduce the size
of required distribution facilities in Sparks were evaluated, including a
groundwater treatment plant (GWTP) and a low-head pumping facility
south of Spanish Springs valley. As intuitively anticipated, a Sparks
GWTP reduces the main size between Glendale and the GWTP location;
however, there is very little that can be done to reduce the main size from
the GWTP to Spanish Springs valley. This is because a very large pipe is
required just to overcome cumulative friction losses produced as a result
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of the significant length of the main (pipe velocity is relatively low for a
surprisingly wide range of pipe diameters). The proposed Disc Drive
pump station may only be operated for 3-4 months per year, but its
contribution during the peak use period reduces Sparks Feeder main
costs by about $3 million. The projects listed above are just a short list of
the major facilities. As previously mentioned, the total cost of distribution
facilities for the Sparks area is about $25 million over the next 20 years.
The need for these facilities is directly related to growth and will be paid
for by new development through appropriate area-based feeder main fees.

B. North Valleys Distribution Improvements

With the annexation of the Sky Vista development in Stead in the mid-
1990’s, it was projected that the Stead main would need to be replaced
with a higher capacity pipeline around 2001. Sierra’s purchase of the
Silver Lake system in the late 1990’s provided sufficient additional peak
day supply to delay the Stead main replacement project, but did not
indefinitely defer the need for a higher capacity pipeline, nor the need to
replace the aging existing pipeline. From a water resource perspective,
the Regional Water Planning Commission (RWPC) has recommended
that further use of Truckee river water rights for growth in the North
Valleys be limited, due to the additional return flow dedication requirement
associated with the export of Truckee river water outside of the Truckee
Meadows basin. Even if a groundwater importation project provides
adequate supply to the North Valleys, it is still several years out and it is
uncertain whether it will replace the supply for existing customers within
the TMWA retail service area. The existing Stead main is approximately
50-years old and is approaching the end of its useful life. Most of the
major leaks in recent years have occurred in the low pressure section of
the pipeline between the Stead #2 pump station and the Stead tanks
where the wall thickness of the cement mortar lined steel pipe is less.
However, demand for new water service TMWA'’s North Virginia system is
very strong and the analyses have indicated that a combined Stead-North
Virginia pump system replacement project would be the most cost
effective alternative to develop. The project would be completed in two
phases with the initial pipeline and pumping improvements delivering
water to the Raleigh Heights system followed by a phase two pipeline
extension to Stead. Due to the commitment to serve existing customers in
the Stead area, TMWA would be responsible for a portion of the Stead-
North Virginia system and all of the Raleigh-Stead system.
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C. Northwest-Verdi Distribution Improvements

The Northwest-Verdi projects listed above do not include any facilities
required to serve Verdi beyond an assumed meter point at Mogul and
does not reflect oversizing investment already made in the 2003 Mayberry
parallel main project.

Storage Improvements

Projects Completion Cost

Required Estimated

A. Gravity Zones

Hunter Creek Gravity Storage 2007 $6,650,000
Highland Gravity Storage 2008 $6,650,000
B. Pumped Storage Zones
1.25 MG Beaumont Tank 2005 $1,780,000
1.5 MG Ridgeview Tank 2006 $2,760,000
4.0 MG Pyramid Tank 2006 $4,520,000
1.5 MG Vista #2 Tank 2006 $1,800,000
1.25 MG D’Andrea Tank 2006 $1,875,000
1.5 MG Community College Tank 2006 $2,000,000
2.5 MG Raleigh Heights #3 Tank 2008 $2,750,000
0.75 MG Vista #3 Tank 2008 $1,125,000
1.25 MG Caughlin #2 Tank 2009 $1,750,000
2.0 MG Stead Tank 2012 $2,400,000

A. Gravity Zone Storage Improvements

An analysis of 2005 treated water storage requirements indicates a slight
overall surplus of about 4.5 MG for the major gravity zones (Hunter Creek,
Highland and Sparks Regulated). From a system hydraulic standpoint,
surplus storage in the Hunter Creek zone can flow by gravity to the
Highland zone, which in turn can pass flow “downstream” to the Sparks
regulated zone. Working “backwards” in the gravity flow scheme, the
Sparks regulated gravity zone will have a projected 2005 storage deficit of
around 19.6 MG, the Highland zone will have a projected 2005 storage
surplus of about 0.7 MG and the Hunter Creek zone will have a 2005
storage surplus of about 23.4 MG. The large surplus at Hunter Creek is
appropriate since the zone’s elevation provides the hydraulic flexibility to
supply all other gravity zones in an emergency situation. The projected
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growth in wholesale demands will slightly increase the operating storage
requirements in the gravity reservoirs to meet the incremental volume
between max day and peak hour demands. However, the 2025 storage
projections indicate that the gravity zones will still contain an overall
surplus of storage (from a TMWA design criteria standpoint), primarily
because the Canoe Hill wholesale demand is shifted from the gravity zone
to a tank zone (the proposed 2006 Pyramid tank in Spanish Springs).
From a Nevada Administrative Code (NAC) total capacity compliance
standpoint, a minor amount of additional operating storage is required to
satisfy the requirements of NAC 445A.66725 under 2005 max day
demand conditions. Even with the addition of 10 MG of gravity storage, it
is possible that there could still be a slight deficit in total capacity (per NAC
445A.6672) under 2025 peak hour demand conditions. However, the
accuracy of 2025 demand estimates does not warrant an addition of more
than 10 MG of storage at this time. In addition, the increased
maintenance requirements of the two major treated water storage
reservoirs constructed with liners and floating covers (one 30 MG reservoir
at Hunter Creek and one 20 MG reservoir at Highland) has revealed a
need for redundant storage facilities within these zones. Because of the
need for additional operating storage and redundancy concerns, it is
recommended that additional gravity storage be constructed within both
the Hunter Creek and Highland zones.

B. Pumped Storage Improvements

The pumped storage tank projects reflect only those facilities that will be
paid in whole or part by existing customers, either as incremental
oversizing of storage facilities to serve new development, or as stand
alone additional storage required for existing customers. The estimated
costs above do not reflect the anticipated cost sharing with new
development. Additional storage is required to eliminate existing storage
deficiencies (Vista #2, Community College, Caughlin) or provide storage
where none currently exists (Ridgeview, Pyramid, D’Andrea, Vista #3).
The Stead tank may be constructed at a Raleigh Heights site since gravity
flow from there to Stead is possible. The Vista #3 tank will cover existing
customers in the Wingfield Hills pump zone. The Caughlin tank is a very
important storage facility because it provides emergency backup to seven
continuous pumping zones in addition to the eight pump zones it normally
serves. The existing deficit may be due to several factors, including
higher actual demands or that the original sizing of the Caughlin tank may
not have considered simultaneous emergency service to all zones.
Detailed discussions of storage deficits can be found in the Storage
section of this report.
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Pumping System Improvements

Required Estimated
Pumping System Projects Completion Cost
Pyramid-Point View 2005 $1,150,000
Hunter Creek-Ross 2005 $ 900,000
Glendale High-Lift 2006 $3,500,000
Truckee River Highlands #1 & #2 2007 $1,500,000
Vista #2 & #3 Capacity Increase 2008 $ 600,000
North Virginia-Stead 2009 $8,600,000
Spanish Springs #2 Capacity Increase 2010 $ 500,000
Disc Drive Low Head 2015 $ 800,000

The pump system projects noted above are driven by various factors including
new growth as well as increased reliability for existing customers. Pump stations
that will only serve new growth are not necessarily shown in the table above.

The Pyramid pump station project is necessary to expand capacity to the west
side of Spanish Springs valley and also provides the opportunity to eliminate the
deteriorated Point View continuous pumping station.

Water use within the Hunter Creek and Ross pump zones has increased to the
point where adequate peak hour pressures cannot be maintained with current
pumping equipment. Consolidation of these two old underground pump stations
into one new building at the Hunter Creek reservoir site is cost effective and with
the addition of standby power generation, almost all of the existing Caughlin
storage deficit will be eliminated from an NAC compliance standpoint.

Replacement of the Glendale Hi-Lift station (in conjunction with the Glendale
diversion project) will allow full utilization of the plant’'s treatment capacity;
creating about 7.5 MGD of additional surface water capacity and another 7.6
MGD of capacity from blending high arsenic groundwater (Mill, Corbett & Greg)
without having to construct separate treatment facilities.

The original Vista #1 pump station was located in an underground vault within the
right-of-way of Vista Boulevard and was subject to repeated flooding from
groundwater intrusion. This station was replaced in 2004 with a new above
ground building and also provided with higher capacity pumps to meet future
needs. Vista #2 & #3 will also need capacity increases in the near future in
conjunction with the #2 tank project.

The cost of the proposed combined North Virginia-Stead system (including the
pipeline) would be shared by new North Virginia development and existing Stead
customers.
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The Truckee River Highlands pump system will meet demands in the lower
Northgate area without having to pump into the higher Northgate #1 & #2 tank
zones and will also free up pumping capacity at US 40 for potential increased
pumping to Somersett or Verdi. The cost of this system is currently being
collected through a feeder main fee for Area 3.

The Disc Drive Low Head facility reduces Sparks Feeder Main capital costs and
only needs to be operated during peak use months.

The pumping capacity of the Spanish Springs #2 pump station will need to be
expanded to meet the future needs of the Spanish Springs valley. Any increase
in capacity would be paid for by growth.
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MAINS, PUMPING & DISTRIBUTION IMPROVEMENTS BY FEEDER MAIN AREA

Allocation Cost Allocation Cost to
Dia. Length Unit Main Addit. Total to New to New to Existing Existing
Year (in.) (ft) Cost Cost Costs Cost Develop. Develop. Customers Customers Comments
f AREA i
Zolezzi Fire Flow Imp. 2005 $80,000 $80,000 0.00 $0 1.00 $80,000 White Sands PSV, Zol. Reg rebuild, LaGuardia tie
South Virginia Imp. 2010 $967,000 $90,000 $1,057,000 1.00 $1,057,000 0.00 $0 5750' of 8"; 2300' 14"; Longley PZ & Zolezzi
Longley Capacity Increase 2014 $400,000 1.00 $400,000 0.00 $0 includes a second genset, may require bldg extn
Jeppson Lane Imp. 2025 8 3500 $15.00 $420,000 $80,000 $500,000 1.00 $500,000 0.00 $0 includes new PRV station
$2,037,000 $1,957,000 $80,000
2005 36 8000 $12.50 $3,600,000 $64,000 $3,664,000 1.00 $3,664,000 0.00 $0 Stanford to Goldy (Greenbrae, McCarran, Baring)
2005 18 1350 $12.50 $303,750 $64,000 $367,750 1.00 $367,750 0.00 $0 Stanford - |-Street to Greenbrae
2005 16 700 $12.50 $140,000 $64,000 $204,000 1.00 $204,000 0.00 $0 Stanford - Prater to I-Street
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 4 2009 36 5900  $15.00 $3,186,000 $280,000 $3,466,000 1.00 $3,466,000 0.00 $0 Glendale to Prater (21st, A, 19th, 1-80 bore
SE Sparks Fdr Mains Ph. 1 2009 14 1100  $13.50 $207,900 $40,000 $247,900 1.00 '$247,900 0.00 $0 Greg - 21st to Rock
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 6 2012 36 8200 $14.00 $4,132,800 $40,000 $4,172,800 1.00 $4,172,800 0.00 $0 Prater to Pyramid (19th, F, 15th, Rock, Greenbrae)
SE Sparks Fdr Mains Ph. 2 2020 12 2900 $13.50 $469,800 $96,000 $565,800 1.00 $565,800 0.00 $0 Fill-In sections on Rock, Greg & Capital -
2020 12 5300 $13.50 $858,600 $20,000 $878,600 1.00 $878,600 0.00 $0 Mill - Rock to McCarran
2020 18 2400 $13.50 $583,200 $20,000 $603,200 1.00 $603,200 0.00 $0 Mill - Telegraph to Rock
$14,170,050 $14,170,050 $0
i AREA i
US 40 - Mae Anne 1 Parallel 2008 16 2600 $15.00 $624,000 $40,000 $332,000 1.00 $332,000 0.00 $0 for Verdi and Somersett (50-50 split)
Tappen Rebuild 2009 $300,000 0.00 $0 1.00 $300,000  cost already collected from new development
Truckee River Highlands #1 PS 2009 $750,000 1.00 $750,000 0.00 $0 paid by Area 3 Feeder Main Fees
Truckee River Highlands #2 PS 2009 $750,000 1.00 $750,000 0.00 $0 paid by Area 3 Feeder Main Fees
TRH #2 Fdr Main & Interties 2009 , $150,000 1.00 $150,000 0.00 $0 paid by Area 3 Feeder Main Fees
Somersett #3 & #4 P.S. 2010 $1,500,000 1.00 $1,500,000 0.00 $0
Ventana Pt#1 P.S. 2010 $750,000 1.00 $750,000 0.00 $0
US 40 PS Expansion 2010 $200,000 1.00 $200,000 0.00 $0 Verdi & NW growth
Ventana Pt #2 P.S. 2014 $750,000 1.00 $750,000 0.00 $0
Beaumont #3 & #4 P.S. 2015 ' : : $1,500,000 1.00 $1,500,000 0.00 $0
Somersett #4 & #5 P.S. 2015 ' $1,500,000 1.00 $1,500,000 0.00 $0
$8,482,000 $8,182,000 . $300,000
Pyramid Zone Conversion 2005 8 2400 $15.00 $288,000 $250,000 $538,000 0.00 $0 1.00 $538,000 Pt. View eliminated, new reg sta, IPRV's/BP's
Pyramid PS #2 2005 $1,150,000 0.00 $0 1.00 $1,150,000 Modify PS #1, construct new #2 PS
Vintage Hills Main Tie 2005 8 200 $12.50 $20,000 $15,000 $35,000 0.00 $0 1.00 $35,000 gravity zone tie w/CV
Queens Way Imp. 2006 6 1080 $15.00 $97,200 '$15,000 $112,200 0.00 $0 1.00 $112,200  distribution looping for connection to Pyramid PZ
Spanish Springs Rezoning 2006 $50,000 0.00 $0 1.00 $50,000 altitude valve, misc ties to combine zones
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 5 2010 30 1000  $12.50 $375,000 $40,000 $415,000 1.00 $415,000 0.00 $0 Disc/Sparks to Los Altos/Vista
2010 18 4400  $15.00 $1,188,000 $20,000 $1,208,000 1.00 $1,208,000 0.00 $0 Vista Blvd - Disc to No. Los Altos
Spanish Springs #2 Disch. 2015 12 400 $15.00 $72,000 $15,000 $87,000 1.00 $87,000 0.00 $0 parallel main on Vista - velocity deficiency
Disc Drive Low-Head P.S. 2015 $800,000 1.00 $800,000 0.00 $0 reduces Sparks Fdr Main sizes
Spanish Springs #2 Cap. Inc. 2020 $500,000 1.00 $500,000 0.00 $0 10,000 gpm capacity; full standby power (reduces storage)
Wingfield Springs Imp. 2025 12 700 $12.50 $105,000 $35,000 $140,000 1.00 $140,000 0.00 $0 WSQ-Cim6; WS9-FH14 (peak hour pressure)
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 8 2025 16 6800 $1250 $1,360,000 $35,000 $1,395,000 1.00 $1,395,000 0.00 $0 Vista Blvd - So. Los Altos to Disc
2025 24 800 $12.50 $240,000 $40,000 $280,000 1.00 $280,000 0.00 $0 Parallel to Disc '
2025 14 2700  $12.50 $472,500 $30,000 $502,500 1.00 $502,500 0.00 $0 Vista Blvd - Los Altos to SSP2
$7,212,700 $5,327,500 $1,885,200

DISTRIBUTION IMPROVEMENTS
BY FEEDER MAIN AREA



Los Altos Parallel Main 2005
Vista #2/#3 Capacity Increase 2008
Vista PZ Improvements 2010
Sky Ridge In-Line P.S. 2010
Vista Tank Feeder Main Reloc. 2010
Vista#4 & #5 P.S. 2015
AREAS:

Golden Valley Imp. 2005

2005
Stead-N.Virginia T-Main 2009
Hoge Feeder Main 2009.
Raleigh #3 Feeder Main 2009
Stead-N.Virg. Pump Sta 2009
Raleigh #2 P.S. 2009
Parr Main & Reg Station 2015
Talus Main & Reg Station 2025

\REA 10

Silver Lake Main Imp. 2005
Stead Main - 395 Bore 2005
Silver Lake Recharge Imp 2008
Silver Lake Improvements 2009
Raleigh-Stead Gravity Main 2013

2015
2015
2015

ains

W. Fourth 30" Main

B JERDE:
US 40 - Mae Anne 1 Parallel

2008
Mogul 14" Parallel Main 2009
Mayberry River Crossing 2010
US 40 Capacity Increase 2010

12

18

16
14

12
30

12
12

12
24

20

20
24
30

16
14
20

800
850

3300

5900
2400

2300
3800

2000
1300

17400
1000

18000

1700
4900
700

2600
9400
250

$15.00
$15.00

$12.00

$10.00
$12.50

$12.50
$13.50

$13.00
$14.00

$12.00
$600.00

$11.00

$15.00
$13.50
$14.00

$15.00
$15.00

$144,000
$102,000

$712,800

$944,000
$420,000

$345,000
$1,539,000

$312,000
$218,400

$2,505,600
$600,000
$300,000
$106,000

$3,960,000

$510,000
$1,587,600
$294,000

$624,000
$1,974,000
$100,000

$64,000
$20,000

$20,000

$180,000
$64,000

$130,000
$250,000

$70,000
$65,000

$64,000
$150,000
$160,000
$21,200
$90,000

$20,000
$70,000
$60,000

$40,000
$40,000
$80,000

$208,000
$600,000
$122,000
$350,000
$732,800
$1,500,000

$3.512,800

$1,124,000
$484,000
$9,800,000
$475,000
$1,789,000
$8,640,000
$400,000
$382,000
$283,400

$23,377,400

$2,569,600
$750,000
$460,000
$127,200

$4,050,000

$7,956,800

$530,000
$1,657,600
$354,000

$2,541,600

$332,000
$2,014,000

$180,000

$200,000

$2,726,000

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00
0.50

©1.00

1.00
0.50
1.00
1.00
1.00

1.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00

1.00
1.00
1.00

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

$208,000
$600,000
$122,000
$350,000
$732,800
$1,500,000

$3,512,800

$1,124,000
$484,000
$4,900,000
$475,000
$1,789,000
$4,320,000
$400,000
.$382,000
$283,400

$14,1567,400

$2,569,600
$0
$460,000
$0
$0

$3,029,600

$530,000
$1,657,600
$354,000

$2,541,600

$332,000
$2,014,000

$180,000

$200,000

$2,726,000

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.50
0.00
0.00
0.50
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.00
0.00
1.00
1.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0

$0
$0

$4,900,000 -

$0
$0

$4,320,000

$0
$0
$0

$9,220,0

$0
$750,000

$0
$127,200

00

$4,050,000

$4,927,200

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0

$0

transmission capacity increase Vista #1-#2
increase capacity; add genset to #3; suct/disch parallel piping at #2
Canyon Pkwy parallel, Giannoti CV

prelim. Barker development plans require relocation

secondary feeder from Security Circle
Spearhead loop

24000 LF of 30"-36" T-Main + 6 Reg Sta

part of N.Virg-Stead project (Hoge 1/2 retired)
required for Raleigh #3 tank

18.7 mgd PS w/3MW genset at HL. Res.
in-line p.s. at top of zone for pressure support
off of hi-pressure North Virginia feeder

off of hi-pressure North Virginia feeder

integrate new wells, provide recharge capacity
Peavine tank & Stead main replacement

Mt Anderson Pump/FCV Alt. Valve, FCV/PSV at tank
deficiency corrections, reg sta, alt valve

Stead main replacement (Golden Valley to Stead)

Sullivan - Byrd to Oddie
Oddie - Sutro to Helena & Wall to Sullivan
W.Fourth - Vine to Washington

for Verdi and Somersett (50-50 split)
Verdi

Verdi

Verdi-Somersett

DISTRIBUTION IMPROVEMENTS

BY FEEDER MAIN AREA



2005-2025 MAJOR DISTRIBUTION FACILITY REQUIREMENTS

Description

Meridian Reg Sta
Socrates #2-#3 Reg Sta
Zolezzi Improvements

NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 3

Silver Lake Main Imp.
Los Altos Parallel Main
Canyon Drive Main Imp.
Stead Main - 395 Bore
Golden Valley Imp.

Pyramid Zone Conversion
Vintage Hills Main Tie
Queens Way imp.

Valley Road Rezoning
Daniel Webster Imp.
Spanish Springs Rezoning
Sun Valley Imp.

Lakeridge/Skyline Imp.
Susilleen Reg Sta

Hunter Lake Imp.

Outlook Drive Main Repl.
Huffaker Dist. Imp.

US 40-Mae Anne 1 Parallel
Silver Lake Recharge Imp
Valley Road Main Repl.
Stead-N.Virginia T-Main
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 4
SE Sparks Fdr Mains Ph. 1
Hoge Feeder Main

Raleigh #3 Feeder Main
Silver Lake improvements
Mogul 14" Parallel Main
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 5

South Virginia Imp.

Vista PZ Improvements
D'Andrea Improvements
Vista Tank Fdr Main Reloc.
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 6
GWTP Dist. Imp
Raleigh-Stead Gravity Main
Mayberry River Crossing
Spanish Springs #2 Disch.
Parr Main & Reg Station
Oddie-Sullivan 24" Mains

W. Fourth 30" Main
NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 7
SE Sparks Fdr Mains Ph. 2

Copper Canyon Imp.
Jeppson Lane imp.
Wingfield Springs Imp.
Talus Main & Reg Station

-NE Sparks Fdr Main Ph. 8

2004
2005
2005
2005

2005
2005
2005
2005
2005
2005
2005
2005
2006
2006
2006
2006
2006
2006
2007
2007
2007
2007
2007
2008
2008
2008
2009
2009
2008
2009
2009
2009
2009
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2012
2013
2013
2014
2015
2015
2018
2018
2018
2018
2020
2020
2020
2020
2025
2025
2025
2025
2025
2025

Dia.
(in)

36
18
16

-—
NN

Length

(ft)

8000
1350
700

17400
800
1100
500
5900
2400
2400
200
1080

350

3500
1650

500
1400
900
2600

3300

5900
1100
2300
3800

9400
950
4400

850
900
3300
8200
1300
18000
250
400
2000
1700
4900
700
2700
5300
2400
2900

3500
700
1300
6800
800
2670

Unit
Cost

$12.50
$12.50
$12.50
$12.00
$15.00
$156.00
$600.00
$10.00
$12.50
$15.00
$12.50
$15.00

$15.00

$14.00
$12.50

$15.00
$15.00
$15.00
$156.00

$15.00

$15.00

 $13.50

"$12.50
$13.50

$15.00

$10.00

$15.00

$156.00
$13.50
$12.00
$14.00
$13.50
$11.00

$15.00
$13.00
$15.00
$13.50
$14.00
$12.50
$13.50
$13.50
$13.50

$15.00
$12.50
$14.00
$12.50
$12.50
$12.50

Main
Cost

$3,600,000
$303,750
$140,000

$2,505,600
$144,000
$99,000
$300,000
$944,000
$420,000
$288,000
$20,000
$97,200

$42,000
$588,000
$165,000

$45,000
$168,000

- $108,000

$624,000
$300,000
$693,000

$3,186,000
$207,900
$345,000
$1,539,000
$106,000
$1,974,000
$285,000
$1,188,000
$967,000
$102,000
$97,200
$712,800
$4,132,800
$351,000
$3,960,000
$100,000
$72,000
$312,000
$510,000
$1,587,600
$294,000
$1,215,000
$858,600
$583,200
$469,800

$420,000
$105,000
$218,400
$1,360,000
$240,000
$467,250

Addit.
Costs

$64,000
$64,000
$64,000
$64,000
$64,000
$64,000
$45,000
$180,000
$64,000
$250,000
$15,000
$15,000
$0
$10,000

$175,000
$15,000

$40,000
$48,000
$24,000
$40,000
$160,000
$150,000

$280,000
$40,000
$130,000
$250,000
$21,200
$40,000
$40,000
$20,000
$90,000
$20,000
$60,000
$20,000
$40,000
$20,000
$90,000
$80,000
$15,000
$70,000
$20,000
$70,000
$60,000
$12,000
$20,000
$20,000
$96,000

$800,000 .

$80,000
$35,000
$65,000
$35,000
$35,000
$35,000

Note: The "Additional Costs” column account for hot taps, connections to existing system, boring, etc.

Total
Cost

$50,000
$50,000
$80,000
$3,664,000
$367,750
$204,000
$2,569,600
$208,000
$163,000
$345,000
$1,124,000
$484,000
$538,000
$35,000
$112,200
$65,000
$52,000
$50,000
$763,000
$180,000
$500,000
$50,000
$85,000
$216,000
$132,000
$664,000
$460,000
$843,000
$9,800,000
$3,466,000
$247,900
$475,000
$1,789,000
$127,200
$2,014,000
$325,000
$1,208,000
$1,057,000
$122,000
$157,200
$732,800
$4,172,800
$371,000
$4,050,000
$180,000
$87,000
$382,000
$530,000
$1,657,600
$354,000
$1,227,000
$878,600
$603,200
$565,800
$800,000
$500,000
$140,000
$283,400
$1,395,000
$275,000
$502,250

$53,753,050

Allocation
to New
Develop.

0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.50
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.50
0.50
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

Cost
to New
Develop.

$0
$0
$0
$3,664,000
$367,750
$204,000
$2,569,600
$208,000
$0
$0
$1,124,000
$484,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$381,500
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$664,000
$0
$421,500
$4,900,000
$3,466,000
$247,900
$475,000
$1,789,000
$0
$2,014,000
$325,000
$1,208,000
$1,057,000
$122,000
$157,200
$732,800 -
$4,172,800
$371,000
$0
$180,000
$87,000
$382,000
$530,000
$1,657,600
$354,000
$1,227,000
$878,600
$603,200
$565,800
$800,000
$500,000
$140,000
$283,400
$1,395,000
$275,000
$502,250

$40,709,650

Allocation Cost to
to Existing Existing
Customers Customers
1.00 $50,000
1.00 $50,000
1.00 $80,000
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 " $0
1.00 $163,000
1.00 $345,000
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
1.00 $538,000
1.00 $35,000
1.00 $112,200
1.00 $65,000
1.00 $52,000
1.00 $50,000
0.50 $381,500
1.00 $180,000
1.00 $500,000
1.00 $50,000
1.00 $85,000
1.00 $216,000
1.00 $132,000
0.00 $0
1.00 $460,000
0.50 . $421,500
0.50 $4,900,000
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
1.00 $127,200
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
- 0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
1.00 $4,050,000
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 -$0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
0.00 $0
$13,043,400

Comments

fire flow (FF) & pressure deficiencies (PD)
FF & PD's C

FF - White Sands PSV, Zol Reg Rebuild, LaGuardia main tie

Stanford to Goldy (Greenbrae, McCarran, Baring)
Stanford - 1-Street to Greenbrae

Stanford - Prater to |-Street

integrate new wells, provide recharge capacity
transmission capacity increase Vista #1-#2

fire flow & pressure deficiencies

main replacement ]

2ndary feeder from Security Circle

Spearhead loop

Pt. View eliminated, new reg sta, IPRV's/BP's
gravity zone connection w/check valve
distribution looping for connection to Pyramid PZ
Demos Ct Reg Sta; check valve (NAC pressures)
fire flow & pressure deficiencies

altitude valve, misc ties to combine zones
Dandini t-main from new tank, 3 reg stations
connections to exisitng system (SV #3 & #4)

FF - Mueller/Eva, Foley, 3100' of 8", 3 reg stations
peak hour pressure support

main tie, pressure zone conversion

replace exist. 4" w/8" (500 vs 1000 gpm FF)

fire flow deficiency

for Verdi and Somersett

Mt Anderson Pump/FCV, alt valve, FCV/PSV at tank
50-yr old steel main w/o capacity, RR bore

24000 LF of 30"-36" T-Main + 6 Reg Sta
Glendale to Prater (21st, A, 19th), 1-80 bore

Greg - 21st to Rock

part of N.Virg-Stead project (Hoge 1/2 retired)
required for Raleigh #3 tank

deficiency corrections, reg sta, alt valve

Verdi

Disc/Sparks to Los Altos/Vista

Vista Blvd - Disc to No. Los Altos

'2400' of 8"; 4100' 14"; Longley PZ on Len Cir. & S.Virginia

Canyon Pkwy parallel, Giannoti CV
Burlington zone tie (reg station)

Barker project plans require relocation

Prater to Pyramid (19th, F, 15th, Rock, Greenbrae)
Needed when GWTP is in-service

Stead main replacement (Golden Valley to Stead)
Verdi

parallel main on Vista - velocity deficiency
off of hi-pressure North Virginia feeder
Sullivan - Byrd to Oddie

Oddie - Sutro to Helena & Wall to Sullivan
W.Fourth - Vine to Washington

Greenbrae - Pyramid to Stanford

Mill - Rock to McCarran

Mill - Telegraph to Rock

Fill-In sections on Rock, Greg & Capital

4 reg sta, 2 canned p.s., D'Andrea ties
includes new PRV station

WS9-Cim8; WS9-FH14 (peak hour pressure)
off of hi-pressure North Virginia feeder

Vista Bivd - S.Los Altos to Disc

Parallel to Disc Drive

Vista Blvd - Los Altos to SSP2

MAJOR DISTRIBUTION IMPROVEMENTS



2005-2025 STORAGE REQUIREMENTS

Tank
Somersett #1
Vaughn Mill
Somersett #2
Beaumont .

" Ridgeview

Pyramid

Vista #2

Comm. College
D'Andrea
Somersett #3
Hunter Creek #2
Peavine Roof
Raleigh Heights #3
Vista #3

Highland #2
Pines

Seventh St Repl.
Highland Liner
Northgate #4
Stead

Copper Canyon 1
Beaumont #2
Copper Canyon 2
Somersett #4

2004
2004
2004
2005
2005
2006
2006
2006
2006
2007
2007
2007
2008
2008
2008
2009
2009
2011
2010
2012
2012
2015
2020
2020

Notes:

Volume

(MG)

2.10
1.20
1.00
1.25
1.50
4.00
1.50
1.50
1.25
0.50
5.00

2.50
0.756
5.00
1.25
2.50

0.75
2.00
1.00
0.50
1.00
0.50

Material

" Pconc

Steel
Steel
Steel
Pconc
Steel
Steel
Steel
Pconc
Steel
Pconc

Steel
Steel
Pconc
Steel
Steel
PP
Steel
Steel
Steel
Steel
Steel
Steel

Unit
Cost

$1.30
$1.20
$1.50
$1.20
$1.50
$1.00
$1.20
$1.20
$1.50

- $1.50

$1.30

$1.00
$1.50
$1.30

- $1.20

$1.00

$1.50
$1.20
$1.20
$1.50
$1.50
$1.50

Tank
Cost

$2,730,000
$1,440,000
$1.500,000
$1,500,000
$2,250,000
$4,000,000
$1,800,000

$1,800,000 -

$1,875,000
$750,000
$6,500,000
$350,000
$2,500,000
$1,125,000
$6,500,000
$1,500,000
$2,500,000
$990,000
$1,125,000
$2,400,000
$1,200,000
$750,000
$1,500,000
$750,000

Addit.
Costs

$0

$0

$0
$280,000
$510,000
$520,000

$0
$200,000

$0
$250,000
$150,000
$50,000
$250,000

$0
$150,000
$250,000
$250,000

$250,000
$0
$250,000
$250,000
$250,000
$250,000

Allocation Cost
Total to New to New
Cost Develop. Develop.
$2,730,000 0.97 $2,648,100
$1,440,000 0.00 $0 . -
$1,500,000 1.00 $1,500,000
$1,780,000  0.49 $872,200
$2,760,000 0.11 $303,600
$4,520,000 1.00 $4,520,000
$1,800,000 0.27 $486,000
- $2,000,000 0.33" $660,000
$1,875,000 0.79 $1,481,250
$1,000,000 1.00 $1,000,000
$6,650,000 0.28 $1,862,000
$400,000 0.00 $0
$2,750,000 1.00 $2,750,000
$1,125,000 0.74 $832,500
$6,650,000 0.28 $1,862,000
$1,750,000 0.60 $1,050,000
$2,750,000 0.00 $0
$990,000 0.00 $0
$1,375,000 1.00 $1,375,000
$2,400,000 1.00 $2,400,000
$1,450,000 1.00 $1,450,000
$1,000,000 1.00 $1,000,000
$1,750,000 1.00 $1,750,000
$1,000,000 1.00 $1,000,000
$53,445,000 $30,802,650

Allocation
to Existing

0.03
1.00
0.00
0.51
0.89
0.00
0.73
0.67
0.21
0.00
0.72
1.00
0.00
0.26
0.72
0.40
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Cost to
Existing

Customers Customers

$81,900
$1,440,000
$0
$907,800
$2,456,400
$0
$1,314,000
$1,340,000
$393,750
$0
$4,788,000
$400,000
$0
$292,500
$4,788,000
$700,000
$2,750,000
$990,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$22,642,350

1. The "Additional Costs" column accounts for remote sites requiring lengthy feeder main, utility and access road extensions.
(assumed per LF unit cost of $120 (pipe), $45 (road), $35 (ph/elect) = $200/LF); integration facilities, etc.
2. 0.8 MG of the Pyramid tank will be purchased by WCUD and SVGID, which will reduce cost to new development by approx $800K.

Comments

allocations based on existing MDD = 73 gpm & future MDD = 2715 apm
replaces an existing tank

built and dedicated by developer

allocations based on existing MDD = 629 gpm & future MDD = 1223 gpm
allocations based on existing MDD = 810 gpm & future MDD = 912 apm

old part of zone will remain a continuous pumping area

allocations based on existing MDD = 2210 gpm & future MDD = 3035 gpm
allocations based on existing MDD = 1710 gpm & future MDD = 2539 gpm
allocations based on existing MDD = 178 gpm & future MDD = 842 gpm

may need to oversize for projected deficit in #1 zone

allocations based on existing MDD = 99,306 gpm & future MDD = 137,222 gpm
replace existing roof

timing depends on actual growth rate; rebunld of N.Virg. system

allocations based on existing MDD = 133 gpm & future MDD = 520 gpm
allocations based on existing MDD = 99,306 gpm & future MDD = 137,222 gpm
allocations based on existing MDD = 445 gpm & future MDD = 740 gpm
assume demo and replace

220K SF @ $4.50/SF

aka Ventana Point

will need two tanks due to topography

actual timing of 2nd tank depends on develop. phasing

[y

Tank Unit Costs
Vol
(MG) PConc Steel
0.5-1.0 $1.80 $1.50 -
1.0-2.0 $1.50 $1.20
>2.0 $1.30 $1.00

STORAGE IMPROVEMENTS



2005-2025 PUMP STATION PROJECTS

Facility or Project

Hunter Creek-Ross PS
Pyramid PS #2

Coleman PS Piping Repl.
D'Andrea #18&#2 Cap. Inc.
Holcomb Fire Pump & Genset
Daniel Webster Rebuild
Stead-N.Virg. Pump Sta
Raleigh Hts #2 P.S.

Vista #2/#3 Capacity Increase
Tappan P.S. Rebuild

Truckee River Highlands #1 PS
Truckee River Highlands #2 PS
Driscoll Rebuild '
Sky Ridge In-Line PS

US 40 PS Expansion
Somersett #3 PS

Somersett #4 PS

Ventana Pt #1 PS

Folsom Rebuild

Sagittarius Rebuild

Sutro #1 & #2 Standby Power
Hunter Lake Rebuild
Socrates #2 Standby Power
Yuma Rebuild

Ventana Pt #2 PS

Longley Capacity Increase
Vista #4 PS

Vista #5 PS

Disc Drive Lo-Head P.S.
Copper Canyon #1-#3 P.S.'s
Beaumont #3 Pump Station
Beaumont #4 Pump Station
Somersett #4 (upper) P.S.
Somersett #5 (upper) P.S.
Copper Canyon #4-#6 P.S.'s
Spanish Springs #2 Cap. Inc.

2005
2005
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2009
2009
2009
2009
2009

- 2009

2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2011
2012
2012
2013
2013
2014
2014
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2020
2020
2020

Estimated
Cost

$900,000
$1,150,000
$250,000
$600,000
$275,000
© $250,000
$8,600,000
$350,000
$600,000
$300,000
$750,000
$750,000
$250,000
$350,000
$200,000
$750,000
$750,000
$750,000
$250,000
$250,000
$500,000
$250,000
$150,000
$250,000
$750,000
$400,000
$750,000
$750,000
$800,000
$2,250,000
$750,000
$750,000
$750,000
$750,000
$2,250,000
$500,000

$30,925,000

Allocation
to New

Develop.

0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.50
1.00
1.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

Cost
to New

Develop.

$0
$0
$0
$600,000
$0
$0
$4,300,000
$350,000
$600,000
$0
$750,000
$750,000
$0
$350,000
$200,000
$750,000
$750,000
$750,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$750,000
$400,000
$750,000
$750,000
$800,000
$2,250,000
$750,000
$750,000
$750,000
$750,000
$2,250,000
$500,000

$21,600,000

Allocation

Cost to

to Existing Existing

Customers Customers

Comments

1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
0.50
0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
~ 0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

$900,000
$1,150,000
$250,000
$0
$275,000
$250,000.
$4,300,000
$0
$0
$300,000
'$0
$0
$250,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$250,000
$250,000
$500,000
$250,000
$150,000
$250,000
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$9,325,000

Replaces existing pump stations

Modify PS #1, construct new #2 PS
includes bypass for Comstock deficit
replace pumps/motors, generators
redundant max day + fire required
maintenance rebuild

18.7 mgd PS w/3MW genset at HL. Res.
pressure support at top of zone

increase capacity; add genset to #3; suct/disch parallel piping at #2
already collected from new development
paid by Area 3 Feeder Main Fees

paid by Area 3 Feeder Main Fees
maintenance rebuild

NAC compliance

Verdi & NW growth

pump to Somersett #3 tank

pump to Somersett #3 tank

maintenance rebuild

maintenance rebuild :

deficit storage in Valley Rd system (land, conduit runs)
maintenance rebuild

deficit storage in Valley Rd system

maintenance rebuiid

includes a second genset, may require bidg extn
reduces Sparks Fdr Main sizes

three new pump stations w/generators

three new pump stations w/generators
10,000 gpm capacity; full standby power (reduces storage)

PUMP FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS



Truckee Meadows Water Authority

RATE SCHEDULES

WSF - WATER SYSTEM FACILITY CHARGES

APPLICABILITY

Pursuant to procedures set forth in Rule 5, the addition of new Service or
Modified Service to existing water system Facilities in order to provide water Service to a
particular Service Property(ies) subject to the following charges. Charges are based on
the Maximum Day flow estimated in gallons per minute (gpm) by the Authority to serve
the Service Property(ies) multiplied by these charges. The following water system
Facility charges will be assessed where applicable and as identified in the Water Service
Agreement.

A. Feeder Main Charge by Charge Area

1 South Truckee Meadows $955.00 per gpm
2 Sparks-East Reno 1,578.00 per gpm
2A  Sparks-East Reno-A 789.00 per gpm
3 Northwest Reno — Northgate/Mogul 1,214.00 per gpm
4 Sparks -~ Pyramid/Spanish Springs 2,337.00 pergpm
5 Sparks — The Vistas 2,965.00 pergpm
6 Sun Valley-Sullivan Pump Zones 1,303.00 per gpm
7 Northwest Reno - Verdi 4,882.00 pergpm
8 Sierra-North Virginia Pump System 2,596.00 pergpm
9 Lakeridge-Plumas Pump System 1,291.00 per gpm
10  Stead - Silver Lake 6,048.00 per gpm
B. Supply and Treatment Facility Charge $3,236.00 per gpm

“Supply and Treatment Facility Unit Cost” is the unit cost in dollars per gpm of
Maximum Day Demand, representing the cost to construct and finance
supply/treatment improvements identified in the Authority's facility plan.

C. Storage Facility Charge $1,240.00 per gpm

“Storage Facility Unit Cost” is the unit cost in dollars per gpm of Maximum Day
Demand, representing the cost to construct and finance storage improvements
identified in the Authority’s facility plan.

NOTE: The approximate boundaries of the Feeder Main Charge Areas are depicted by
number on the included map. Please note that because TMWA's distribution system
undergoes frequent modification, Feeder Main Charge Area boundaries are subject to
frequent adjustment. TMWA attempts to keep a current map posted on its website, at
www.tmh2o.com; however, this map may not show sufficient detail to depict Charge
Areas precisely. The Authority will determine, at the time of application, the Feeder Main
Charge Area and associated Feeder Main charges to serve the Applicant’'s Service
Property(ies), and said charges will be collected when the Water Service Agreement is
executed.
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Truckee Meadows Water Authority

RATE SCHEDULES

WSF — WATER SYSTEM FACILITY CHARGES
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Truckee Meadows Water Authority
RATE SCHEDULES

WSF - WATER SYSTEM FACILITY CHARGES
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