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Executive Summary 

Introduction 

This Executive Summary briefly summarizes the results of the Water System Master Plan (WSMP) 
prepared by Anderson Perry & Associates, Inc., for the City of Prineville, Oregon.  The recommendations 
outlined hereafter have been developed in cooperation with the Prineville City Council and City staff.  
The focus of this WSMP is on the City's water system components, including the water supply, storage, 
and distribution systems.  This WSMP includes an analysis of the existing systems and their 
performance, an evaluation of system needs and improvement alternatives, and development of a 
financial plan and project implementation plan.  Included in this Executive Summary is a brief discussion 
of the population, design criteria, summary of the evaluation and needs of water system components, 
categories of improvements and summary of costs, and project financing and implementation.  For a 
more detailed discussion of the information presented in this Executive Summary, refer to the individual 
chapters of this WSMP. 

Population 

To estimate future water system demands, population projections must be made.  Projections are 
usually made on the basis of an annual percentage increase estimated from past growth rates combined 
with future expectations. The City of Prineville's population at the 2010 Census was 9,253.  The certified 
population estimate by the Population Research Center (PRC) at Portland State University for 2017 was 
9,646, with an average annual growth rate of 0.7 percent between the years 2016 and 2035 and  
0.1 percent between the years 2035 and 2066. 

The historical population plus the projected annual growth rate results in a 20-year (year 2037) 
population estimate of 10,958.  This WSMP uses 10,958 as the 20-year design population inside the city 
limits. 

It is important to note that an estimated 1,057 people within city limits do not receive City-supplied 
water, and an estimated 301 people outside city limits but within the urban growth boundary (UGB) do 
receive City-supplied water. Therefore, the net 2017 population served by City-supplied water is 
estimated to be 8,889. A review of historical water data must be completed using the connected 
population.  Improvements to the distribution system are needed to be able to connect the entire 
population within the city limits.  In addition, there are areas of residential development outside the city 
limits but within the UGB.  If 20 percent of these areas are annexed into the City in addition to the 1,057 
people not currently connected, the connected population could increase by 1,551 people to 10,440, 
without any additional people moving into the area. 

To obtain a realistic population that could require service by the water system in the next 20 years, a 
design population of 11,752 in the year 2037 was estimated by utilizing the average annual growth rate 
values declared by the PRC with the addition of the anticipated future connected population. 
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Design Criteria  

When establishing design standards for a water system, primary consideration must be given to state 
and federal rules and regulations governing water quality and construction standards for water systems. 
These regulations are set by both the Environmental Protection Agency and Oregon Health Authority - 
Drinking Water Services. In addition to these public health and safety requirements, many other factors 
control the design parameters for municipal water systems. The City must evaluate factors such as 
financial feasibility, philosophy, and policies of the City Council; past system performance and service; 
and expectations of the water users. All of these factors are important and can influence the standards 
by which water system improvements are created.  

The design criteria in Chapter 2 presents a summary of the water system design criteria for evaluating 
the existing water system and developing improvements to satisfy present and future needs for each. 
Application of these criteria is discussed further in the specific chapters that address the water supply, 
storage, and distribution system facilities. Figure 2-3 in Chapter 2 presents design criteria based on the 
estimated present service population and present estimated average daily and peak daily demands. 
Storage volumes are derived from calculations summarized in Chapter 4. The design criteria are used as 
base information in later chapters for evaluating existing and future system needs and capability. 

Summary of Supply, Storage, and Distribution System Evaluation and Needs 

Supply 

At this time, due to current limitations with available water rights, the City does not have enough 
source capacity to meet current and future demands. A detailed discussion of the City's water rights 
is presented in Chapter 3. It is desirable to design a system with enough source capacity to provide 
for peak daily demands without requiring the well pumps to operate 24 hours per day. The 2037 
peak daily flow requirement is estimated to be 3,977 gallons per minute (gpm). The current capacity 
from the City's 11 wells is approximately 3,765 gpm.  To obtain the needed additional water supply 
capacity, the City should develop more sources.  This could be done by developing the proposed 
wells in the Deschutes Regional Aquifer or through shallow groundwater sources located near the 
Crooked River that are hydraulically connected to the river.  The most feasible option available to 
the City appears to be the shallow groundwater sources, but it will not be known for certain until a 
pending study to evaluate the potential to develop the sources is completed.  Once the study is 
completed, the information needed to compare alternatives will be available, and the City will have 
the required data and documentation to make the best long-term decision to meet the additional 
supply capacity needs. 

Storage 

The City currently has six operating storage reservoirs with a total volume of 4.5 million gallons 
(MG).  With the exception of the Ochoco Heights reservoirs, the existing condition of the reservoirs 
is generally good to very good.  The storage needed for the year 2037 planning period is provided by 
the existing reservoirs.  However, maintenance and rehabilitation improvements are recommended 
for the Ochoco Heights reservoirs as discussed below.   

Anticipated future growth in northeast Prineville will require the addition of two new water system 
pressure zones.  A new 1.0 MG reservoir is recommended to be constructed in connection with the 
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growth in this area to provide adequate system pressures and fire protection.  The lower of the two 
new pressure zones would be served by gravity flows from the new reservoir.  A booster pump 
station would be necessary to provide adequate pressures to the upper pressure zone from the new 
reservoir.   

As discussed in Chapter 4, a new larger reservoir (1.5 MG) is recommended to be constructed at the 
existing Ochoco Heights reservoirs site.  This would enable the existing reservoirs to continue to 
serve the system as the new reservoir is constructed.  Once the new reservoir is constructed and in 
operation, one of the existing 0.5 MG reservoirs can be taken out of service to complete renovations 
and repairs.  Once the rehabilitation work is complete, the renovated and repaired reservoir would 
work in conjunction with the new reservoir, providing a total of 2.0 MG storage at the site.  The 
second existing 0.5 MG reservoir would be demolished. 

Distribution 

As detailed in Chapter 5, the City's distribution system is generally fairly well looped and provides 
adequate system-wide pressures under normal operating conditions.  Fire flow availability is limited 
in areas of the system due to several undersized main lines and areas of higher elevation.  The 
undersized main lines in the system result in fire flow capacity limitations and water circulation 
issues.  Some of these lines, where improved fire flow capacities are needed, are recommended for 
upgrading.  It is recommended the City complete improvements to the distribution system to 
eliminate as many deteriorating and undersized main lines as possible and provide improved system 
fire flow capacities in areas lacking adequate fire flows.  Key water distribution system 
improvements have been identified to meet the following objectives: 

• Install a water line and pressure reducing valve from the Airport pressure zone that 
connects to the Valley pressure zone.  This improvement would greatly enhance flows 
throughout the system.  The new water line would provide a second distribution option as a 
means to deliver Airport Well water to the Valley pressure zone.  This improvement will 
eliminate stress on the existing 8-inch line, provide redundancy, and create more availability 
from the Barnes Butte supplies to serve future growth.   

• Construct a new transmission main, booster pump station, and reservoir to serve the 
northeast portion of the City of Prineville.  In addition to serving growth in northeast 
Prineville, this improvement will also eliminate some of the low-pressure problems currently 
experienced in the system at higher elevation areas.  This improvement would also offer a 
source of redundant supply to the Northridge pressure zone. 

• Improve water quality and circulation by replacing old, undersized, deteriorating pipe.  
Increase flow capacity to the existing system to provide adequate fire flows to residential, 
commercial, and industrial areas. 

• Replace existing small diameter or wood stave water pipes.  Upsize water pipes in key 
locations to increase fire flow. 

• Connect existing homes in the vicinity of Fairview Street to City water. 

• Improve the system to serve future growth. 

• Construct future mains and booster pump stations to serve growth within the UGB. 
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To meet these objectives, address identified deficiencies and support growth and development, the 
recommended water system improvements have been identified and are shown on Figure ES-1.   

Categories of Improvements and Summary of Costs 

The City of Prineville's intent is to complete water system improvements utilizing two different funding 
categories.  These categories include: 

• System Development Charge (SDC) - Improvements identified under the SDC category were 
developed to address those needs in the system to specifically support growth and associated 
increased system demands. 

• Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) - Improvements identified under the CIP category include 
capital improvements projects that need to be completed to address existing system 
deficiencies irrespective of growth.   

The identified improvements categorized under the SDC funding category are shown on Figure ES-1, and 
a summary of the improvements and estimated costs are provided on Figure ES-2.  It should be noted 
the reference numbers shown on the figures have been arbitrarily assigned and are not in order of 
priority.  It is not possible to assign priorities to the improvements identified under the SDC funding 
category as they are development driven and it is unknown which areas of the City will develop first or 
how quickly development within the City will occur. 

The CIP identifies and prioritizes short-, medium-, and long-term capital projects of all types based on 
the water system master planning process.  Capital water system improvements projects will be 
coordinated with the annual budget process to maintain full utilization of available resources.  For each 
capital improvements project, the CIP provides a variety of information, including a project description 
and the service need to be addressed, a proposed timetable, and proposed funding levels.  Capital water 
system improvements projects will be prioritized with the most urgent projects first. Ongoing operating 
costs are not included in the CIP estimated project costs. 

Development of a CIP is a collaborative effort between the City manager, engineer, City Council 
members, department heads, and the City's engineering and financial consultants. City staff participates 
in CIP development via specific master plans and other planning tools. Major capital improvements 
projects require City Council interaction during project development and where funding allocations are 
made.  

The identified improvements categorized under the CIP funding category are shown on Figure ES-1 and a 
summary of the improvements and estimated costs are provided on Figure ES-3.  It should be noted the 
reference numbers shown on the figures have been assigned based on City-established priorities  
(1 being the highest and 6 being the lowest).  The priorities are based on the relative urgency of 
addressing the identified existing deficiencies that are recommended regardless of population growth 
and associated development.  

The estimated costs represent 2017 dollars.  As project funding is established, costs should be projected 
to the year of the anticipated expenditure to account for inflation. 
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Project Financing and Implementation 

Project financing is discussed in Chapter 7 and in the Water Rate and SDC Studies prepared by GEL 
Oregon, Inc.  At the time this WSMP was finalized, the Water Rate and SDC Studies were not complete. 
Copies of these studies will be available at Prineville City Hall.
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WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN

PRINEVILLE, OREGON

PROPOSED WATER
SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS

ES-1

0 3,000 6,000

SCALE IN FEET

Improvement 
Map # Improvement Description Approximate 

Pipe Length (LF)
SDC 1 Proposed Northridge Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 8,250
SDC 2 Proposed Valley Zone Piping:  New 16-inch PVC Water Line 875
SDC 3 Proposed Valley Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 6,250
SDC 4 Proposed Williamson Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line & Pressure 

Booster Pump Station 10,500

SDC 5 Proposed Piping between Airport Zone and Valley Zone: New 16-inch PVC, 
Booster Pump & PRV 15,000

SDC 6 Proposed Airport Zone Piping: New 16-inch PVC Water Line 2,400
SDC 7 Proposed Airport Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line & Pressure 

Booster Pump Station 13,000

SDC 8 Proposed 3rd Street to Wayfinder Dr. Piping:  New 16-inch PVC Water Line & 
Pressure Booster Pump Station 5,100

SDC 9 Proposed New 1.0 MG Reservoir:  New 16-inch Transmission Line and 
Reservoir 3,800

SDC 10 Proposed Improvements to Serve New Pressure Level on Barnes Butte:  
Proposed Booster Pump Station NA

SDC 11 Proposed Improvements for Increased Supply into the System:  Proposed 
Infiltration Gallery NA

SDC 12 Proposed Improvements for Increased System Demands:  New 16-inch PVC 
Water Line and PRV 8,700

SDC 13 Proposed Improvements for Increased System Demands:  American Pine 
Pump Station Capacity Upgrades NA

CIP 1 Proposed Fairview Street Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 1,200
CIP 1 Proposed Improvements to Replace Existing Wood-stave Piping 300
CIP 2 Proposed Improvements to Replace Small Diameter (less than 6-inch) 

Existing Piping:  New 8-inch PVC Water Line 34,400

CIP 2 Proposed Improvements to replace steel O.D. & Wrapped Existing Piping : 
New 8-inch PVC Water Line 29,600

CIP 3 Proposed Fairview Street Piping:  New 8-inch PVC Water Line 5,750
CIP 4 Proposed Improvements to Ochoco Heights Tanks:  New 1.5 MG Reservoir 

and Rehabilitation) NA

CIP 5 Proposed Improvements to Increase Existing System Fire Flows in Ochoco 
Heights:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 2,350

CIP 6 Proposed Improvements to Increase Existing System Fire Flows in Ochoco 
Heights:  New 8-inch PVC Water Line 2,650
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Improvement 
No. Improvement Description

Approximate 
Pipe Length 

(LF)

Total 
Estimated 

Costs

SDC 1 Proposed Northridge Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to 
Connect Undeveloped Areas to City System)

8,250                2,059,850$       

SDC 2 and 3 Proposed Valley Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to 
Connect Undeveloped Areas to City System)

7,125                1,745,425         

SDC 4 Proposed Williamson Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to 
Connect Undeveloped Areas to City System)

10,500              3,764,000         

SDC 5 Proposed Piping between Airport Zone and Valley Zone 
(Inter Connection Distribution Piping)

15,000              4,893,000         

SDC 6 Proposed Airport Zone Piping (Distribution Loop Existing 
City System and increase Circulation and Fire Flows)

2,400                413,000            

SDC 7 Proposed Airport Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to 
Connect Undeveloped Areas to City System)

13,000              2,621,500         

SDC 8 Proposed 3rd Street to Wayfinder Drive Piping (New 
Pressure Zone Feed)

5,100                2,283,400         

SDC 9 Proposed New 1.0 Million Gallon Reservoir (to Serve New 
Pressure Level)

3,800                2,901,500         

SDC 10 Proposed Piping Improvements to Serve New Pressure 
Zone on Barnes Butte

N/A 803,000            

SDC 11 Proposed Piping Improvements for Increased Supply to 
the System

N/A 6,237,500         

SDC 12 and 13 Proposed Piping Improvements for Increased System 
Demands

8,700                1,611,000         

TOTAL ESTIMATED SDC IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 29,333,175$     

LF= Lineal Feet

1 The SDC funded improvements are not listed in any order of priority. Which improvement to be completed first will depend on 

   where growth and development occur.
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Improvement1 

No.
Improvement Description

Approximate 
Pipe Length 

(LF)

Total 
Estimated 

Costs

Time Frame 

When 

Improvements 

Completed

CIP 1 New 12-inch Water Line in Fairview Street and Replace 
Existing Wood-stave Piping with New 8-inch Polyvinyl 
Chloride (PVC) Water Line

1,500              455,350$          0 to 10 years

CIP 2 Replace Existing Small-Diameter (Less than 6-inch) 
Piping, and Replace Existing Wrapped Steel Piping with 
New 8-inch PVC Water Line

64,000            13,014,250       0 to 10 years

CIP 3 New 8-inch PVC Water Lines in the Vicinity of Fairview 
Street

5,750              1,595,750         0 to 10 years

CIP 4 New Ochoco Heights Reservoir, Demolition of an 
Existing Reservoir, and Rehabiliatation of an Existing 
Reservoir

N/A 3,028,400         0 to 10 years

CIP 5 New 12-inch PVC Water Line to Increase Existing 
System Fire Flows in Ochoco Heights

2,350              587,900            10 to 20 years

CIP 6 Proposed Improvements to Increase Existing System 
Fire Flows in Ochoco Heights: New 8-inch PVC Water 
Line

2,650              593,100            10 to 20 years

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 19,274,750$     

LF= Lineal Feet

Notes: 
1Improvements listed in order of City‐identified priority, with CIP 1 being the highest priority and CIP 6 being the 

lowest.
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Chapter 1 - Introduction 

Purpose of Study 

This Water System Master Plan (WSMP) is intended to provide current information on which future 
operation the City of Prineville's municipal water system can be based. This WSMP is also intended to 
satisfy the criteria of the Oregon Health Authority - Drinking Water Services (DWS) and Oregon 
Administrative Rule 333-061-0060. The City of Prineville's last WSMP was prepared in 2006. This WSMP 
is intended to fulfill the DWS requirements for a current master plan for the next 20 years. Preparation 
of this WSMP was authorized by an agreement between the City and Anderson Perry & Associates, Inc., 
dated September 1, 2016. The primary purposes for developing this WSMP were to establish water 
system design criteria for a 20-year planning period; evaluate the adequacy of the existing water supply, 
treatment, storage, and distribution systems; evaluate alternatives and priorities for improving the City's 
water system; and identify a financial plan for implementing the recommended improvements. This 
WSMP will also serve as the basis for developing a capital improvements plan based on the identified 
improvements and priorities. 

Organization of Study 

This WSMP is divided into seven main chapters with an Executive Summary. Specifically, the WSMP 
includes the following: 

A. The Executive Summary of the overall WSMP describes water quality and service goals (design 
criteria), present and future water system deficiencies, the City's selected and prioritized 
improvements for achieving the goals and correcting the deficiencies, and the recommended 
implementation schedule and financing program for constructing improvements. 

B. Chapter 1, "Introduction," discusses the objectives of the WSMP, describes the community and 
environment, and provides a brief history of past development and operation of the City of 
Prineville's water system. 

C. Chapter 2, "Water System Requirements," develops the data on which recommended 
improvements to the water system are based. Data relating to elements such as service area, 
population, land use, water use, fire flows, state and federal regulations, and the design criteria 
developed for this WSMP are presented. A description of the water quality and level of service 
goals (design criteria) for the water system considering existing and anticipated future 
regulatory requirements, non-regulatory water quality needs of water users, flow and pressure 
requirements, capacity needs related to water use, and fire flow needs is also provided. 

D. Chapter 3, "Water Supply and Treatment," discusses the operation, capacity, and quality of the 
existing water supply and treatment systems with respect to existing and future system 
demands and regulations. Information concerning water rights and permits for the 
appropriation of water from various sources is presented. An evaluation of the existing water 
treatment system is also included, as well as alternatives to address current treatment system 
deficiencies. A comparison of alternatives to obtain additional water supply sources is also 
provided.  
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E. Chapter 4, "Water Storage," discusses the existing storage reservoirs, presents the four primary 
components of water storage relative to the City's design criteria, evaluates alternative storage 
facilities, and provides recommendations for storage improvements.  

F. Chapter 5, "Distribution System," presents information related to the existing distribution 
system facilities, water quality test results, and fire protection information. Existing deficiencies 
and deficiencies likely to develop during the planning period are identified. Improvements 
including specific areas of piping, a water meter replacement program, and water conservation 
efforts are recommended. 

G. Chapter 6, "Summary of Proposed Improvements and Capital Improvements Plan," presents 
information related to water supply, treatment, storage, and distribution system improvements 
developed through analysis of the system. Cost estimates are provided for each of the 
recommended water system improvements.  

H. Chapter 7, "Project Financing and Implementation," provides a description of alternatives to 
finance water system improvements including local financing such as user rates, taxes, and 
financing assistance programs. Operation, maintenance, and replacement costs are projected 
for both the existing system and future system improvements. The number of residential, 
commercial, and industrial equivalent dwelling units is provided. Potential water rate needs are 
developed and rate implementation procedures are identified. A recommended water system 
improvement implementation process, including an evaluation of financing alternatives and 
identification of key implementation steps, is also provided.  

I. The "Appendices" contain key materials referenced in this WSMP, which are provided for future 
reference by City staff. This information includes well log and water rights information, testing 
results, applicable ordinances, and other applicable water system information. 

Sources of Information  

The conclusions and recommendations outlined in this WSMP are based on data, information, and 
records provided by the City. This information includes, in part, past flow records (supply and usage); 
financial data (operational cost, revenues, and cost distribution); descriptions of system operation, 
condition of system components, and identification of problem areas; water quality data; and system 
layout and sizing. The recommendations and conclusions are, therefore, dependent on the 
completeness and accuracy of the base information provided. 

Review and Updating of Study 

This WSMP should be periodically reviewed and updated to stay current with population growth, water 
system demands, and changing state and federal regulations. This WSMP is recommended to be 
reviewed at 5-year intervals and be updated at 10-year intervals, or as growth dictates.  

Objectives of Study 

The primary objectives of this WSMP are to provide the following information: 
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1. Establish planning criteria including service area boundaries; population growth projections; 
past, present, and future water usage patterns; fire flow requirements; federal and state 
standards; system pressures; and service goals. 

2. Analyze the individual components of the existing water supply system considering capacity, 
compliance with current water quality standards, water rights, condition of components, 
operational dependability, and cost of operation. Develop the water supply needs for the 
planning period and identify cost-effective alternatives for meeting long-term water supply and 
treatment needs including alternatives for correcting existing system deficiencies. Outline 
general operation and maintenance (O&M) requirements for the water supply system.  

3. Analyze the existing water storage facilities considering capacity, condition of the reservoirs, and 
distribution system pressures. Assess the City's storage capacity considering emergency storage, 
operational storage, equalization storage, and fire flow storage. Identify the storage 
requirements of the water system for the planning period.  

4. Develop a Geographic Information System-based map of the distribution system including line 
sizes, line types, valve and hydrant locations, etc., when known. 

5. Utilizing existing distribution system maps, a computer model, and City records, review the 
condition and adequacy of the distribution system piping. Identify system deficiencies and 
alternatives for meeting current and future system needs. Provide estimated costs for 
implementation of recommended improvements. Outline general O&M requirements of the 
distribution system as well. 

6. Analyze the hydraulic capacity and system pressures in the existing water distribution system 
under average daily and peak daily demand conditions using an existing computer model. 
Identify distribution system deficiencies such as low system pressures, low fire flow capacities, 
dead-end or undersized lines, etc. Identify opportunities for distribution system improvements 
to address any noted deficiencies. 

7. Review the status of the existing Water Department financial condition considering historical 
water system revenues, O&M costs, and debt service including the adequacy of existing water 
user fees. Project the future cost of O&M, capital improvement investments, and debt service 
for the water system. Develop a finance plan for meeting the long-term system needs including 
general user rate charges and outside financial assistance.  

8. Provide information on potential state and federal grant and loan programs that may be 
available to assist the City in implementing any needed system improvements. 

9. Prepare a summary identifying current and future water system needs with their associated 
estimated cost. Make recommendations for meeting the water system needs for the planning 
period. 

10. Provide an implementation schedule for recommended water system improvements outlining 
the key steps the City would need to undertake to implement the improvements.  
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Regional Setting 

The City of Prineville is located in central Oregon along the Crooked River, a major tributary of the 
Deschutes River that flows north into the Columbia River.  The valley through which the river flows is 
bordered on the north by the slopes of the Ochoco Mountains and on the south by steep escarpments 
that rise to an extensive lava plateau south of the Prineville area.  Location and vicinity maps and aerial 
photographs for the City are shown on Figures 1-1, 1-2A, and 1-2B.  The City of Prineville is the County 
seat and the only incorporated city in Crook County, with a population of 9,253 at the 2010 Census.  The 
2015 estimated population for Prineville was 9,385, as estimated by the Population Research Center at 
Portland State University.  

The climate in the summer is typically dry with clear days. Winter brings rain, snow, and frozen soils. 
Temperatures vary from extremes of -30° Fahrenheit (F) in the winter to 120°F in the summer. These 
extreme temperatures are usually not prolonged. According to the Western Regional Climate Center, 
the average annual temperature of the City of Prineville is approximately 47°F and the annual average 
precipitation is approximately 9.9 inches. 

Transportation is provided to the City of Prineville by Highways 26 and 126. The City of Prineville is 
positioned at the intersection of these two highways. It is located approximately 16 miles west of 
Highway 97, which is a major north-south highway in Oregon.  

Soils 

The soils throughout the City of Prineville are generally designated silt loams or sandy loams. The major 
types are Ochoco-Prineville complex, Powder silt loam, Crooked stearns complex, and Metolius ashy 
sandy loam. These soils are generally nearly level, well drained to moderately well drained soils with 
parent materials of volcanic ash over mixed alluvium from volcanic rock.  

Location 

The City of Prineville is located in central Oregon at the intersection of Highways 26 and 126, adjacent to 
the Crooked River in Crook County. The general location of the community is shown on Figure 1-1, 
Location and Vicinity Maps.  

The area of analysis provided in this WSMP encompasses the entire area within the city limits and urban 
growth boundary (UGB), as shown on Figure 1-1.  

Water System History 

General 

The majority of the historical information for the water system was obtained from City records; 
conversations with Eric Klann, Prineville City Engineer; the City's Water Management and 
Conservation Plan prepared in 2016 by GSI Water Solutions, Inc.; and the 2006 WSMP completed by 
Ace Consulting.  

The City of Prineville owns and operates a municipal water system that obtains water from several 
wells distributed over the system. The water is then stored in ground-level storage reservoirs and 
distributed to residential, commercial, industrial, and public customers within the city limits and 
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approximately 120 residences outside the city limits but within the UGB.  An estimated 421 
residences exist within the city limits that are currently served by private wells and are not 
connected to the City's water system. 
 
Historically, the City's water system was privately owned and operated by the Deschutes Power and 
Light Company until 1928 when it was acquired by Inland Power and Light Company and then resold 
to Pacific Power and Light in 1930. The City acquired the water system from Pacific Power and Light 
in January 1985. Approximately 10 percent of the water mains are 4-inch diameter and smaller, and 
some are galvanized steel pipe. Over the years, the City has replaced some undersized mains and 
installed new mains, additional wells, and storage tanks. 

Previous Study 

The primary recommendations in the 2006 WSMP were to increase supply, storage, and 
distribution. These improvements included replacing existing undersized water mains and wood 
stave pipes, as well as developing several wells and constructing several tanks and a booster pump 
station. In response to the 2006 WSMP, the City constructed the 1 million gallon (MG) airport 
reservoir and three airport wells and removed a significant amount of wood stave and undersized 
pipes.  

Water Supply Sources 

Although the City holds surface water rights to the Crooked River, Prineville Reservoir, and Ochoco 
Creek, surface water is exclusively used for irrigation and livestock purposes. Municipal water for the 
City of Prineville is sourced from a total of 11 wells. Seven of the wells are located on the Prineville 
valley floor and appropriate water from an alluvial aquifer with a total reported production capacity 
of 1,440 gallons per minute (gpm).  The other four wells are located west of the City and source 
water from the Airport Area Aquifer System with a reported production limit of 1,770 gpm. This 
aquifer is currently being monitored to determine its long-term reliability.  All the wells in the 
system are controlled by telemetry with the exception of the Stearns Well, the 4th Street wells, and 
the Stadium Well, which are controlled manually. The well locations are shown on Figures 1-2A and 
1-2B and a summary of production well data is presented on Table 1-1.  
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TABLE 1-1   
SUMMARY OF PRODUCTION WELL DATA 

Well 
OWRD Well 
Log Number 

Year 
Constructed 

Depth 
(feet) 

Static Water 
Level at 

Construction 
(feet) 

Current 
(2011 to 

2016) Static 
Water Level 

(Feet) 

Horsepower 
Pump or 

Motor 

Estimated 
Capacity 

(gpm) 

Prineville Valley Floor Aquifer Wells 

Barney CROO 3132 1994 280 35 130.5 60 340 

Stearns CROO 2083 1973 246 0 (Artesian) 164.9 75 210 

Stadium CROO 184 1987 259 31 32.6 40 205 

4th Deep CROO 2133 1960 252 22 9.8 30 175 

4th Shallow CROO 52542 
CROO 2130 

1950 75 4.5 2.1 -- 90 

Yancey CROO 50181 1917 228 16.2 11 30 210 

Lamonta CROO 1540 1957 256 0 (Artesian) 50 60 210 

Subtotal 1,440 

Airport Area Wells 

Airport Well 1 CROO 1894 
CROO 54206 

1980/1996 575 435.7 432.5 60 300 

Airport Well 2 CROO 53453 2007 546 408 434.8 150 640 

Airport Well 3 CROO 53956 
CROO 54149 

2012 703 480 373.5 100 (de-
rated to 90) 

285 

Airport Well 4 CROO 54191 2014 607 432 436.2 250 1,100 

Subtotal 2,325 

Total Production Capacity 3,765 

Water Source Not Connected to Municipal Water Supply System 

Freight Depot CROO 35759 2010 280     

10th Street CROO 1549 1943 223     

Ochoco 
Heights 

CROO 1577 1943 1,002     

Northridge A CROO 426 1992 940     

Stearns No. 1 -- -- --     

Clear Pine CROO 1551 1948 400     

Simmons Well CROO 50124 1996 148     

-- = Data not available 

The Stearns Well is located off Highway 26. In January 1973, the well was drilled to a depth of 
246 feet and was artesian. A casing with diameters of 24 and 12 inches was installed to a depth of 
225 and 226 feet, respectively, with cement grout from 32 to 75 feet. A stainless steel screen was 
installed from 226 to 246 feet. The materials observed during drilling included silty sand, clays, and 
gravel.  An initial well test at the time of construction showed the well yield was 820 gpm with a 
136-foot drawdown for 10 hours.  

The 4th Street Deep Well is centrally located in the City approximately 525 feet from the 
intersection of S.E. Belknap Street and S.E. 4th Street. The well was drilled to a depth of 252 feet 
with a diameter of 12 inches. The static water level was measured to be 22 feet below ground 
surface (BGS) when the well was drilled on October 12, 1960. A stainless steel screen was installed 
from 222 to 242.5 feet. Casing was installed from the surface to 222 feet with diameters of 24 and 
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12 inches. Casing was also installed with a diameter of 12 inches from 242.5 feet to 252 feet. The 
materials observed during drilling included silty clay, silts, water-bearing sand, and gravel.  An initial 
well test at the time of construction showed the well yield was 650 gpm with a 74-foot drawdown 
after 12 hours. The well was rehabilitated in 2005, and the 30 horsepower (Hp) pump has a current 
capacity of 175 gpm.  

The 4th Street Shallow Well is located adjacent to the 4th Street Deep Well. The well was drilled to a 
depth of 75 feet and cased to a depth of 61 feet. Construction was completed in August 1950. The 
aquifer was recorded to be gravel from 13 to 28 feet, and the well casing is perforated from 13 to 
22 feet. Materials observed included clay, silt, gravel, and sand. The submersible pump has a rated 
capacity of 90 gpm. The well has not been utilized in recent history and is the City's backup source.  

The Lamonta Well is located on Lamonta Road north of the City. Completed on September 4, 1957, 
the well was drilled to a depth of 256 feet with a diameter of 24 inches.  Wire-wound screen was 
installed from 228 to 253 feet. The static water level is 17 feet BGS. An initial well test at the time of 
construction showed the well yield was 800 gpm with a 200-foot drawdown after 1 hour. Materials 
observed in the well included sand, sandstone, surface water, clay, sandy silt, sticky shale, and 
gravel.  The 60 Hp turbine pump currently produces an average of 210 gpm with a rated capacity of 
450 gpm.  

Only well records exist for the Yancey Well, which is located north of Highway 26 on N.W. Fairmont 
Street. The well was drilled in 1917 to a depth of 228 feet and was later reconstructed in 1975. The 
well has an 8-inch casing to a depth of 239 feet. The static water level was recorded to be 16.2 feet 
BGS on October 26, 1944. The 30 Hp turbine pump has a capacity of 210 gpm. During a well pump 
test, the drawdown was reported to be 96 feet after 20 hours of pumping at 360 gpm.  

The Stadium Well is located on 5th Street adjacent to the high school track and stadium. 
Construction was completed in February 1987, and the well was drilled to a depth of 259 feet. At the 
time of drilling, the static water level was found to be 31 feet BGS. The well is cased with a 12- and 
10-inch diameter welded steel liner from 3.5 feet to 228 feet and 218 to 259 feet, respectively. 
Materials observed during drilling include clay, gravel, and sand. The 40 Hp turbine pump has a 
limited capacity of 205 gpm with significant drawdown. A filter has been installed in the well due to 
sand and iron problems. This well is utilized manually as a backup for emergencies and only used for 
short periods of time.  

The Barney Well is located close to the Barnes Butte Reservoir Tank and Stearns Well on the east 
side of the City. Construction was completed in December 1994, and the well was drilled to a depth 
of 280 feet. The static water level was found to be 35 feet BGS at the time of drilling. During initial 
well tests, the yield was 700 gpm for 1 hour with a drawdown of 110 feet. Materials observed during 
drilling include gravel, clay, and coarse sand. The well was rehabilitated in 2002 and currently 
produces approximately 340 gpm.  

The Ochoco Heights Well is located adjacent to the Ochoco Heights Tanks north of the City off Main 
Street.  The well is currently inoperable.  Presently, no well pump is installed, but there is a 
possibility of utilizing this well for monitoring if another well is constructed in the vicinity. The well 
was drilled to a depth of 1,002 feet and was cased to roughly 300 feet. Construction was completed 
in 1943 and, at that time, the water level was observed to be 52 feet BGS.   
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There are four airport wells, each of which is located southwest of the City neighboring the Prineville 
Airport.  These wells appropriate water from a separate aquifer than the wells located in the 
Prineville valley.  The aquifer is still being monitored to determine whether the aquifer is a reliable 
source of water. The wells were drilled between 1980 and 2014.  From information available from 
the well logs, the static water level appears to be deep at roughly 440 feet BGS.   

Water Storage Reservoirs 

The City of Prineville has six aboveground covered water storage reservoirs. The total capacity of the 
reservoirs is 4.5 MG.  

The Ochoco Heights reservoirs are identical and are located north of town. Ochoco Heights 
Reservoir No. 1 was constructed in 1955. The reservoir is an aboveground welded steel tank with a 
diameter of 41.5 feet and a height of 50 feet.  The second reservoir, Ochoco Heights Reservoir No. 2, 
was built in 1964 directly adjacent to Reservoir No. 1 with the same material and dimensions. The 
Ochoco reservoirs are filled by the wells located on the valley floor. The reservoirs feed the Ochoco 
Heights Booster Pump Station, which feeds the Ochoco Heights pressure zone, the Valley pressure 
zone, and the American Pine Reservoir.  

The American Pine Reservoir is located north of the Ochoco Heights reservoirs south of Peters Road.  
Constructed in 2002, this reservoir is an aboveground welded steel reservoir. The reservoir has a 
diameter of 73 feet and a height of 33 feet. Because the City was unable to attain the property for a 
proposed Yellowpine Tank at the north end of Northridge area, the City elected to construct this 
reservoir with a booster pump station to provide water to the Northridge area. The reservoir is fed 
by an altitude valve and provides water to the Northridge pressure zone, discussed further in 
Chapter 5.    

The Barnes Butte Reservoir is located near the Barney and Stearns Wells north of Highway 26. The 
welded steel aboveground reservoir was constructed in 1978. The reservoir is 40 feet tall with a 
diameter of 47 feet.  

The Airport No. 1 Reservoir is an aboveground bolted steel tank with a diameter of 85 feet and a 
wall height of 24 feet with an operating range of 22.5 to 23.8 feet.  The Airport No. 2 Reservoir is an 
80-foot diameter welded steel tank adjacent to the Airport No. 1 Reservoir.  The operating range is 
set to match the Airport No. 1 tank. 

The City's water sources are the alluvial aquifer beneath the Prineville valley floor and the Airport 
Area Aquifer System.  The water is pumped from 11 groundwater wells into the distribution system 
to fill six aboveground reservoirs.  Table 1-2 provides a summary of these reservoirs. 

TABLE 1-2   
SUMMARY OF SYSTEM RESERVOIRS 

Reservoir 
Volume 

(MG) 
Base Elevation 

(feet)* 
Overflow Elevation 

(feet)* 
Height 
(feet) 

Completion 
Date 

Ochoco Heights 
Reservoir No. 1 

0.5 2,937 2,987 50 1955 

Ochoco Heights 
Reservoir No. 2 

0.5 2,937 2,987 50 1964 

American Pine 1.0 2,951 2,984 33 2002 
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Reservoir 
Volume 

(MG) 
Base Elevation 

(feet)* 
Overflow Elevation 

(feet)* 
Height 
(feet) 

Completion 
Date 

Reservoir 

Barnes Butte 
Reservoir 

0.5 3,064 3,104 40 1978 

Airport No. 1 
Reservoir 

1.0 3,380 3,404 24 1996 

Airport No. 2 
Reservoir 

1.0 3,378 3,404 26 2014 

Total 4.5     

* Elevations are based on the North American Vertical Datum 88 vertical datum. 

Distribution System 

The City's water distribution system consists of an assortment of pipe materials including asbestos 
cement, cast iron, ductile iron, steel, wood stave, and polyvinyl chloride pipe.  Pipelines range in size 
from 1 inch to 18 inches in diameter.  Table 1-3 provides a breakdown of the City's pipelines by pipe 
diameter. The City's distribution system main lines are primarily 6 to 12 inches in diameter, although 
there are also areas with smaller lines. However, distribution system improvements have been 
made in recent years to improve flow and pressure in the system. The distribution system is 
generally laid out with looped piping to assist with water circulation through the system. The City 
has indicated the water main lines in the distribution system are generally in fair condition. The 
distribution system is discussed in more detail in Chapter 5. 

TABLE 1-3   
SUMMARY OF SYSTEM PIPELINES 

Pipe Diameter 
(inches) 

Total Length 
(feet) 

Total Length 
(miles) 

Percent of Total 
System Piping 

2 or Less 14,677 2.8 4 

3 1,385 0.3 1 

4 19,147 3.6 5 

6 64,067 12.1 17 

8 150,135 28.4 40 

10 15,667 3.0 4 

12 86,160 16.3 23 

16 17,492 3.3 5 

18 3,350 0.6 1 

Total 372,080 70.4 100 
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Chapter 2 - Water System Requirements 

Introduction 

This chapter presents basic information from which criteria have been developed for evaluating the City 
of Prineville's existing water system and for defining and sizing the required components of the system 
for the 20-year planning period. Information concerning the service area, population projections, water 
use, and state and federal requirements is presented. 

Service Area 

The term "service area" refers to the area being served with water from the City's water system. Both 
the present and future service areas are considered in this Water System Master Plan (WSMP). The 
present service area primarily consists of the developed lands within the boundaries of the city limits; 
however, there is one small area serviced outside of the city limits. The area is on S.W. Saddle Ridge 
Loop, which is outside city limits yet inside the urban growth boundary (UGB). For the purposes of this 
WSMP, the future service area will consist of the present service area plus all areas within the current 
UGB. The City's zoning map is shown on Figure 2-1. 

The service area is located in a valley known as the Crooked River-Ochoco Creek Valley. Dominant 
geographic features include rimrock formations in the southern part of the service area and Barnes 
Butte located in the northeastern portion of the area. Surface elevations range from 2,800 to  
3,600 above mean sea level. Many areas with large tracts of undeveloped land currently exist within the 
UGB (see Figure 1-1 in Chapter 1). With a significant area of open, undeveloped land available, the City 
of Prineville has the potential for residential, commercial, and industrial growth.  

Service Population and Planning Period 

To estimate the demands that may be placed on a municipal water system, a determination of the 
population to be served must be made. Population estimates must be made with reference to time. 
Projections are usually made on the basis of an annual percentage increase estimated from past growth 
rates, tempered by future expectations. It is difficult to accurately predict the population of a 
community over an extended period of time.  

The period of time over which the population is to be projected usually depends on the type of 
improvements to be considered. Improvements that will require long-term financing should be designed 
for no less than the term of the financing. Facilities readily expanded or modified are normally designed 
for a period of 10 to 20 years. Facilities not easily modified or expanded, such as buried pipelines and 
storage reservoirs, may be designed for their expected life, which is usually 40 to 50 years or more.  

The City's water system serves all residential, commercial, industrial, and public customers within the 
city limits, with the exception of an estimated 421 residences currently served by private wells not 
connected to the City's water system. In addition to the customers within the city limits, the city 
currently serves an estimated 120 residences outside the city limits but within the UGB. 

The certified 2016 population of the City of Prineville was 9,645, according to Portland State University's 
(PSU) Population Research Center (PRC). This agency is the official source of population data available in 
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Oregon between the official Census data generated at the beginning of each decade. The historical 
population data shown on Chart 2-1 were provided by the PRC.  

CHART 2-1   
HISTORICAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION 

 

For planning purposes, this certified population was utilized for the 2017 population. Assuming an 
average number of persons per household of 2.51 per PRC data, an estimated 1,057 people within the 
city limits do not receive City-supplied water, and an estimated 301 people outside the city limits but 
within the UGB do receive City-supplied water. Therefore, the net 2017 population served by City-
supplied water is estimated to be 8,889. 

Projections are usually made on the basis of an annual percentage increase estimated from past growth 
rates combined with future expectations. The historical population data shown hereafter on Table 2-1 
was provided by the PSU Oregon Population Forecast Program.  In 2013, the Oregon House of 
Representatives and Senate approved legislation assigning coordinated population forecasting to the 
PRC. Utilizing average annual growth rates (AAGR) provided by the PRC, historical population trends for 
the City are shown on Table 2-1 and Chart 2-1.  
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TABLE 2-1   
HISTORICAL AND FORECASTED POPULATIONS1   

Historical Forecast 

2000 2010 
AAGR    

(2000 to 2010) 20172 2037 
AAGR    

(2016 to 2035) 
AAGR   

(2035 to 2066) 

7,358 9,253 0.6 percent 9,645 10,958 0.7 percent 0.1 percent 

1As provided by the PRC. 
2For planning purposes, the PRC's 2016 certified population was used for 2017. 

The assumed 0.7 percent AAGR between the years 2017 and 2035 and 0.1 percent AAGR between the 
years 2035 and 2065 results in a 2037 population of 10,958. This value takes into consideration 
connecting all residences within the city limits and the projected growth in the UGB. However, over the 
planning period of this WSMP, actual growth could exceed or fall well below the figures presented on 
Chart 2-1. A more detailed discussion of the design population is presented later in this chapter.  

Land Use 

The current zoning in the City of Prineville is shown on Figure 2-1. Four Comprehensive Plan land use 
designations have been identified within the city limits: residential, commercial, industrial, and public. The 
majority of the City is designated for residential use.  Areas along Highway 126 are primarily designated as 
multipurpose and airport.   

Regulatory Requirements 

The City of Prineville's water system is under the jurisdiction of the Oregon Health Authority - Drinking 
Water Services (DWS). The DWS assumed primacy (responsibility) from the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) in February 1986 for enforcement of the federal Safe Drinking Water Act 
(SDWA). Therefore, the City of Prineville is currently, and will principally be, working with the DWS as 
the regulating agency with regard to their water system. The City is required to publish annual 
Consumer Confidence Reports; a copy of the 2013 Report is located in Appendix A. 

Regulatory Background 

The SDWA was originally passed by Congress in 1974 to protect public health by regulating the 
nation's public drinking water supply. The law was amended in 1986 and 1996 and requires many 
actions to protect drinking water and its sources (rivers, lakes, reservoirs, springs, and groundwater 
wells). The primary regulations associated with the SDWA address requirements concerning trace 
minerals, compounds, and microorganisms that may affect the health of water consumers. The 
SDWA provides for monitoring, testing requirements, reporting, recordkeeping, and public 
notification procedures in the event of non-compliance.  

The 1986 amendments to the SDWA included provisions for wellhead protection, new monitoring 
for certain substances, filtration for certain surface water systems, disinfection for certain 
groundwater systems, and restrictions on lead content in pipe solder and plumbing. 
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The 1996 amendments to the SDWA included provisions for consumer confidence reporting, 
stronger protection for microbial contaminants and disinfection byproducts, operator certification, 
lowering maximum contaminant levels (MCL), and source water assessments. 

Enacted in 1981, the Oregon Drinking Water Quality Act established periodically amended statutes 
and subsequent administrative rules to enforce, at a minimum, the federal SDWA requirements. The 
DWS administers and enforces drinking water quality standards for public water systems in Oregon. 
The agency focuses resources in the areas of highest public health benefit and promotes voluntary 
compliance with state and federal drinking water standards. The DWS also emphasizes prevention 
of contamination through source water protection, provides technical assistance to water system 
owners, and provides water system operator training. They also work closely with public water 
systems to ensure public notification is made in accordance with regulatory guidelines, when 
required. If the City is unaware of their compliance status or in need of regulatory guidance, it is 
recommended that the regional DWS office be contacted. 

The Arsenic Rule, which became effective in February 2002, lowered the MCL for arsenic allowed in 
a community water system from 50 parts per billion (ppb) to 10 ppb.  

Recent Regulatory History (Last Five Years) 

Following is a list of regulations that have been enacted in the past five years: 

1. Reduction of Lead in Drinking Water Act, which requires any new installation or purchase of 
materials used in potable locations to be "lead-free."  Lead-free has been redefined as "(A) 
not containing more than 0.2 percent lead when used with respect to solder and flux; and 
(B) not more than a weighted average of 0.25 percent lead when used with respect to the 
wetted surfaces of pipes, pipe fittings, plumbing fittings, and fixtures."  This law was enacted 
on January 4, 2014. Oregon requires drinking water components to be National Sanitation 
Foundation/American National Standards Institute Standard 61 compliant to meet the 
intent of this law. 

2. Stage 2 Disinfectants and Disinfection Byproduct Rule (D/DBPR), which focuses on public 
health protection by limiting exposure to disinfection byproducts. The D/DBPR specifically 
targets total trihalomethanes and five haloacetic acids, which can form in water through 
disinfectants used to control microbial pathogens. This rule applies to all community water 
systems (CWS) and non-transient non-community (NTNC) water systems that add a primary 
or residual disinfectant other than ultraviolet light. Stage 2 of the D/DBPR was enacted in 
2012 for large CWS and NTNC water systems and in October 2013 for all CWS and NTNC 
water systems.  

3. Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Rule (UCMR) 3. The EPA uses the UCMR program to 
collect data for contaminants suspected to be present in drinking water but that do not 
have health-based standards set under the SDWA. Every five years, the EPA develops a new 
list of UCMR contaminants, largely based on the Contaminant Candidate List. Oregon 
Administrative Rule 333-061-0043 requires CWS to report detection of unregulated 
contaminants in their annual Consumer Confidence Report. 
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4. Revised Total Coliform Rule. This rule requires that total coliform samples be collected by 
public water systems at sites representative of water quality throughout the distribution 
system according to a written sample site identification plan. 

Potential Regulatory Changes 

Following is a list of regulations that may be enacted in the future: 

1. Radon in Drinking Water Rule, which would attempt to reduce airborne and waterborne 
radon concentrations to limit exposure levels. This rule would apply to CWS that use 
groundwater or mixed groundwater and surface water. The proposal is currently on hold, 
and the EPA has no timeline for publishing this rule.  

2. Fourth Contaminant Candidate List (CCL4) Regulatory Determinations. The CCL4 is 
currently in draft form.  The EPA has made a preliminary determination to regulate 
strontium, which is currently still pending.  Two new nominated contaminates, manganese 
and nonylphenol, have been added for the final publication.  

3. Carcinogenic Volatile Organic Chemicals (cVOC) Rule. The EPA is developing a proposed 
national primary drinking water regulation for a group of 16 known cancer-causing 
compounds, including eight currently regulated cVOC and up to eight from the Third 
Contaminant Candidate List. 

4. Perchlorate Rule. The EPA is developing a proposed national primary drinking water 
regulation for perchlorate. Perchlorate may cause adverse health effects. Scientific research 
indicates that this contaminant can disrupt the thyroid's ability to produce hormones 
needed for normal growth and development.  

5. Hexavalent Chromium. The EPA currently regulates hexavalent chromium as part of the 
total chromium drinking water standard. New information on health effects has become 
available since the original standard was set, and the EPA is reviewing this information to 
determine whether new health risks need to be addressed. California has already 
implemented a hexavalent chromium specific MCL. 

6. Fluoridation. Fluoride MCLs may be lowered in the future as the health impacts of fluoride 
are fully realized. The current MCL of 4 parts per million could be reduced to 1 or less. This 
lower MCL could require systems with naturally occurring fluoride above the MCL to treat to 
reduce levels.  

7. Cybersecurity. Executive Order 13636: Improving Critical Infrastructure Cybersecurity, was 
established in February 2013. The order calls for the development of a voluntary, risk-based 
cybersecurity framework. The EPA will make an evaluation as to whether any additional 
authority and/or regulations to address cybersecurity in the water sector are needed. 

8. Lead and Copper Rule (LCR) Long-Term Revisions. The LCR is a treatment technique rule. 
The rule requires public water systems to take certain actions to minimize lead and copper 
in drinking water in lieu of setting a MCL. The goals for the revisions are to improve the 
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effectiveness of the corrosion control treatment and prompt additional actions that may 
help reduce public exposure to lead and copper.  

Regulatory Violations 

The City of Prineville has no reported violations in the last 5 years, according to the DWS.  

Regulatory Requirements Summary 

In summary, many regulations affect operation of the City of Prineville's water system. The 
information presented herein is intended to provide the City with a brief summary of the regulations 
and possible future regulations that will likely affect operation of the City's water system. These 
regulations continue to expand and will require careful attention to maintain compliance. It is 
recommended the City of Prineville consult periodically with the DWS to ensure compliance with 
current regulatory requirements and to address any regulatory questions or issues. 

Seismic Risk Assessment and Mitigation Plan 

To provide the state with an agenda for earthquake preparedness, the Oregon Resilience Plan (ORP) was 
developed in 2013 by the Oregon Seismic Safety Policy Advisory Commission. The goals of the ORP are 
to address critical infrastructure needed to supply water in the event of an emergency and identify 
projects that need to be completed in the next 50 years to ensure that water can be supplied to a 
community in the event of a strong earthquake. Scientists have recognized the Cascadia subduction 
zone as an active fault that poses a major geological hazard to Oregon. The ORP addresses 
vulnerabilities of the pipelines, treatment plants, water storage reservoirs, supply wells, and pump 
stations that compose Oregon’s water and wastewater systems and discusses the intervention required 
to increase the resilience of infrastructure in the event of a Cascadia earthquake.  

To assist in the goal of preparing communities, water systems that submit a WSMP to the DWS after 
January 10, 2018, are required to follow guidelines put forth by the DWS. Community water systems 
with more than 300 connections must conduct a seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan if any of 
their existing or proposed facilities are located in areas with moderate to very heavy damage potential 
as determined by the Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral Industries (DOGAMI). A DOGAMI map 
(Map of Earthquake and Tsunami Damage Potential for a Simulated Magnitude 9 Cascadia Earthquake), 
a map of the Prineville area magnified from the DOGAMI map, the ORP executive summary, and 
frequently asked questions are included in Appendix B.  

According to the ORP, central Oregon is located in the eastern zone of the Cascadia Scenario Impact 
Zones. It is anticipated that the eastern zone will experience light damage and would allow rapid 
restoration of services and functions. According to the map included in Appendix B, the City of Prineville 
has one small section of proposed pipeline in an area marked with "moderate" intensity.  This proposed 
pipeline is generally located west and south of the City’s existing wastewater treatment lagoons.  The 
proposed section of pipe is not considered critical as described in the Seismic Risk Assessment and 
Mitigation Plan guidelines set by the DWS; therefore, a Seismic Risk Assessment and Mitigation Plan was 
not conducted as part of this WSMP. 
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Water System Sanitary Survey 

The DWS conducts sanitary surveys of water systems for communities to assist in identifying potential 
contamination sources that may impact water quality. These surveys are generally scheduled to occur 
every five years. 

The City of Prineville's latest water system sanitary survey was conducted on June 4, 2014. The water 
system sanitary survey found the following significant deficiencies to be addressed: 

• The sanitary seal and casing on some City wells was not watertight. The seal was deficient in the 
Barney, Stearns, 4th Street Deep, Ochoco Heights, Yancey, and Lamonta Wells. 

• The unused well within the 100-foot setback of the Stadium Well is not allowed, because its 
construction is unknown.  

• Remove paint stored in Airport Well No. 2, Lamonta Well, and Ochoco Heights Well buildings. 

• Chlorine has not been measured and recorded as required. Although free chlorine residual is 
measured most days, it must be recorded in a log book. 

These deficiencies were corrected by November 18, 2014, or are on an approved corrective action 
schedule. A copy of the full 2014 Water System Sanitary Survey is included in Appendix C. Included in 
the survey is a checklist of sanitary survey items during the inspection of the water system. City staff 
should periodically review the checklist; this will help the City take a proactive approach to these surveys 
and also help to avoid potential future violations. 

Water Demand 

Future water demands, for the purpose of identifying needed future water system improvements, can 
be estimated from past water use data and population projections. Water use data are usually 
expressed in terms of various rates of water used for various periods of time. This allows components of 
the water system to be sized for the maximum demands that will be placed on them. The rates of water 
use that are important in the evaluation of a water supply system are the average daily demand (ADD), 
which is the total amount of water used during a one-year period divided by 365 days; the peak daily 
demand (PDD), which is the maximum total amount of water used during any 24-hour period; and the 
peak hour or peak instantaneous demand, which is a measure of the maximum flow of water at any 
given time. 

Water supply facilities are normally designed for PDD. As a rule, a well would be sized for supplying the 
needed water during the PDD without continuous 24-hour operation. For example, if the water usage 
during high demand summer months required a well pump to operate 18 hours or more per day to keep 
up with the PDD, the situation may warrant the addition of another well or other water supply source to 
provide some backup capability and to not over-stress the well pumping equipment. Booster pumps and 
distribution pipelines are generally sized to deliver peak instantaneous demands, because they must be 
capable of meeting the highest demand. Storage reservoirs are sized to make up the difference between 
water supply capacity and peak water use rates, at a minimum. Additional capacity (reserve) is usually 
provided in water storage reservoirs for both emergencies and fire suppression. 
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Per Capita Water Use 

To be utilized for projecting future water demands, past water use data must be converted to a per 
capita (per person) rate of use. This is done by dividing the average day, peak day, and peak 
instantaneous water use rates by the number of people served by the water system. These water 
demand rates would then be expressed as gallons per capita day (gpcd). These values multiplied by 
a population projected for some future year would then give estimated total demand rates for that 
year. 
 
The Oregon Water Resources Department maintains a database of water use amounts as reported 
by the individual water user or entity. Per this database, the total water use reported by the City for 
the 2016 water year, defined as the period of October 1, 2015, through September 30, 2016, was 
569.3 million gallons.  The most recent water year data were utilized to most accurately represent 
current water demands. For planning purposes, the per capita water use was calculated by dividing 
this 2016 water year use by the net 2017 population served estimate. Therefore, a per capita water 
use of 176 gpcd was used to project future demand needs. 

Historical Average Water Use 

To determine current water demands, customer billing and production records for the City's water 
supply system were reviewed from water years 2005 through 2015. Monthly well production for the 
City of Prineville for 2005 through 2015 is shown on Charts 2-2 through 2-13. A comparison chart for 
all 12 wells is shown on Figure 2-2. 

CHART 2-2   
AIRPORT WELL NO. 1 MONTHLY PRODUCTION   
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CHART 2-3   
AIRPORT WELL NO. 2 MONTHLY PRODUCTION 

 
 

 
CHART 2-4   

AIRPORT WELL NO. 3 MONTHLY PRODUCTION 
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CHART 2-5   
AIRPORT WELL NO. 4 MONTHLY PRODUCTION 

 
 

CHART 2-6   
4TH STREET DEEP WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 
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CHART 2-7   
4TH STREET SHALLOW WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 

 
 

CHART 2-8   
LAMONTA WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 
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CHART 2-9   
OCHOCO WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 

 
CHART 2-10   

STADIUM WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 
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CHART 2-11   
STEARNS WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 

 
 

CHART 2-12   
BARNEY WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 
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CHART 2-13   
YANCEY WELL MONTHLY PRODUCTION 

 

Average Daily Demand 

For this WSMP, the per capita water use of 176 gpcd was selected as the ADD to project future 
demand needs. The City's 176 gpcd average water demand is in the low range of typical demands 
when compared to other cities with water meters in eastern Oregon, as shown on Table 2-2.  

TABLE 2-2   
COMPARATIVE WATER USAGE 

TYPICAL FOR SMALL CITIES IN EASTERN OREGON METERED SYSTEMS 

City 
Average Daily Demand  

(gpcd) 
Peak Daily Demand  

(gpcd) 
Peak Factor 
(peak daily) Population 

Lostine, Oregon 170 545 3.2 250 
Prineville, Oregon 176 405 2.3 8,889 

Adams, Oregon 195 625 3.2 265 
Cove, Oregon 215 628 2.9 594 

Prairie City, Oregon 234 549 2.3 1,195 
Mt. Vernon, Oregon 240 585 2.4 617 

Umatilla, Oregon 210 483 2.3 4,686 
La Grande, Oregon 230 667 2.9 13,238 

Hermiston, Oregon 250 600 2.4 17,730 

Athena, Oregon 250 710 2.8 1,142 
Vale, Oregon 250 625 2.5 1,890 

Island City, Oregon 270 810 3.0 989 
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City 
Average Daily Demand  

(gpcd) 
Peak Daily Demand  

(gpcd) 
Peak Factor 
(peak daily) Population 

John Day, Oregon 270 865 3.2 2,010 
Stanfield, Oregon 240 600 2.5 1,770 
Irrigon, Oregon  290 800 2.8 1,790 
Echo, Oregon  175 525 3.0 700 

Boardman, Oregon 320 960 3.0 3,445 
Hines, Oregon 350 1,600 2.5 1,700 

Joseph, Oregon 375 1,100 2.9 1,060 
Ione, Oregon 461 1,865 4.0 250 

Peak Daily Demand 

PDD usually occurs during a particular day between June through September, which is when water 
use is normally at its greatest due to irrigation and other summer uses. PDD can occur in other 
months, but normally occur during the hottest period of the year. During PDD, the City's wells 
operate continuously, and equalization storage is required to meet demands. A peaking factor was 
determined by dividing the maximum daily demand by the ADD for a given water year. For water 
years 2007 through 2015, the average peaking factor for the City of Prineville was 2.30 (per the 
August 2016 Water Management and Conservation Plan, prepared by GSI Water Solutions, Inc.). For 
the purpose of this WSMP, this 2.30 peaking factor was used to estimate the ADD. 

The ADD and PDD assumed for planning purposes are summarized on Table 2-3. These demands 
have also been summarized as a flow rate to provide the basis for comparison to water supply 
capacity. The assumed service population for determining the actual daily demand rates is 8,889, as 
discussed earlier in this chapter.  

TABLE 2-3   
YEAR 2016 TOTAL AVERAGE AND PEAK DAY DEMAND DATA 

Parameter 

System 
Demand 

(gpcd) 

Total 
Demand  

(gpm) 

Percentage of System 
Capacity (Assumed Total 
Capacity of 3,210 gpm) 

Percentage of System 
Capacity (18 hours per 

day operation) 

ADD 176 1,083 34 45 

PDD 405 2,500 78 103 

gpm = gallons per minute 

Water supply facilities (well pumps) are normally designed to meet PDD without providing 24-hour 
service. It is preferable that well pumps operate a maximum of 18 hours per day, if possible. The 
current total production capability of the valley floor and airport area is approximately 1,440 gpm 
and 1,770 gpm, respectively. The combined capacity is 3,210 gpm. When assuming an 18-hour 
operation, the total capacity is reduced by 25 percent.  This capacity can meet the current ADD but 
does not meet the PDD assuming an 18-hour maximum operation.  

Description of Customers Served 

The City of Prineville's water service accounts, as of 2016, are summarized on Table 2-4. The 
percentage breakdown is also provided on Table 2-4.  
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TABLE 2-4   
WATER ACCOUNT INFORMATION 

Account Type Number of Accounts Percent of Total Accounts Percent of Water Use in 2016 

Residential 3,003 85 60.1 

Commercial  499 14 30.1 

Large Commercial 16 <1 9.8 

TOTAL 3,518 100 100 

The commercial users noted on Table 2-4 consist of schools, churches, City property, and 
businesses. As shown on Table 2-4, residential water users account for approximately 85 percent of 
the total water users in the City, while commercial and large commercial users account for 
approximately 15 percent. However, residential water use only accounts for approximately 
60 percent of water use, while commercial and large commercial account for the remaining 
40 percent.  

Fire Demand 

Fire Protection Ratings 

Flow rates for fire suppression in residential, commercial, and large commercial areas within 
developed communities are usually determined from the size, density, and occupancy of buildings, 
type of construction materials, and desired fire insurance rating. Incorporated cities and some rural 
areas are given a fire suppression rating by Insurance Services Office, Inc. (ISO). The rating is used by 
insurance companies to determine the cost for providing fire insurance to home and business 
owners. ISO's fire suppression rating schedule is used to review those features of available public 
fire protection that have a significant influence on minimizing damage once a fire has begun. These 
features include receiving and handling fire alarms; the fire district's manpower, equipment and 
training; and the capability of the water system to provide the needed fire flows. 

ISO periodically evaluates fire suppression capabilities of incorporated cities and rural fire districts. 
The numerical ratings range from Class 1 to Class 10, with Class 1 indicating the highest fire 
suppression capability and Class 10 the lowest. The rating for Class 1 through Class 8 represents a 
fire suppression system that includes a Fire Suppression Rating Schedule, creditable dispatch center, 
fire department, and water supply. The number assigned to the community will depend on the 
community’s score on a 100-point scale. The score is based on the ISO's evaluation of the 
community according to a uniform set of criteria, incorporating nationally recognized standards 
developed by the National Fire Protection Association and the American Water Works Association. A 
Class 10 rating is reserved for unprotected areas that have no fire department and no water supply 
system. Most protected areas outside of cities have a Class 9 rating, and most small rural cities with 
municipal water systems are rated Class 8, 7, or 6, depending on the strength of their water system 
and fire department. The ISO rating for the City of Prineville, based on the 2013 evaluation, is Class 
4/8b. Class 8b is a special classification that recognizes a superior level of fire protection in areas 
otherwise classified as Class 9.  The ISO rating information is presented in Appendix D. 

ISO's fire suppression rating schedule evaluates the City's fire department capabilities and the 
domestic water supply capacity on an approximately equal basis (50 percent and 40 percent of the 
rating schedule, respectively). To reduce the cost of fire insurance in a community, improvements 
usually must be made to the fire department, the water system, or both, depending on their present 
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condition. It is difficult to determine possible fire insurance savings on commercial buildings, 
because the insurance costs are determined by many other factors related to the type of occupancy 
and the type of building construction.  

Recommended Fire Flows 

ISO also recommends fire flows for various conditions in both residential and commercial settings. 
Recommended fire flows for residential areas are set forth in the 2012 ISO Schedule as shown 
below. 

Distance Between Buildings Required Fire Flows 
Over 30 feet 500 gpm 
21 to 30 feet 750 gpm 
11 to 20 feet 1,000 gpm 

10 feet or less 1,500 gpm 

Recommended fire flows for commercial buildings are based on many factors including building size, 
construction materials used, and what is housed in the building. 

The International Fire Code (IFC) requires a minimum flow of 1,000 gpm in residential areas and a 
minimum of 1,500 gpm for a minimum of two hours in all other occupancies. These requirements 
increase with square footage of the building and can be quite large for commercial and institutional 
buildings (schools). These fire flows must be maintained with a system-wide minimum of 20 pounds 
per square inch (psi) residual pressure. Attaining the required fire flows for commercial areas may 
not be realistically achievable. The IFC has an allowance for decreases in fire flows for small 
communities (if approved by the local fire chief), where development of full fire flows is impractical. 

The 2004 ISO Hydrant Flow Data Summary recommends needed fire flow protection rates for both 
residential and commercial districts to receive full credit ratings. ISO does not consider needed fire 
flows over 3,500 gpm in determining the Public Protection classification for cities. The fire flow 
design criterion for this WSMP is based on the typical maximum fire flow recommended by ISO, 
which is 3,500 gpm for a three-hour duration. This maximum fire flow is typically recommended for 
school areas and other high-density development. 

Available Fire Flow 

The City routinely tests fire hydrants to help ensure the hydrants remain operable and to estimate 
available fire flows. Fire hydrant flushing and flow testing data were provided by the City for this 
WSMP. Based on the test results, the City of Prineville's water system is generally able to deliver 
water flows ranging from approximately 95 to 3,500 gpm at individual fire hydrants while 
maintaining working distribution system pressures from 50 to 65 psi. A copy of the fire hydrant flow 
test results is included in Appendix E. Refer to Chapter 5 for a more detailed discussion of fire flow 
capacity. 

Design Criteria 

In establishing design standards for a water system, primary consideration must be given to state and 
federal rules and regulations governing water quality and construction standards for water systems. 
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These regulations, as previously stated, are set by both the EPA and DWS. In addition to these public 
health and safety requirements, many other factors control the design parameters for municipal water 
systems. The City must evaluate factors such as financial feasibility, philosophy and policies of the City 
Council, past system performance and service, and expectations of the water users. All of these factors 
are important and can influence the standards by which water system improvements are made.  

Figure 2-3 presents a summary of the water system design criteria for evaluating the existing water 
system and developing improvements to satisfy present and future needs. Application of these criteria is 
discussed further in the specific chapters that address the water supply and treatment, storage, and 
distribution system facilities. Figure 2-3 presents design criteria based on the estimated present service 
population of 10,958 and present estimated ADD and PDD. Design criteria are shown for the year 2037 
based on a 0.7 (2015 through 2035) and 0.1 (2035 through 2065) AAGR in the City. Storage volumes are 
derived from calculations summarized in Chapter 4. The design criteria presented on Figure 2-3 are used 
as base information in later chapters for evaluating existing and future system needs and capability.  
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SUMMARY OF DESIGN CRITERIA 

FIGURE 
2-3 

Existing 
Connected 

Population 20171

Existing 
Connected 

Population with 
Improvements 

20172

Existing Connected 
Population with 

Improvements and 
Anticipated 

Connections within 
Urban Growth 

Boundary 20173

Future Connected 
Population with 

Improvements and 
Anticipated Connections 

within Urban Growth 
Boundary 20374

Design Population 8,889 9,946 10,440 11,752
Supply
Total Water Production 2016 
(MG)5

569.3 - - -

Percent Annual Water Use - 
Residential6

60.1%

Percent Annual Water Use - 
Commercial6

30.1%

Percent Annual Water Use - Large 
Commercial6

9.8%

Average Total Daily Demand 
(gpcd)

176

Average Residential Daily Demand 
(gpcd)

106 106 106 106

Average Residential Daily Flow 
(gpd)

937,395 1,054,297 1,106,605 1,245,701

Average Commerical Flow (gpd) 469,478 469,478 469,478 767,794
Average Large Commercial Flow 
(gpd)

152,853 152,853 152,853 475,632

Average Total Daily Flow (gpm) 1,083 1,164 1,201 1,729
Peak Residential Daily Demand7 

(gpcd)
244 244 244 244

Peak Residential Daily Flow (gpd) 2,169,036 2,426,873 2,547,279 2,867,463

Peak Commercial Daily Flow (gpd) 1,079,798 1,079,798 1,079,798 1,765,926

Peak Large Commercial Daily 
Flow (gpd)

351,562 351,562 351,562 1,093,953

Peak Daily Flow (gpm) 2,500 2,679 2,763 3,977

Peak Hourly Flow8 (gpm) 4,626 4,957 5,111 7,358
Estimated Supply Flow 
Available9(gpm)

3,765 3,765 3,765 3,765

Estimated Supply Flow Required10 

(gpm)
3,334 3,572 3,684 5,303

Fire Demand
   Residential (gpm) 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
   Commercial/Public (gpm) 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500
   Duration (hour) 3 3 3 3
Minimum Residual Line Pressure 
Under Peak Demands Plus Fire 
Flow (psi)

20 20 20 20

SUMMARY OF DESIGN CRITERIA
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Storage 
Equalization Storage11 (gal) 129,076 178,764 201,967 538,957

Operating Storage12 (gal) 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000

Fire Reserve13 (gal) 630,000 630,000 630,000 630,000

Dead Storage14 (gal) 225,000 225,000 225,000 225,000

Emergency Reserve15 (gal) 1,559,726 1,676,628 1,728,935 2,489,127

Total Recommended Storage16 

(gal)
3,043,802 3,210,392 3,285,902 4,383,084

Existing Available 
Storage (gal) 4,500,000 4,500,000 4,500,000 4,500,000

MG = million gallons
gal = gallons
gpcd = gallons per capita day
gpd = gallons per day
gpm = gallons per minute
psi = pounds per square inch

81.85 times peak daily flow.

2Existing Connected Population with Improvements 2017 includes all residences within the city limits 
that could be served plus the number of residences located outside the city limits currently connected 
to water (120).

6City of Prineville 2016 water year metered flow records.

5Oregon Water Resources Department entity water use report from October 2015 through September 
2016.

133,500 gpm flow for 3-hour duration, assuming only storage is used.

9Alluvial aquifer underlying the Prineville valley floor (1,440 gpm) and the Airport Area Aquifer System 
(2,325 gpm). The City has a total authorized rate of appropriation of approximately 8,671 gpm (19.32 
cfs) under their current water rights. The water rights limitations for the airport wells currently cap 
production capacity at 3,164 gpm (7.05 cfs).
10Total capacity required to operate well pumps a maximum of 18 hours per day and meet peak 
demands.
11Difference between peak hourly flow and available supply for a 2-1/2-hour period.

7August 2016 Water Management and Conservation Plan, prepared for the City of Prineville by GSI 
Water Solutions, Inc.

1Existing Connected Population 2017 was found by utilizing City billing reports to find the number of 
residences within the city limits not connected to water (421) and the number of residences located 
outside  the city limits connected to water (120).  According to the Population Research Center (PRC) 
the average person per household within the City is 2.51.  The certified population for 2016 was 9,645. 
For planning purposes, this population is utilized as the 2017 population.

4The Future Connected Population with Improvements and Anticipated Connections within Urban 
Growth Boundary 2037 was found by utilizing the average annual growth rate values declared by the 
PRC. 

3Existing Connected Population with Improvements and Anticipated Connections within Urban Growth 
Boundary 2017 includes all residences within the city limits that could be served, plus the number of 
residences located outside the city limits currently connected to water (120), plus residences directly 
outside the city limits that could be served in the future (assumed to be 20 percent of total residences 
in the urban growth boundary, which equates to 197 residences). 

16Equalization volume plus operational storage plus emergency reserve plus fire reserve plus dead 
storage

14Assumes 5 percent of overall system storage volume. This volume is not considered usable for 
consumption.
15One-day supply at average daily demand, assuming only storage is used.

12Breakdown of operating storage per tank per the March 2006 Water System Master Plan Update..
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Chapter 3 - Water Supply and Treatment 

Introduction 

This chapter includes a description of the City of Prineville's present water supply sources, water rights, 
treatment systems, and a discussion of the water system's capacity to meet present and future needs. 
The City's current water supply system consists of production from water wells located in the City.  The 
only treatment currently required for the well water is chlorination for distribution system residual 
maintenance and disinfection purposes. 

Present Water Supply System and Treatment 

General 

The City of Prineville's water supply currently comes from two groundwater sources supplied by 
11 production wells. Seven wells pump water from the alluvial aquifer underlying the Prineville 
valley floor. Four additional wells pump water from the Airport Area Aquifer System, located on the 
plateau west of the City adjacent to the Prineville Airport. The locations of the City's production 
wells are shown on Figures 1-2A and 1-2B in Chapter 1. The City does not have any interconnections 
with other municipal water supply systems. 

Although the City also holds surface water rights for the use of water from the Crooked River, 
Prineville Reservoir, and Ochoco Creek, surface water is not currently used as a source for its 
municipal water supply system (surface water rights are primarily used for agricultural purposes). 

Prineville Valley Floor Aquifer 

The Prineville Valley floor aquifer is located within the alluvial deposits that have filled the Crooked 
River valley. The alluvial system contains a shallow, unconfined aquifer and a deeper, confined 
aquifer. The majority of water production in the valley is from the deeper, confined aquifer, 
including six of the seven City's valley floor municipal production wells and one additional well 
currently under construction. The City also has one municipal production well (the 4th Street 
Shallow Well) completed in the shallow aquifer system. The unconfined aquifer system's water 
levels are influenced by numerous creeks and river systems present in the valley. The confined 
aquifer system has a seasonal water level fluctuation pattern. Water levels are near ground surface 
during late winter and spring and then decline during the summer. The valley water levels typically 
recover fully each year.  Although this valley aquifer appears to be able to support the current level 
of production, the City continues to monitor the long-term resiliency of the alluvial aquifer system. 

Airport Area Aquifer System 

The Airport Area Aquifer System is a sequence of permeable materials deposited at the base of a 
narrow ancestral paleochannel that existed beneath the plateau in the vicinity of the Prineville 
Airport. The deposits within the ancestral canyon are part of the eastern edge of the older 
Deschutes Formation.  The groundwater flow system within the ancestral canyon is present in the 
more permeable deposits found at the base of the paleochannel. The City's Airport Area production 
wells are located in two distinct waterbearing units: the fractured basalt flow located at the bottom 
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of the ancestral canyon (lower aquifer) and the coarse sand and gravel deposit that represents the 
ancestral river's alluvial channel deposits (upper aquifer). 

Critical Groundwater Areas 

The City's wells are not located in an area designated by the Oregon Water Resources Department 
(OWRD) as a critical groundwater area or groundwater limited area.  However, the wells are located 
within the Upper Deschutes River Basin, which is regulated under the OWRD's Deschutes Basin 
Groundwater Mitigation Program. 

Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation Program  

A joint OWRD and U.S. Geological Survey study of the Upper Deschutes Basin (Deschutes 
Groundwater Study Area) determined that the high permeability of the Deschutes Formation also 
results in a hydraulic connection between groundwater and surface water. Specifically, the OWRD 
concluded that groundwater uses within the groundwater study area have the potential for 
substantial interference with surface water rights and will reduce scenic waterway flows unless 
mitigation is provided, as defined in Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR) Chapter 690, Division 505. 
As a consequence, new groundwater permits are conditioned to require mitigation that meets the 
OWRD's requirements. 

The City of Prineville and surrounding lands are located within the Upper Deschutes Basin 
Groundwater Study Area. The City provides mitigation in the Crooked River zone of impact for water 
pumped from its Airport Area Aquifer System wells and will need to provide mitigation for 
groundwater withdrawals under any new groundwater permit. 

Currently, the City is in the process of obtaining a water right for the release of up to 5,100 acre-feet 
(AF) of stored water from Prineville Reservoir for groundwater pumping (downstream fish and 
wildlife use) mitigation. The City anticipates the application will result in 5,100 AF of mitigation 
credits. These mitigation credits are part of the federal Crooked River Collaborative Water Security 
and Jobs Act of 2014 and required a change in use of the storage right for Prineville Reservoir 
through a transfer and a new secondary water right to establish mitigation credits.  Currently, the 
secondary water right application (Application S-88402) is pending. 

Valley Floor Wells 

The City's seven valley floor wells currently provide approximately half of the City's water supply, 
with each well capable of providing between 90 and 340 gallons per minute (gpm). Only two of the 
City's valley floor wells were drilled within the last 30 years, as the City has developed new supply 
from the Airport Area Aquifer System in recent years. The valley floor wells range in depth from 
228 to 280 feet, with the exception of the 4th Street Shallow Well, which is used sparingly. Well logs 
for all of the City's municipal water supply wells are included in Appendix F. 

Figure 3-1 shows estimated current production capacity for the wells connected to the municipal 
water system. The City considers its most reliable valley floor wells to be the Barney, Stearns, 
Stadium, 4th Street Deep, Yancey, and Lamonta wells. Additionally, the City can utilize the 4th Street 
Shallow Well if needed, although the city limits the use of the well to peak demand periods. The 



City of Prineville, Oregon 
Water System Master Plan Chapter 3 

 

8/3/2018  Anderson Perry & Associates, Inc. 
G:\Clients\Prineville\W-WW\1260-15 W-WW Planning\Reports\WSMP\Report.docx  Page 3-3 

current combined capacity of the City's valley floor wells is approximately 3.21 cubic feet per second 
(cfs).  

Airport Wells 

The City's four Airport Area Aquifer System wells (Airport Wells No. 1 through 4) currently provide 
the other half of the City's water supply, although the volume supplied by the Airport wells has been 
increasing over the past 10 years as the City has developed its groundwater rights for the Airport 
Area Aquifer System. The Airport wells range in depth from 546 to 703 feet deep, and draw water 
from the upper and lower water-bearing units within the ancestral Crooked River channel, as 
described previously in this chapter. The well in the fractured basalt flow (Airport Well No. 3) 
produces 285 gpm, and the wells in the course sand and gravel deposits produce up to 1,100 gpm. 

Airport Wells No. 1 through 4 have a combined instantaneous capacity of 5.18 cfs. However, all four 
wells are not operated simultaneously due to water right constraints. The City's current water rights 
for its Airport wells limit the production capacity to a maximum withdrawal rate of 3.95 cfs.  

Therefore, the City's current municipal water supply wells have a combined production capacity of 
8.39 cfs; however, the water rights limitations for the Airport wells currently cap production 
capacity at 7.05 cfs. 

Disinfection and Treatment 

Treatment of the well supply sources has been designated as residual maintenance chlorination by 
the Oregon Health Authority - Drinking Water Services (DWS).  This means the source water does 
not require treatment and, therefore, chlorine contact time is not required.  Chlorination is 
completed at each well source through injection of a sodium hypochlorite solution for the purpose 
of preventing the potential development of algae and pathogens in the distribution system.  
Chlorine residuals are measured and recorded regularly to help ensure chlorine levels are 
maintained appropriately. 

Well Maintenance 

Well Capacity 

Wells require periodic maintenance to keep them functioning properly and working efficiently. 
Many wells, particularly wells that source their water from an alluvial aquifer, have a tendency to 
lose efficiency over time. The result of lost efficiency is either decreased yield (gpm) or greater 
pumping drawdown. This results in higher pumping costs and loss of production.  

Specific capacity (production in gpm per foot of drawdown) is a measure of the well's ability to yield 
water. Wells can lose efficiency and capacity for a variety of reasons, including mechanical clogging, 
bacterial clogging, and loss of pump efficiency. Observing changes in a well's specific capacity over 
time will alert a well owner of developing well efficiency problems.  

It is recommended the City perform specific capacity pumping tests either annually or biannually on 
each well. The results should be recorded and plotted on a graph over time. A specific capacity test 
is performed by pumping the well using the existing well pump and documenting the static water 
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levels, drawdown, and pumping rate of the well. This is best done during a period when the well has 
been sitting idle for a reasonable period of time (e.g., one week). The idle time is needed to 
normalize the well's static water level. Noting a reduction in specific capacity will indicate problems 
with the well or pumping system and the need to take corrective action before the problem 
becomes irreversible and also to minimize operating costs.  

Rehabilitation work may include a variety of approaches, depending on the nature of lost efficiency. 
Rehabilitation work may be accomplished using mechanical cleaning or non-mechanical methods 
such as shocking with percussion apparatuses, chemical addition, or chlorination. In some cases, it 
may be necessary to use a combination of mechanical and non-mechanical methods. Generally, the 
longer rehabilitation work is delayed, the greater the risk that the lost capacity cannot be recovered. 
Tracking well production over time by performing this specific capacity test provides good 
information to project forward and budget for a maintenance activity that may be required on the 
well. If specific capacity has not decreased but pumping rates have, this may indicate a problem with 
the pump rather than the well. 

Static Water Level Trends 

Prineville Valley Floor Aquifer 

The Prineville Valley floor aquifer has a seasonal water level fluctuation pattern. Water levels are 
near ground surface during late winter and spring and then decline during the summer. The valley 
floor aquifer water levels typically recover fully each year.  Although this valley floor aquifer appears 
to be able to support the current level of production, the City needs to continue to monitor the 
long-term resiliency of the alluvial aquifer system. 

Airport Area Aquifer System 

Water levels in the Airport Area Aquifer System fluctuate seasonally, with the water tables dropping 
during the summer period, and then recovering during the winter period.  In addition to the 
seasonal fluctuations, the water levels in both of the Airport Area aquifers have shown a long-term 
decline over the past three years of monitoring. Water levels have declined at average rates of more 
than 3.5 feet per year in the upper aquifer and slightly less than 1 foot per year in the lower aquifer 
during the 3-year groundwater mitigation plan data collection effort. Factors that are likely 
contributing to the measured declines include climate fluctuations (short- and long-term) and an 
increase in annual production from these aquifers. The precipitation record from the Prineville 
valley indicates the Prineville area has been in a drying trend between 1998 and 2016, which may be 
one reason for the observed long-term water level decline. However, the recent increases in annual 
production from these aquifers may also be a contributing factor to the observed declining water 
level trend. A longer term water level dataset that includes a wet climate cycle will assist in further 
assessment of these relationships.  The City needs to continue to monitor water levels in the Airport 
Area Aquifer System to further understand and evaluate both current and long-term trends.  

Water Rights 

The City of Prineville holds 30 water rights for the use of both groundwater and surface water for 
municipal, irrigation, group domestic, and industrial supply. Of these 30 water rights, a majority are for 
either municipal or irrigation purposes. The City's water rights are summarized on Figures 3-1 and 3-2 
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and are described in more detail in the following sections. Copies of the water rights certificates are 
included in Appendix G. 

Municipal Water Rights 

The City currently holds a total of 12 groundwater rights for municipal use, which include 
9 certificates and 3 groundwater permits. The City's municipal water supply currently comes from 
groundwater supplied by 11 wells, appropriating water under 9 of the City's municipal use water 
rights with a total authorized rate of appropriation of 19.32 cfs. Although the City has municipal use 
water rights authorizing 19.32 cfs, current production capacity of the associated wells is 
approximately 8.39 cfs. However, the water rights limitations for the Airport wells currently cap 
production capacity at 7.05 cfs. 

Prineville Valley Floor Aquifer Groundwater Rights 

The City holds six water right certificates and one permit (Permit G-11993) for the use of water for 
the municipal supply from the Prineville Valley floor alluvial aquifer. These Valley floor aquifer water 
rights total 5.13 cfs. The current combined production capacity of the City's valley floor wells is 
3.21 cfs; therefore, there is 1.92 cfs in excess water rights capacity available for use in the valley's 
alluvial aquifer. With the exception of Permit G-11993, all of the City's alluvial aquifer water rights 
are certificated. Permit G-11993 was partially perfected, with Certificate 87714 issued in 2012. An 
application for extension of time is currently pending for the remaining, unperfected portion of 
Permit G-11993. 

Airport Area Aquifer System Groundwater Rights 

The City also holds two groundwater permits in the Airport Area Aquifer System: Permit G-17577 
(commonly referred to as Permit A) and Permit G-17236 (commonly referred to as Permit B). Permit 
G-17577 is for the use of up to 1.715 cfs up to a maximum total annual volume of 1,242 AF from 
four wells (Airport Wells No. 1 through No. 4) in the Airport Area Aquifer System. Both Permits 
G-17577 and Permit G-17236 require mitigation under the Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation 
Program (OARs Chapter 690, Division 505) and, therefore, the permits contain a maximum annual 
volume limit.  

Permit G-17236 is for the use of up to 12.48 cfs for up to 9 wells, with the following limitations: use 
of a maximum of 5.57 cfs from Airport Wells No. 1 through 4 and proposed Wells No. 5 through 7, a 
maximum of 2.23 cfs (1,000 gpm) in total from Airport Wells No. 1 through 4, a maximum of 1.11 cfs 
in total from Wells No. 5 and 6, and a maximum of 2.23 cfs from Well No. 7. There are no well-
specific rate limitations on Wells No. 8 and 9. The maximum annual volume under Permit G-17236 is 
3,682.7 AF. Currently, only Airport Wells No. 1 through 4 (the same wells authorized under Permit 
G-17577) are constructed and utilized, with a combined capacity of approximately 5.18 cfs 
(2,325 gpm). Proposed Wells No. 5 through 9 would appropriate water from the Deschutes Regional 
Aquifer, located west of the Airport Area Aquifer System. A map showing the current authorized 
location of Wells No. 1 through 9 is provided on Figure 3-3. 

Although the physical pumping capacity of the Airport wells is 2,325 gpm, the City's water rights for 
the Airport Area Aquifer System are limited by both the maximum rate and volume authorized by 
water right. Permits G-17236 and G-17577 have a combined rate limitation of 1,770 gpm. The City's 
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Airport Wells No. 1 through 4 do not pump simultaneously. During periods of peak demand, the City 
is able to operate Well No. 4 in combination with Well No. 2, or in combination with Wells No. 1 and 
3 to maximize the rate of production under Permits G-17236 and G-17577.  

Additionally, under the Deschutes Basin Groundwater Mitigation Program, the City must provide 
mitigation pursuant to the rules in OAR Chapter 690, Division 505. To date, the City has provided 
263.6 mitigation credits under Permit G-17577 and 340.3 credits under Permit G-17236. The City 
must provide mitigation for the OWRD's estimate of consumptive use. The OWRD has generally 
determined the use of water for year-round municipal supply is 40 percent consumptive, so with the 
mitigation currently provided the City can appropriate a maximum of 1,509.8 AF from the Airport 
Area Aquifer wells. In 2015, the City appropriated 816.5 AF from this source. 

Municipal Water Rights for Wells Not Connected to the City Municipal Water Supply 
System 

The City also holds four additional municipal use groundwater certificates that are not currently 
being used to supply water to the City's municipal water system. These rights are used to supply 
water for industrial use or are not used by the City due to water quality, production, or other issues. 
One of these rights is a surface water withdrawal from Ochoco Creek. Figure 3-2 provides further 
details regarding these water rights. Because these water rights are not used to supply water to the 
City's municipal system, they are not discussed further in this Water System Master Plan (WSMP). 
Although the wells associated with these groundwater rights are not connected to the City's 
municipal system, the water rights associated with the wells may be utilized at other points of 
appropriation in the Prineville Valley floor aquifer through a water right transfer, should the City 
develop additional wells from that source of supply over the long-term.  

Other City Water Rights 

The City holds one certificate and two groundwater permits for uses that include group domestic, 
industrial, fire protection, and sewerage (see Figure 3-2). Because these water rights are not used to 
supply water to the City's municipal system, they are not discussed further in this WSMP.   

Irrigation Water Rights 

There are 16 water right certificates for primary irrigation of 864.6 acres and supplemental irrigation 
of 257.8 acres on City-owned lands. These rights are all surface water rights, with the exception of 
one supplemental irrigation right associated with a groundwater well. These irrigation water rights 
are summarized on Figure 3-2. The City uses these rights, in combination with reclaimed water, to 
irrigate City-owned lands. Both the City golf course and pasture lands near the wastewater 
treatment plant are irrigated with surface water in this manner. The City leases the majority of acres 
to which the surface water rights are appurtenant for farming purposes. Because these water rights 
are not used to supply water to the City's municipal system, they are not discussed further in this 
WSMP. 
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Water Supply Analytical Testing 

General Supply Well Testing Data 

Summaries of analytical data related to the City's water quality testing were obtained from the DWS 
website.  The City's well sources have been sampled for the constituents required by the DWS, 
including total and fecal coliforms, volatile organic compounds synthetic organic compounds, 
inorganic compounds, radiological agents, pesticides, fluoride, nitrates, nitrites, arsenic, asbestos, 
and several metals.  

As shown in the City's testing data, most of the constituents were not detected in samples obtained 
from the wells.  Of those detected, the concentrations were significantly less than their 
corresponding U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) primary drinking water maximum 
contaminant levels (MCL).  Based on the latest chemical results, groundwater from the City's supply 
wells does not contain bacteriological or chemical constituents at concentrations greater than the 
corresponding EPA primary drinking water MCL.  The DWS water quality testing summaries are 
presented in Appendix H. 

Distribution System Water Quality Testing 

Although the distribution system is discussed in greater detail in Chapter 5, a brief discussion of 
water distribution system sample analytical testing is presented herein for completeness.  The City 
routinely obtains samples from the water distribution system for analysis of total coliform and fecal 
coliforms.  In general, coliforms are not present in routine water distribution system samples, 
although the water has tested positive for total coliforms in the past, but not recently. These past 
positive test results were reported to the DWS, and the DWS recorded the positive test as an alert, 
although it was not considered a violation.  Total coliform bacteria are commonly found in the 
environment (e.g., soil or vegetation) and are generally harmless.  When only total coliform bacteria 
are detected in drinking water, the likely source is environmental, and fecal contamination is not 
likely.  However, if environmental contamination can enter the system, that may indicate there is a 
way for pathogens to enter the system and, therefore, it is important to find the source and resolve 
the issue. 

The City also obtains samples from the distribution system for chemical analysis of disinfection 
byproducts (DBP), asbestos, lead, and copper.  From 1993 through 2015, all detected concentrations 
of DBP, asbestos, lead, and copper were less than their corresponding EPA action levels.  Results 
from the City's coliform, lead, and copper tests are summarized in the DWS water quality testing 
summaries in Appendix H. 

Source Water Assessment Interim Report  

The 1996 amendments to the Safe Drinking Water Act required states to provide the information 
needed by public water systems to develop source water assessments if they chose to do so. The 
information provided in the source water assessment includes identification of the area most critical to 
maintaining safe drinking water (i.e., the Drinking Water Protection Area [DWPA]), an inventory of 
potential sources of contamination within the DWPA, and an assessment of the relative threat that 
these potential sources pose to the water system. The DWS is the principal agency involved with source 
water assessments in Oregon. As part of the source water assessment, the DWS developed time of 
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travel delineations for the City of Prineville's water supply wells. In 2014, the DWS certified the City's 
updated DWPA designated time of travel delineations. The City also completed an Inventory of Potential 
Contaminant Sources associated with the updated DWPA time of travel delineations in 2014. A copy of 
the Source Water Assessment Interim Report (Report) is included in Appendix I.  

The Report includes information related to the City's water sources, including delineation of the source 
water protection area, a sensitivity analysis, an inventory of potential contamination sources, and the 
susceptibility of the drinking water sources. Refer to Appendix I for information relative to the City's 
water supply well source aquifers present beneath the Prineville area. The DWPA delineations are 
intended to identify the area that supplies the system's drinking water. The DWPA is designated for 
projected 1-, 2-, 5-, and 10-year time of travel periods for water from the aquifer to enter Prineville's 
water supply sources. Figures showing the DWPA, the times of travel for groundwater to the wells, and 
potential contamination sources are included in the Report in Appendix I. 

The City utilizes the local groundwater aquifer to supply water to the system. Because groundwater 
sources can be susceptible and sensitive to contamination, it is important to understand and protect the 
groundwater systems the local population relies on for their drinking water. Potential contaminant 
sources for each City well were identified and labeled on figures in the Inventory of Potential 
Contaminant Sources included in the Report located in Appendix H. Potential contaminant sources 
identified by the Report include leaking underground storage tank sites, commercial and industrial 
properties, and agricultural facilities. The full list of potential contaminant sources can be found on 
tables associated with the Report. 

The documents conclude the City of Prineville's water system obtains water from several local aquifers 
that could be impacted by the release of contaminates on the ground or into the subsurface.  Several 
high to moderate risk potential contaminant sources were identified within the protection area of 
several of the City's water wells. 

Water Supply Reliability 

The reliability of the water supply is one of the most important components of any water system. 
Because the health and safety of the community depends on a reliable water source, high priority 
should be given to help ensure a municipal water system always has the ability to meet the water needs 
of its customers. A number of factors, such as mechanical failures, water quality concerns, power 
outages, primary water transmission line failures, etc., can affect the reliability of a water supply. It is 
nearly impossible to ensure 100 percent reliability of any system. However, having proper system 
components can reduce the risk of a water supply failure.  

The City of Prineville uses shallow wells for their water supply. In general, a groundwater well source is 
less susceptible to seasonal fluctuations in weather patterns, drought, or contamination than a surface 
water source. The water levels in the City's wells do have some seasonal fluctuations; however, over 
time, the static water levels have remained fairly constant (with the exception of the Airport Area 
Aquifer System). Although the City's water sources have been reliable, certain events could affect the 
City's water supply. When evaluating the system's performance, potential weaknesses were identified as 
follows: 

1. Transmission line failure 

2. Source contamination 
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3. Equipment failure at the Airport Area Aquifer System wells and/or valley floor wells  

4. Booster pump station equipment failure 

5. Contamination in reservoirs and distribution system 

6. High demand and low storage volume 

The supply has been able to meet system demands, but there is no available capacity to accommodate 
growth and additional demands, as discussed later in this chapter.  Currently, the existing water system 
components provide the City with a good degree of redundancy, but there is limited ability to deliver 
the water supply from the Airport Area Aquifer System wells to the other zones within the City. In the 
event of a power outage, the City currently has a backup power system at the Airport Area Aquifer 
System wells and the valley floor wells.  

Reservoir storage is further discussed in Chapter 4, and the distribution system and delivery of water 
supply from the Airport Area Aquifer System wells to other zones within the City are discussed in detail 
in Chapter 5. 

Water Supply Alternatives 

Taking into consideration the water rights limitations, the City does not have enough source capacity to 
meet current demands at this time.  As discussed earlier, it is desirable to design a system with enough 
source capacity to provide for peak daily demands without requiring the well pumps to operate 24 hours 
per day.  As shown on Figure 2-3 in Chapter 2, the peak daily flow requirements, assuming the wells 
operate 18 hours per day, is estimated to be approximately 3,330 gpm and 5,300 gpm for current and 
projected future (2037), respectively. As previously discussed, the current combined instantaneous 
water right withdrawal allowance from all well sources is 3,210 gpm with an available pumping capacity 
of 3,765 gpm. Therefore, the City peak day demands currently exceed the available permitted supply 
capacity and are anticipated to exceed the well pumping capacity in the near future, assuming the 
recommended daily operating time limit of 18 hours is implemented.  It appears the City will need to 
develop an additional 2,090 gpm of source capacity to meet the 20-year projected demands.  The City 
should immediately begin the process of increasing its supply capacity to meet the current and 
projected demands.  The following alternatives were evaluated to meet this objective: 

 Develop Additional Well Sources Alternative 

An alternative potential available to the City is to develop additional well source(s) to increase 
capacity.  The City has recently drilled exploratory wells in the Prineville Valley floor aquifer to 
determine the viability of developing additional wells from this source with limited success.  The 
exploratory wells have not yielded adequate water to justify the cost of developing production 
wells.  Due to the relatively small amounts of water produced from the existing wells and the limited 
success of the exploratory wells drilled, the City has concluded that developing additional wells to 
utilize water from the Prineville Valley floor aquifer would not likely be cost-effective and probably 
is not a viable, long-term solution to solve the City's need for more source capacity.   

Drilling and developing additional wells to appropriate water from the Deschutes Regional Aquifer is 
an option the City could consider.  As discussed above, Wells No. 1 through 4 have a physical 
pumping capacity of 2,325 gpm, but are limited by the water right permit to an instantaneous water 
right withdrawal rate of 1,770 gpm.  Water rights from proposed Wells No. 5 through 7 (see 
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Figure 3-3), allow no more than 500 gpm in total from Wells No. 5 and 6, and no more than 
1,000 gpm from Well No. 7, or 1,500 gpm total. There are no well-specific rate limitations on 
proposed Wells No. 8 and 9.  Well No. 7 would be the most feasible well to drill and develop as it has 
the closest proximity to the City and would require the shortest pipeline to allow it to be connected 
to the City's water system, and it also has double the available water right when compared to Wells 
No. 5 and 6.  As shown on Figure 3-3, all of the proposed wells would require miles of pipeline to be 
constructed to connect them to the City's system.  These pipelines would have a high capital cost to 
construct and, unless Well No. 8 or 9 was connected, would not provide the City with the long-term 
capacity needed to meet the projected demands.  For these reasons, the development of these 
proposed wells does not appear to be the most cost-effective option potentially available to the 
City.  

Shallow Groundwater Source(s) Adjacent to the Crooked River Alternative 

As discussed earlier, the City is currently in the process of obtaining a water right for the release of 
up to 5,100 AF of stored water from Prineville Reservoir for mitigation for groundwater pumping 
(downstream fish and wildlife use). The City anticipates the application will result in 5,100 AF of 
mitigation credits.  

These anticipated mitigation credits will provide the opportunity for the City to permit and develop 
additional groundwater source(s).  These future groundwater supply source(s) will likely include 
shallow well(s) (or a similar collection system) in the valley and near the Crooked River.  

A study to evaluate the potential to develop shallow groundwater supply source(s) coupled with 
aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) is being completed outside of this WSMP.  That study will 
provide detailed analysis of the feasibility of developing the shallow groundwater supply source(s), 
the best method(s) for developing the source(s) [i.e., wells, infiltration gallery, treatment 
requirements, etc.], the estimated costs of developing the source(s) and whether ASR is a viable 
solution for providing more available groundwater during peak pumping times.   

Until this pending study is completed, it will not be known for certain, but at this point, it appears 
the most feasible potential additional source(s) of supply available to the City will be from shallow 
groundwater hydraulically connected to the Crooked River.  Because these potential shallow 
groundwater sources will be hydraulically connected to the Crooked River, as part of the water 
rights application process, the City will need to provide mitigation credits associated with the 
Crooked River zone of impact. 

Recommendations 

To obtain the needed additional water supply capacity, the City should develop more sources.  This 
could be done by developing the proposed wells in the Deschutes Regional Aquifer or through shallow 
groundwater sources located near the Crooked River that are hydraulically connected to the river.  The 
most feasible option available to the City appears to be from the shallow groundwater sources but will 
not be known for certain until the pending study evaluating this option is completed.  Once the study is 
completed, the information needed to compare alternatives will be available and the City will have the 
required data and documentation to make the best long-term decision to solve the additional supply 
capacity needs. 
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CITY-HELD MUNICIPAL WATER RIGHTS

Water Right's Authorized Rate Current Capacity

gpm cfs MGD
Maximum 

AF per year gpm cfs
Water Sources Currently Connected to Municipal Water Supply System

Barney T-9762 340 0.76
Stearns 83993 210 0.47

G-12344 G-11993 87714 (PP) 271 0.604 0.39

G-12344 G-11993 154 0.343 0.22 Permit completion date October 1, 1998.
Extension application pending.

4th Deep U-402 U-372 86889 City of Prineville MU December 8, 
1950

Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 337 0.75 0.48 175 0.39

4th Shallow U-396 U-370 88146 City of Prineville MU October 11, 
1950

Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 135 0.301 0.19 90 0.20

Currently used only as backup supply 
due to water quality and/or production 
issues.

Yancey U-241 U-215 22839
Pacific Power 

and Light 
Company

MU June 17, 1947 Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 359 0.8 0.52 210 0.47

Lamonta G-605 G-506 86337 City of Prineville MU April 5, 1957 Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 346 0.77 0.5 210 0.47

G-16146 T-10378,
G-17089 T-11647,
G-17577 T-12192

Airport No. 1, 2, 3, 
and 4

Airport Area 
Aquifer System 1,000 2.23 1.44

Permit completion date November 30, 
2031.
Only Airport area wells developed to 
date.
Permit condition limits Airport area wells 
to 2.23 cfs (1,000 gpm).

Wells 5 through 9 Deschutes 
Regional Aquifer 4,601 10.25 6.62 0 0 Wells not yet developed.

Valley Floor Aquifer Subtotal: 2,302 5.13 3.31 1,440 3.21
Airport Area Aquifer Subtotal: 1,770 3.95 2.55 2,325 5.18

Municipal Production Wells Total: 8,673 19.32 12.49 3,765 8.39

Water Sources Not Connected to Municipal Water Supply System
T-11026

89853

10th Street U-140 U-133 15539 City of Prineville MU May 16, 1941 Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 45 0.1 0.06 Currently not in use due to water quality 

and/or production issues.

Ochoco Heights U-147 U-140 86558 City of Prineville MU May 20, 1942 Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 359 0.8 0.52 Currently not in use due to water quality 

and/or production issues.

Crooked 
River Decree -- 531 City of Prineville MU, FP, 

Sewerage
December 31, 

1879 Ochoco Creek Reasonabl
e Amount

Reasona
ble 

Amount

Reasonab
le Amount Not currently in use.

AF = acre-feet

MU = Municipal

FP = Fire Protection

City-Held Municipal Water Rights

cfs = cubic feet per second

gpm = gallons per minute
MGD = million gallons per day

2325

0.46

5.18

City of Prineville MU December 14, 
1990

G-6313 G-9154 City of Prineville MU October 5, 1973

Not connected to the City’s municipal 
water supply system. Used at the 
railroad depot for industrial purposes.

Stadium

770Airport No. 1,2, 3, 
and 4 G-15974 City of Prineville MU March 31, 2003 Airport Area 

Aquifer System

Prineville Valley  
Aquifer

1.715 1.11 1,242.00 Permit completion date October 29, 
2026.

205

April 5, 1957 Prineville Valley 
Aquifer 148 0.33 0.21

June 27, 2007 3,682.70

Freight Depot  G-605 G-506 City of Prineville MU

Prineville Valley  
Aquifer 700 1.56 1.01

PermitApplicationWell StatusSource of WaterPriority Date

Type of 
Beneficial 

Use
Certificate, Claim, 

or Transfer
Entity Name on 

Water Right

G-16900 G-17236 T-11685 City of Prineville MU
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CITY-HELD IRRIGATION AND OTHER WATER 

RIGHTS

Authorized Rate 

gpm cfs MGD

Northridge G-13280 G-13280 City of Prineville GD February 5, 1993 Prineville Valley 
Floor Aquifer 67.0 0.15 0.10

Completion date October 1, 2017.
Not connected to City’s municipal 

water supply system.

Stearns G-3139 G-2919 57438 Pacific Power and Light 
Company GD June 17, 1965 Prineville Valley 

Floor Aquifer 112 0.25 0.16 Currently not in use due to water 
quality and/or production issues.

Clear Pine G-13238 G-12541 City of Prineville
Fire Protection, 

Pollution 
Abatement, I/M

January 6, 1993 Prineville Valley 
Floor Aquifer 1,791 3.99 2.58

Completion Date October 1, 2019.
Not connected to City’s municipal 

water supply system.

S-25184 S-19956 33012 Claude Williams SUP IR August 25, 1950 Crooked River 480 1.07 0.69 85.4

S-15522 S-11411 75485 Peoples Irrigation Co. Primary IR September 11, 
1934 Crooked River 449 1 0.65 78.4

S-15629 S-11494 75487 Peoples Irrigation Co. IR November 21, 
1934 Crooked River 72 0.16 0.10 12.4

S-4788 S-5426 82246 Ochoco Irrigation District IR

March 13, 1916 
(from McKay)

 August 10, 1917
(from Other 

Sources)

Ochoco Creek,
McKay Creek,

Dry Creek,
Lytle Creek,

Johnson Creek,
Ochoco Reservoir,
Waste and Return 
Water Flowing in 

All Unnamed 
Waterways

300
Acquired from Ironhorse 

Development in 2017. Acreage to 
be finalized by March 31, 2017.

68395
T-8648
82247

82247 BOR IR April 8, 1914
Crooked River and 

Prineville 
Reservoir

31 0.07 0.05 2.8 300

Supplemental portion acquired 
from Ironhorse Development in 
2017. Acreage to be finalized by 

March 31, 2017.
S-15766 S-11619 87546 Peoples Irrigation Co. IR March 23, 1935 Crooked River 85 0.19 0.12 15

Crooked River 
Decree 87547 Peoples Irrigation Co. IR, LV 1893 Crooked River 304 0.6775 0.44 54.2

S-32641 S-25991 87548 BOR and Peoples 
Irrigation Co. IR, SUP IR April 8, 1914

Crooked River and 
Prineville 
Reservoir

395 gpm 
primary; 

1,522 gpm 
supplemen

tal

0.88 cfs 
primary; 
3.39 cfs 

suppleme
ntal

32.5 129.3

T-11103

83850

T-11134

83850

T-11134
90380

T-11134

90381

T-11134

90382

T-11134
90383

Crooked River 
Decree 90397 Peoples Irrigation Co. IR, DOM, LV 1895 Crooked River 224 0.5 0.32 40

Crooked River 
Decree -- 531 City of Prineville IR December 31, 

1879 2,244 5.00 3.23 400

Simmons Well G-13068 G-12511 87724 City of Prineville SUP IR August 7, 1992 Prineville Valley 
Floor Aquifer 301 0.67 0.43 54.2 Not connected to City’s municipal 

water supply system.
Total: 1,164.6 557.8

U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation (BOR)

SUP IR April 8, 1914

SUP = supplemental irrigation

20Crooked River 
Decree Peoples Irrigation Co. IR, DOM, LV 1895 Crooked River 0.16

April 8, 1914
Crooked River and 

Prineville 
Reservoir

BOR

471 1.05

City-Held Irrigation and Other Water Rights

cfs = cubic feet per second
DOM = domestic
GD = group domestic
gpm = gallons per minute
I/M = irrigation/municipal
IR = irrigation
LV = livestock
MGD = million gallons per day

25

S-32641

415

0.02

Crooked River 
Decree Peoples Irrigation Co.

21.8

    Groundwater Irrigation Rights

Certificate, Claim, 
or TransferPermit

BOR and Peoples 
Irrigation Co.

112

S-15766 Peoples Irrigation Co.

0.25

March 28, 1935 Crooked River 139

IR, SUP IR April 8, 1914
Crooked River and 

Prineville 
Reservoir

Crooked River 166 0.37

SUP IR April 8, 1914
Crooked River and 

Prineville 
Reservoir

IR, LV

0.925

December 31, 
1893

December 31, 
1895

1.57

BOR

0.31

705

S-32641

1.01

0.68

0.60

S-11619

37

54.3

20

29.3

8.3

13

0.20

Application
/DecreeWell Status/CommentsSupplemental 

Acres
Primary 
AcresSource of Water

S-25991

S-25991S-32641

S-25991

2.5

IR

Priority DateType of 
Beneficial Use

Entity Name on Water 
Right

0.03

0.24

    Surface Water Irrigation Rights

Crooked River and 
Prineville 
Reservoir

IR, SUP IR

Irrigation Rights on City-Owned Lands

Other Water Rights Held by the City 
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APOA LOCATION DESCRIPTIONS
Airport Well 1
1,210 feet North and 1,950 feet East from SW corner of
Section 11, Township 15 South, Range 15 East (W.M.)
Airport Well 2
1,165 feet North and 1,990 feet East from SW corner of
Section 11, Township 15 South, Range 15 East (W.M.)
Airport Well 3
790 feet North and 2,560 feet East from the SW corner
of Section 11, Township 15 South, Range 15 East (W.M.)
Proposed Airport Well 3
55 feet North and 3,000 feet East from SW corner of
Section 11, Township 15 South, Range 15 East (W.M.)
Proposed Airport Well 4
1,070 feet North and 1,710 feet East from SW corner of
Section 11, Township 15 South, Range 15 East (W.M.)

Well 5
319 feet South and 2,408 feet West from the NE corner
of Section 26, Township 15 South, Range 14 East (W.M.)
Well 6
835 feet South and 2,477 feet West from the NE corner
of Section 26, Township 15 South, Range 14 East (W.M.)
Well 7
2,000 feet North and 2,340 feet East from the SW corner
of Section 6, Township 15 South, Range 15 East (W.M.)
Well 8
110 feet South and 1,870 feet East from the NW corner
of Section 23, Township 15 South, Range 13 East (W.M.)
Well 9
100 feet South and 2,470 feet East from the NW corner
of Section 23, Township 15 South, Range 13 East (W.M.)
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Chapter 4 - Water Storage 

Introduction 

This chapter presents information about the City of Prineville's water storage facilities and discusses the 
purpose for storage in municipal water systems.  The condition and needs of the City's existing storage 
reservoirs are outlined, recommended storage requirements to meet current and 2037 design criteria 
are presented, and the types of storage facilities generally available are outlined.  Cost estimates for 
storage reservoir improvements are presented at the end of this chapter. 

General 

Water storage facilities are constructed to serve several purposes.  First, storage reservoirs are often 
used to provide control for well or booster pump system operation.  When a reservoir drops a few feet 
or more from the full level, the water level can be used as a control for well pump or booster pump 
activation.  The amount of storage required for this type of control is called "operating storage."  
Second, stored water must be available to supply water during periods in which the demand for water 
exceeds the available water supply.  This reserve is called "equalization storage."  Third, reserve storage 
is usually provided to supply unusually high, short-duration demands, such as fire flows.  This is referred 
to as "fire reserve."  Finally, reserve storage is also often provided for emergencies that may arise and 
interfere with production from water supply sources.  Such emergencies could be created by power 
outages, mechanical equipment failure, or sudden water contamination.  The amount of storage to be 
provided for an emergency depends on the likelihood and the impact of such an occurrence.  The 
amount of emergency storage provided usually becomes a balance between what is needed and what 
can be afforded.  This storage allowance is usually called "emergency reserve." 

Storage facilities can be located at approximately the same elevation as the water distribution system.  
Storage facilities of this type require continuous operation of a booster pump system to maintain 
distribution system pressure.  Storage facilities can also be elevated, in which case the water is stored at 
an elevation considerably above the distribution system to generate adequate system pressure.  For 
example, a water elevation 120 feet above a distribution system would be required to generate a 
distribution system static pressure of approximately 50 pounds per square inch.  Reservoirs may be 
elevated by locating them on natural ground high enough above the service area or by construction on 
top of a steel support frame.  

Storage reservoirs are generally constructed of steel, reinforced concrete, or prestressed concrete.  The 
choice is usually based on an economic analysis made for the particular installation.  Reservoirs may be 
constructed either aboveground or buried, with the choice made on cost, location, and community 
acceptance.  The remainder of this chapter reviews the City's existing storage facilities, presents a 
discussion of future storage needs, and provides alternatives for satisfying those needs. 

Existing Facilities 

The City's existing municipal water storage consists of six water storage reservoirs with a total storage 
volume of 4.5 million gallons (MG).  Refer to Table 1-1 in Chapter 1 for a summary of these reservoirs.   
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The most recent detailed inspections of five of the six reservoirs were completed in 2011 by Inland 
Potable Services, Inc., of Centennial, Colorado.  Copies of the available Inspection Reports for the 
reservoirs are included in Appendix J.  Additional information was gathered from inspection video from 
each reservoir.  Table 4-1 is a summary of the existing conditions and recommendations. 

TABLE 4-1   
EXISTING CONDITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Reservoir Inspection Date Inspection Summary Recommendations 

Airport No. 1 October 6, 2011 The exterior and interior of reservoir 
were generally found to be in good to 
excellent condition. 

Install gasket on access hatch. 
 

Clean and inspect every 3 to 
5 years. 

Airport No. 2 N/A Airport No. 2 was constructed after 
the 2011 inspections by Inland Potable 
Services, Inc. 

N/A 

Ochoco No. 1 October 6, 2011 The exterior of the reservoir was 
generally found to be in fair to good 
condition with surface corrosion 
ranging from less than 1 percent to 
10 percent. 
 

Nonfunctioning cathodic protection 
system noted. 
 

The interior of the reservoir was 
generally found to be in poor 
condition with pitting, heavy noduling, 
and up to 95 percent corrosion noted. 
 

Install gasket on access hatch. 
 
Replace cathodic protection 
system. 
 
Blast and recoat interior of the 
reservoir. 
 
Repair the epoxy of the exterior 
of the reservoir. 
 

Clean and inspect every 3 to 
5 years. 

Ochoco No. 2 October 6, 2011 The exterior of the reservoir was 
generally found to be in good 
condition with up to 5 percent surface 
corrosion. 
 

The interior of the reservoir was 
generally found to be in poor 
condition with pitting, heavy noduling, 
and up to 90 percent corrosion noted. 
 

Install gasket on access hatch. 
 
Blast and recoat interior of the 
reservoir. 
 
Repair the epoxy of the exterior 
of reservoir. 
 

Clean and inspect every 3 to 
5 years. 

Barnes Butte October 5, 2011 The reservoir was generally found to 
be in fair to good condition. 

Clean and inspect every 3 to 
5 years. 

American Pine October 5, 2011 The reservoir was generally found to 
be in excellent condition. 

Clean and inspect every 3 to 
5 years. 

Based on a 3- to 5-year time frame, cleaning and inspections are due.  Scheduling and completing 
cleaning and inspections for all the reservoirs is recommended within the next fiscal year. 

System Pressures Provided by the Reservoirs 

The City of Prineville currently has six pressure zones serving the distribution system.  Where practical, 
the distribution system is gravity-fed from the reservoirs.  Chapter 5 provides further detail of the 
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existing pressure zones.  Fire flow capacity and the evaluation of the distribution system are discussed in 
Chapter 5.  

Refer to Chapter 5 for a discussion of the water modeling performed as part of this Water System 
Master Plan, which discusses varying system demand conditions and their impact on distribution system 
pressures. 

Storage Requirements 

Water storage is usually provided for several purposes.  Various methods are used to calculate the 
volumes of each type of storage component required.  Most involve a rational approach to estimating 
the volume of each storage component consisting of operating, equalization, fire reserve, and 
emergency reserve.  The decision can then be made as to which component controls and which storage 
volumes will be necessary.  For example, the decision may be made to provide storage for operating, 
equalization, and fire reserve only, assuming any emergency storage would be available from the fire 
reserve or the City's wells with back-up power capacity.  All four of the storage components listed below 
were considered when evaluating the City's potential storage needs.  Refer to the design criteria 
presented on Figure 2-3 in Chapter 2 for further information on the storage components discussed 
herein. 

Operating Storage 

Operating storage is generally provided to facilitate operation of wells or booster pumps in a water 
system.  For example, when water system demands result in the water level lowering in a reservoir, 
the water level will reach a certain point that can be used to trigger activation of well pumps to refill 
the reservoir.  The storage needed to activate water supply sources is typically referred to as 
operating storage.  This zone of operation can be set as desired but is often set to help ensure 
circulation occurs during each pump run cycle, allowing water to cycle through the reservoir to help 
maintain water quality while keeping the reservoir as full as possible.  

Equalization Storage 

Equalization storage should be provided to balance the difference between peak hour demand and 
water supply capacity during a peak day demand (PDD) period.  An empirical method for estimating 
the required equalization storage uses the difference between the peak hourly flow and the peak 
water supply availability for a specific number of peak hours per day.  For the purposes of this 
evaluation, 2-1/2 hours of peak hourly flow has been assumed.  Based on providing the current 
estimated peak hourly flow of 4,626 gallons per minute (gpm) for 2-1/2 hours and using the current 
pumping capacity available, equalization storage of 129,000 gallons is currently required.  The 
required equalization storage is anticipated to increase to 538,957 gallons in the 20-year design 
period to accommodate an anticipated increase in population (if additional water supply sources are 
not developed). 

Fire Reserve 

Reserve storage for fire suppression is usually determined from either the Insurance Services Office, 
Inc. (ISO) recommended fire flow or the fire flow recommended by the City's fire chief.  Based on 
the typical maximum fire flow recommended by ISO, a 3,500 gpm fire flow with a 3-hour duration 
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has been set as the design fire flow for the City, as discussed in Chapter 2.  A total of 630,000 gallons 
of fire reserve storage is needed to sustain a fire flow of 3,500 gpm for a 3-hour duration. 

Emergency Reserve  

Emergency storage is usually provided for a minimum of one to three days' supply in the event of a 
power outage, mechanical problems, or other problems that would interrupt the reliable supply of 
water.  In most cases, this would be the minimum amount of time to repair or replace a well pump 
or other equipment.  Generally, the City has emergency power supply provisions to operate wells in 
the event of a power outage and would be less reliant on reserves should a power outage occur.  
Currently, to serve the City for one day of emergency reserve at the average daily demand, 
1,560,000 gallons would be needed.   This amount would increase to 2,489,000 gallons in the 
year 2037. 

Dead Storage 

Dead storage represents the water stored within the reservoirs that cannot be utilized due to 
physical constraints such as inlet/outlet piping configuration. This makes a portion of stored water 
not available to be drawn out of the reservoir.  

The City's water storage reservoirs provide the operating storage, equalization storage, fire reserve, 
dead storage, and emergency reserve for the existing pressure zones.  Not all pressure zones are tied to 
a specific reservoir.  For example, the Valley pressure zone can receive water from the Ochoco Heights 
reservoirs, the Airport reservoirs (through a pressure reducing valve [PRV]), and the Barnes Butte 
Reservoir (through PRVs).   

Evaluation of Reservoir Water Levels 

To evaluate overall system performance, an Existing System Peak Day Extended Period Analysis was 
completed, modeling the existing system at peak day conditions over time.  A diurnal demand pattern 
was applied to the PDD to account for demand fluctuations over a typical day.  This analysis shows the 
water level of the individual reservoirs (by percent full values) over a 2-day period.  No issues were 
observed with the Airport Reservoirs (No. 1 and 2) or the American Pine Reservoir.  The Ochoco Heights 
Reservoirs (No. 1 and 2) drain to roughly 50 to 55 percent full, but recover to over 75 percent full.  The 
supply to the Barnes Butte Reservoir is unable to keep up with an expanded PDD, as little recovery is 
observed.  The Existing System Peak Day Extended Period Analysis is provided in Appendix K. 

Storage Components Summary 

Considering all five of the storage components discussed previously, it appears the current storage of 
4.5 MG is adequate to meet current demands and projected 2037 demands.  However, additional 
storage capacity and upgrades to current storage facilities are recommended to meet future operational 
needs for the City.   

Future Growth 

Anticipated future growth in the northeast portion of Prineville (on the southerly flank of Barnes 
Butte) may occur in areas that cannot be served by the current water system pressure levels.  The 
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ground elevation rises above the elevations that can be served by the Williamson and Ochoco 
Heights pressure zones.  Establishing two new pressure zones to provide adequate system pressures 
for future development on the southerly flank of Barnes Butte is recommended.  It is further 
recommended to construct an additional reservoir to supply the new pressure zones with necessary 
operation, equalization, fire reserve, and emergency reserve storage.   

Operation and Maintenance 

As noted previously in this chapter, the City of Prineville has conducted periodic inspections of its 
reservoirs.  These inspections indicate the conditions of the Ochoco Reservoirs No. 1 and 2 are 
deteriorating and require maintenance.  The recommended maintenance requires the draining of a 
reservoir, sand-blasting, and re-coating of both the interior and exterior surfaces.  To achieve the 
best results, this work should be completed in the summer months.  The downside is that the 
summer months have the greatest water usage.  An Existing System Peak Day Extended Period 
Analysis was modeled to evaluate the draindown and recovery cycle of the current reservoirs.  This 
showed the Ochoco Reservoirs No. 1 and 2 operating as one storage vessel and dipping to just 
above 55 percent full during the study time. 

Due to the modeled conditions, removal of one of the Ochoco Heights reservoirs from the system to 
complete the recommended maintenance operations is not recommended.  A new 1.5 MG reservoir 
is recommended to be constructed alongside the existing reservoirs.  The design criteria on  
Figure 2-3 shows that the City has adequate storage for the 20-year planning period. However, the 
life of a properly maintained storage reservoir can reach over 50 years. The relative comparative 
cost of constructing a 1.5 MG tank to replace the existing 0.5 MG tank is an advantageous 
investment for the City for long-term planning purposes. Once the new reservoir is constructed and 
in operation, one of the existing 0.5 MG reservoirs can be taken out of service to complete 
renovations and repairs.  Once the rehabilitation work is complete, the renovated and repaired 
reservoir would work in conjunction with the new reservoir, providing a total of 2.0 MG storage at 
the site.  The second existing 0.5 MG reservoir would be demolished. 

Cost Estimates 

The anticipated cost to construct a new 1.5 MG reservoir, rehabilitate one of the existing 0.5 MG 
reservoirs, and decommission the second existing 0.5 MG reservoir is $3,028,400 (2017 cost).  These 
improvements are anticipated to be included on the City's Capital Improvements Project list.  The 
anticipated cost for a new 1.0 MG reservoir to serve new pressure levels in northeast Prineville is 
$2,901,500.  System development charges (SDCs) are anticipated to help pay for this construction, 
as it will serve future growth.  Further discussion regarding capital improvements projects, SDCs, 
and detailed breakdowns of estimated costs is provided in Chapter 6. 

Summary 

The City currently has six operating storage reservoirs with a total volume of 4.5 MG.  With the 
exception of the Ochoco Heights reservoirs, the existing condition of these reservoirs is generally good 
to very good.  The storage needed for the 2037 planning period is provided by the existing reservoirs.  
However, maintenance and rehabilitation improvements are recommended for the Ochoco Heights 
reservoirs. Anticipated future growth in northeast Prineville will require the addition of two new water 
system pressure zones.  A new reservoir is recommended to be constructed with the growth in this area 
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to provide adequate system pressures and fire protection.  The lower of the two new pressure zones 
would be served by gravity flows from the new reservoir.  A booster pump station would be necessary 
to provide adequate pressures to the upper pressure level from the new reservoir. 

Due to the logistics and coordination to provide needed maintenance of the existing Ochoco Heights 
reservoirs a new, larger reservoir is recommended to be constructed at the site.  This would enable the 
existing reservoirs to continue to serve the system as the new reservoir is constructed.  Once in 
operation, the new reservoir could then serve the system as one of the existing reservoirs is repaired 
and the other is demolished.  Upon completion, a more reliable and easier to maintain system would be 
in place.  
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Chapter 5 - Distribution System 

Introduction 

This chapter discusses the City of Prineville's existing water distribution system that delivers water to 
residential and commercial users.  Components of the distribution system include pipelines, valves, 
booster pump stations, water meters, water service lines, and fire hydrants.  The distribution system has 
been evaluated for both present and future City needs.  Improvements have been developed to address 
existing identified deficiencies and provide future service to help meet both Oregon Health Authority - 
Drinking Water Services (DWS) requirements and Oregon Fire Code (OFC) fire flow requirements.   

Existing System 

The City's distribution system main lines are composed of several types of pipe including steel, asbestos 
cement (AC), ductile iron (DI), wood stave, and polyvinyl chloride (PVC).   

The existing distribution system layout, including fire hydrant locations and pipe size and locations, is 
shown on the Existing Water System Map included at the end of this Water System Master Plan 
(WSMP).  Available resources were utilized to make the map as accurate as possible.  There may be 
inaccuracies in the depiction of the water distribution system layout, and the possibility exists that water 
distribution system lines and other features are present at locations not shown on the map or are not 
positioned as shown.  The Existing Water System Map has been prepared electronically.  If distribution 
system main lines or other system features are added in the future, the map can easily be updated as 
the improvements occur so the City always has the most accurate map available for City staff use. 

The existing distribution system map developed as part of this WSMP shows that approximately  
91 percent of the distribution system piping is composed of 6-inch or larger diameter pipes.  The 
remaining 9 percent are 4-inch or less diameter pipes.  The 4-inch diameter or less pipes limit hydraulic 
capacity and are too small to support fire hydrants.   

In general, the distribution system is fairly well looped.  There are some dead-end and/or undersized 
main lines.  This can limit capacity and water circulation in the system.  These areas are discussed in 
more detail later in this chapter.  

The City has indicated the majority of the water main lines in the distribution system are generally in 
good condition.  However, the existing wood stave lines in the system are recommended to be replaced. 

Booster Pump Stations 

The City's water system includes two major booster pump stations that boost system pressure to areas 
that cannot be served adequately by gravity.  There are no known deficiencies with these booster pump 
stations.  The booster pump stations appear to be sized appropriately for the current demand.  The 
American Pine booster pump station has a capacity of 2,500 gallons per minute (gpm), which is generally 
adequate to provide fire flows for the majority of the predominately residential service area.  The 
Ochoco Heights booster pump station has a capacity of 1,500 gpm, which provides adequate fire flow 
for the majority of the residential service area.  There are other limitations due to small diameter mains 
within the Ochoco Heights pressure zone that limit fire flow for isolated areas of this zone.   
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The Airport pressure zone includes a separate booster pump station for the purposes of boosting 
pressure to provide adequate fire flows within this zone, due to pipe size restriction at the Highway 126 
crossing.  Fire flow tests performed by City staff indicate the booster pump station is not performing as 
intended.  

Pressure reducing valves (PRVs) are currently located on the discharge side of both the American Pine 
and Ochoco Heights booster pump stations to regulate pressure.  Equipping these booster pump 
stations with variable speed drives would allow the booster pump stations to change speed based on 
demand conditions to keep the desired downstream pressure constant. This would provide for more 
efficient operation of the pumps and reduced utility charges to the City.  

Table 5-1 summarizes the flow capacities and pump installed at each existing booster pump station. 

TABLE 5-1   
SUMMARY OF BOOSTER PUMP STATIONS 

Booster Pump Station Flow 
Airport Booster Pump Station One fire flow pump at 4,000 gpm 
American Pine Booster Pump 
Station 

Two domestic pumps at 250 gpm each 
Two fire flow pumps at 1,000 gpm each 

Ochoco Heights Booster Pump 
Station 

Three domestic pumps at 200, 400, and 900 gpm, 
respectively 

Water Meters 

All services within the City's system are metered.  The City is currently in the process of replacing all of 
its residential meters with automatic meter reading (AMR) meters. City staff monitors and tests meters 
monthly for no or atypical reads and repairs or replaces meters as necessary. 

Water Loss 

The City is currently implementing several water management and conservation measures, including 
conducting annual water audits; replacing residential meters with AMR meters, including software to 
improve leak detection; utilizing a computerized bulk water station to more accurately track bulk water 
consumption; continuing to replace old, deteriorating distribution piping; encouraging conservation 
efforts through education programs; and providing free conservation items to water customers.  

The City should continue to encourage water conservation through the measures described above along 
with continued investigation of other reuse, recycling, and non-potable water use opportunities. In 
addition, the City should continue to encourage other high water use facilities to develop and 
implement their own internal water conservation plans. 

Distribution System Pressure 

As discussed in Chapter 4, the City has six pressure zones serving the distribution system, with system 
pressures are provided by the elevation of the reservoirs and by booster pump stations for areas of the 
system that cannot be served by gravity.  A summary of the pressure zones is included on Table 5-2.   
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The City also uses three PRVs within the network to regulate system pressures and balance water 
demands. 

TABLE 5-2   
SUMMARY OF PRESSURE ZONES 

Pressure 
Zone 

Ground Elevation Currently 
Served (feet)* 

Hydraulic Control 
Element 

HGL (ft.) 
(Tank Full or 
PRV Setting) 

Static Pressure (psi) 

Highest Lowest Low High 

Valley 2,918 2,846 
Ochoco Heights 

Reservoirs 
2,987 (Tank Full) 30 61 

Barnes 
Butte 

2,981 2,906 
Barnes Butte 

Reservoir 
3,104 (Tank Full) 53 86 

Williamson 3,029 2,884 Williamson PRV 
3,097 (82 psi) 30 92 
3,060 (66 psi) 13 76 

Ochoco 
Heights 

2,961 2,885 
Ochoco Heights 

booster pump station 
with PRV 

3,120 (80 psi) 69 102 

Northridge 3,056 2,922 

American Pine 
Reservoir booster 
pump station with 

PRV 

3,136 (80 psi) 35 93 

Airport 3,288 3,025 Airport Reservoirs 3,404 (Tank Full) 50 164 

*Service elevations do not include locations in the immediate vicinity of reservoirs, PRVs, or booster pump 
stations. 

HGL = hydraulic grade line 

psi = pounds per square inch 

The Valley pressure zone is the largest zone and is served by gravity from the Ochoco Heights reservoirs.  
The zone also includes the Lamonta, Yancey, Ochoco, 4th Street (Deep and Shallow), and Stadium 
groundwater wells that fill the reservoirs.  Flows are supplemented to the Valley pressure zone through 
two PRVs that allow water from higher pressure zones to enter the lower Valley pressure zone.   

The Barnes Butte pressure zone is served by gravity from the Barnes Butte Reservoir.  The reservoir is 
filled by the Barney and Stearns groundwater wells within the zone.  Water from Barnes Butte can 
supplement lower pressure zones of the system through the Williamson and Combs Flat PRVs.   

The Williamson pressure zone receives water from the Barnes Butte Reservoir through the Williamson 
PRV.  This PRV is adjusted higher in the summer and lower in the winter.   

The Ochoco Heights pressure zone receives its water from the Ochoco Heights reservoirs.  The reservoirs 
supply water to the Ochoco Heights booster pump station to serve the pressure zone.  A PRV is located 
on the downstream side of the booster pump station to regulate pressure.   

The Northridge pressure zone receives water from the American Pine Reservoir.  The reservoir supplies 
water to the American Pine booster pump station to serve the pressures zone.  A PRV is located on the 
downstream side of the booster pump station to regulate pressure.  The American Pine Reservoir is 
filled from the Ochoco Heights booster pump station.  A pressure sustaining valve exists on the inlet line 
of the American Pine Reservoir to regulate flow into the reservoir.   
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The Airport pressure zone is served by gravity from the Airport reservoirs.  The zone includes four 
groundwater wells that fill the Airport reservoirs.  Water from the Airport zone can supplement the 
Valley zone through the Park Drive PRV.  The Airport zone also includes a separate booster pump station 
and PRV to provide fire flows to industrial properties within the zone.   

According to the hydraulic model completed as part of this WSMP, the normal operating pressures in 
the system during 2017 peak daily demand (PDD) range from approximately 11 to 184 psi, as depicted 
on Figure 5-1. With the exception of a few isolated areas, the City generally has adequate pressure 
throughout the system.  It should be noted portions of the system provide pressures in excess of what is 
typically recommended for residential fixtures, appliances, etc.  The City should maintain an educational 
program to ensure people are aware that PRVs need to be installed on individual services in high 
pressure areas.  System pressures are discussed in more detail later in this chapter. 

Fire Protection 

General 

The City's existing water supply, storage, and distribution system provides adequate fire protection 
to the majority of the system, although certain areas of the City do not have adequate fire 
protection.  The DWS regulations and the 2014 OFC require the entire water system remain above 
20 psi residual pressure while fire flow demands are placed on the system.  The City generally has 
adequate pressure in the system during fire flow events but has a few isolated areas that are not 
provided with adequate pressures and/or the recommended fire flows discussed in Chapter 2.  A 
computer model of system fire flows, along with recommended improvements to address the 
deficiencies in fire flows, is discussed in more detail later in this chapter. 

Fire Hydrant Flow Tests 

For this WSMP, the City completed flow tests on several fire hydrants in the distribution system to 
calibrate the water model.  The flow and pressure data gathered during the flow tests were used to 
compare water model pressures to data collected in the field and, if necessary, to adjust the model 
input data so the model more closely resembled the field results.  Based on the hydrants tested as 
part of the hydrant flushing plan, fire flows ranged from approximately 670 to 920 gpm with residual 
pressures of 42 to 82 psi at nearby hydrants.  These flows are the measured flows observed during 
flow tests.  Higher fire flows may be available if more than one hydrant was tested at a time and 
system pressures were allowed to drop further.  

Theoretical Fire Flows 

In some cases the available flow from a fire hydrant is calculated using a theoretical formula.  The 
formula assumes the water supply "feeding" the tested area is generally not limited and the 20 psi 
residual pressure resulting from the fire flow occurs where the hydrants are being tested.  In reality, 
there are likely other connections in the distribution system, such as users in the City on small 
diameter main lines or at higher elevation areas that would fall below 20 psi sooner than the 
formula predicts.  Considering this, the theoretical formula can overestimate available fire flows at 
20 psi.  The hydraulic computer modeling, completed as part of this WSMP and discussed later in 
this chapter, should present more accurate available fire flows. 
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Fire Hydrant Limitations 

The fire flow tests completed by the City are generally conducted by opening one fire hydrant at a 
time.  If large enough main lines are present, individual fire hydrants can typically provide flows in 
the range of 800 to 1,200 gpm from a small port and nearly 2,000 gpm from both small ports and 
the larger "pumper" port, assuming the hydrant has a large port.  During a fire there will be some 
water use from others on the system, so the actual available flow out in the distribution system will 
be less due to other uses and pipeline pressure losses resulting from higher flows. 

Generally, the City's water system provides adequate fire flows.  The discussion presented herein is 
intended to provide caution concerning the actual available fire flows from the City's distribution 
system and fire hydrants.  Considering the limitations previously discussed, the City's water system 
appears limited in its capacity to meet a fire flow of 1,000 to 2,500 gpm in a few areas of the City.  
System improvements are needed to provide the recommended fire flows of 1,000 gpm for 
residential areas and 3,500 gpm for commercial areas while maintaining 20 psi in the system. 

Fire Hydrant Coverage 

The OFC outlines maximum recommended fire hydrant spacing depending on several factors, such 
as fire flow requirements of the area, the number of fire hydrants in the area, if the area is on a 
dead-end street or has limited access, etc.  As required by the 2014 OFC, the maximum spacing 
between any two hydrants for a fire flow requirement of 1,750 gpm or less is 500 feet, and as little 
as 350 feet for a fire flow requirement of 3,500 to 4,000 gpm.  The maximum required distance from 
any point of a street or road frontage to a hydrant is 250 feet for 1,750 gpm or less and 210 feet for 
3,500 to 4,000 gpm.  

The spacing of the City's existing hydrants was analyzed to identify areas not covered in accordance 
with the maximum spacing and frontage distance to a fire hydrant.   

To assist with the fire hydrant spacing analysis, a Fire Hydrant Coverage Map, as depicted on 
Figure 5-2, showing existing fire hydrants was prepared.  In preparing the Fire Hydrant Coverage 
Map, the Existing Water System Map was utilized by placing 450-foot diameter circles around each 
existing hydrant.  On the map, existing fire hydrant coverage areas are shown in green. 

Areas with limited fire hydrant coverage become readily apparent on the map.  It is assumed that 
additional hydrants will be installed along with other required utilities within developed areas not 
currently served by the City's distribution system and within undeveloped areas when these areas 
are either connected to the system or developed.  

This analysis was completed for general compliance to average recommended spacing and frontage 
distance to a hydrant.  The City may wish to modify these requirements, depending on the fire flow 
demands of a particular area, as recommended by the City's fire chief.  This analysis is intended to 
provide the City with a basic idea of areas lacking fire coverage.  It is recommended the City install 
fire hydrants in areas needing improved coverage as part of an improvements project.  All fire 
hydrant installations should be reviewed and approved by the City's fire chief. 
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Water System Modeling 

General 

As part of this WSMP, a detailed water model of the City's water system was developed to analyze 
system pressures, hydraulic capacity, and available fire flows from the City's fire hydrants.  A general 
description and the results of each computer run performed for both the existing and improved 
water systems are described herein.   

The City's existing water distribution system model contains all existing piping and water system 
elements.  Pipe, node, and feature elements are labeled according to the City's naming convention.  
As part of this WSMP, the existing hydraulic model was reviewed, updated, and calibrated to match 
current water system demand and operation.  Elevations at the locations of water system features 
such as reservoirs, pipe connections, wells, hydrants, etc., were obtained from an elevation contour 
map developed utilizing the Natural Resources Conservation Service LiDAR Elevation Dataset Bare 
Earth Digital Elevation Model. 

The computer model evaluates pressure and flows in the distribution system during a simulated 
water use demand.  Available fire flows are then determined during the PDD.  Typical water system 
demands used for the computer model include the average daily demand (ADD) and the PDD 
previously discussed in Chapter 2. 

The computer model also utilizes detailed information regarding the distribution system pipes.  Each 
individual pipe was assigned a roughness coefficient based on the type of pipe material, such as 
PVC, DI, AC, steel, etc.  This allowed the water model program to calculate water main line pressure 
losses under any demand condition desired, including fire flow analyses.  Junctions were identified 
in the water model, which allowed the model to know where and at what elevation pipe 
intersections occur.  Water demands were then placed on the distribution system at each junction 
(node) to simulate ADD or PDD use demands. 

Model Overview 

The hydraulic model of the City's water distribution system was developed utilizing the InfoWater 
modeling system by Innovyze.  Demand scenarios for years 2017 and 2037 were derived from the 
design criteria presented in Chapter 2.  Fire flow test data, provided by the City, were used to check 
the accuracy and calibrate the computer model compared to field conditions.  The model was 
calibrated by adjusting pipe roughness coefficients to simulate available flows and system pressures 
similar to those reported in the City's fire hydrant tests, where possible.  Discrepancies that may 
exist between the model and system conditions in the field can be due to incorrect pipe sizes, 
missing pipe connections, or other unknown field conditions.  In general, the model depicts the 
existing system conditions relatively well based on the majority of the available hydrant test data.   

A water model run provides distribution system pipe flows and junction pressure under a given 
demand on the system.  To represent current conditions, the year 2017 water system demands 
were selected and distributed among the junctions in the distribution system based on water meter 
usage records.  To represent future conditions in year 2037, demands were added for existing 
properties within the City not currently connected to the City water system.  Demands were also 
added to account for future growth areas within the urban growth boundary (UGB).  Growth areas 
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were identified and demands generated for each area based on whether the area is currently 
developed or undeveloped.  Demands were estimated for developed areas based on the existing 
number of lots within each area.  Demands were estimated for undeveloped areas based on 
anticipated zoning designations and full build-out development densities.  Full build-out densities 
were proportionally reduced to match the 2037 design criteria presented in Chapter 2.  The ground 
elevation of each growth area was also evaluated to determine the pressure zone the area could 
most reasonably connect to.  The demand conditions used in modeling the system are as follows: 

• Year 2017 PDD.  The current PDD for the City of Prineville is estimated to be 405 gallons per 
capita per day (gpcd), or 2,500 gpm, at the current connected population of 8,889.   

• Year 2037 PDD.  The future PDD for the City of Prineville is estimated to be 487 gpcd, or 
3,977 gpm, at a future connected population of 11,752. 

The existing system pressures under the 2017 PDD demand scenario are presented on Figure 5-1. As 
shown on the figure, the system has a few areas with pressures below 35 psi.  Improvements are 
required to provide additional pressure to the system.  As previously discussed, portions of the 
system provide pressures in excess of what is typically recommended for residential fixtures, 
appliances, etc.  In areas with higher than average pressures provided by the system, the City should 
continue to inform citizens of the high pressures and ensure that individual PRVs are installed on 
service lines.  

Figure 5-3 presents the fire flow available in the existing system under the 2017 PDD.  As previously 
discussed, fire flow capacity of 1,000 gpm is required in residential areas and approximately  
3,500 gpm is required in commercial and institutional areas, as recommended by Insurance Services 
Office, Inc., and according to OFC.  Figure 5-4 identifies the areas in the system not capable of 
providing adequate fire flow and areas with low system pressure.  The northeast portion and higher 
elevation areas of the City are largely unable to provide adequate fire flows to the residential and 
commercial areas.  The deficiencies are due in part to small diameter (less than 6-inch) pipelines in 
the system, higher elevation areas not adequately served by existing pressure zones, and inability of 
the existing system to distribute the existing supply.  The majority of the City's water supply is 
located in the Airport pressure zone.  Water from this zone currently has only one way to feed into 
the lower Valley zone through an existing 8-inch diameter pipeline and PRV.  The amount of water 
this line can deliver is limited.  With flows limited from the Airport zone, the Barnes Butte and 
Williamson zones must provide the supply.  As flows increase from the Barnes Butte zone, the 
system in unable to maintain adequate pressure and fire flow availability is limited. 

Limitations of Water Model Results 

Reported fire flows from the water model analysis indicate theoretical distribution system piping 
capacity.  Actual field conditions and head loss in fire hydrants may reduce fire flows beyond what is 
indicated.  Individual fire hydrants generally also have a maximum capacity of 1,000 to 1,500 gpm, 
so multiple hydrants may need to be operated to attain the flows indicated in the model. 

Undersized Main Lines 

Many cities have adopted minimum water main line size standards requiring at least 6-inch diameter 
and, often, 8-inch diameter be installed when a fire hydrant is required.  The significant capacity 
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advantages of an 8-inch diameter main line compared to a 6-inch line normally outweigh the small 
additional cost to install an 8-inch line. 

For the purpose of this WSMP, undersized mains have been identified as those mains that do not allow 
the fire demand and minimum pressure criteria shown on Figure 2-3 in Chapter 2 to be met.  There are 
approximately 34,400 feet of small diameter (less than 6-inch) pipelines within the City's distribution 
system.  

In addition to these undersized main lines, physical restraints such as higher elevation areas in the City 
result in a few low system pressure areas within the distribution system.  

Recommended Distribution System Improvements 

In general, the City's distribution system is fairly well looped and provides adequate system-wide 
pressures under normal operating conditions.  Fire flow availability is limited in areas of the system due 
to several undersized main lines and areas of higher elevation.  The undersized main lines in the system 
result in fire flow capacity limitations and water circulation issues.  Some of these lines have been 
recommended for upgrading where improved fire flow capacities are needed.  It is recommended the 
City complete improvements to the distribution system to eliminate as many undersized main lines as 
possible and provide improved system fire flow capacities in areas lacking adequate fire flows.  Key 
water system improvements have been identified to address deficiencies identified in this Study: 

1. Improve system distribution.  

a. Install an extension and PRV from the Airport pressure zone that connects into the 
Valley pressure zone.  This improvement would greatly improve flows throughout the 
system.  The new extension will provide a second distribution option as a means to 
deliver Airport well water into the Valley zone.  This improvement will eliminate stress 
on the existing 8-inch line, provide redundancy, and free up the Barnes Butte supplies to 
serve future growth. 

b. Construct a new transmission main, booster pump station, and reservoir to serve the 
northeast portion of the City of Prineville.  In addition to serving growth in northeast 
Prineville, this improvement will also eliminate some of the low pressure problems 
currently experienced in the system due to high elevations.  This improvement would 
also offer a source of redundant supply to the Northridge pressure zone. 

2. Improve water quality and circulation by replacing old, undersized, deteriorating pipe.  Increase 
flow capacity to the existing system to provide adequate fire flows to residential, commercial, 
and industrial areas. 

a. Replace existing small diameter or wood stave water pipe.  Upsize water pipes in key 
locations to increase fire flow. 

b. Connect existing homes in the vicinity of Fairview Street to City water. 

3. Improve the system to serve future growth. 
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a. Construct future mains and booster pump stations to serve growth within the UGB. 

The recommended water system improvements are shown on Figure 5-5.  The future conditions water 
model incorporates the recommended improvements and future growth areas and demands.  Figure 5-6 
depicts the year 2037 PDD system flows and pressures.  System pressures are adequate with the 
recommended improvements and many of the isolated low pressure areas under existing conditions 
have been eliminated.  Areas of marginal pressure (35 to 45 psi) in the Valley pressure zone are also 
improved.  The majority of reservoirs are filling under peak day conditions, indicating the system has 
adequate supply.  One exception is the American Pine Reservoir, which is draining under peak day 
conditions.  The Ochoco Heights booster pump station may need to be upsized to keep the American 
Pine Reservoir full under future conditions.  Additionally, the American Pine booster pump station is 
operating at approximately 600 gpm under the future peak day scenario.  The existing capacity of the 
American Pine domestic pumps is 500 gpm.  The American Pine booster pump station will need to be 
upsized to account for future demands.   

Figure 5-7 depicts the year 2037 available fire flows with the recommended water system 
improvements.  Fire flow availability is generally adequate under future 2037 conditions with the 
recommended improvements.  The recommended improvements are prioritized and further discussed, 
including detailed breakdowns of estimated costs, as part of the Capital Improvements Plan presented 
in Chapter 6.  

Maintenance Records 

One of the important operational functions related to the City's distribution system is maintaining 
accurate records of various system components.  These records become valuable over time in planning 
future improvements and replacing old or deteriorated components.  It is recommended the City 
continue to track and keep accurate records of all distribution system components. The City should 
continue monitoring residential meters monthly, test compound meters annually, check hydrants 
annually for proper operation, and exercise all water valves annually, with records kept on their 
operating condition, location, etc.  The City should also have a program in place to have all backflow 
prevention devices check annually, either by property owners or the City.  

Summary 

In general, the City's distribution piping system is in relatively good condition, although a few isolated 
areas cannot currently provide adequate fire flow and water circulation is limited.  Undersized and old 
distribution system piping within the City lead to low fire flow capacity and issues with water circulation 
in these areas.  Improvements outlined in this chapter include replacing old, undersized, and 
deteriorating lines; and additional distribution piping to improve system looping, circulation, and fire 
flow capacities.  These improvements were selected to address key areas of concern to improve capacity 
in the system. These recommended improvements are prioritized and further discussed, including 
detailed breakdowns of estimated costs, as part of the Capital Improvements Plan presented in 
Chapter 6.
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1.  Future (2037) estimated connected population served = 11,752.
2.  Total estimated peak daily demand (PDD) = 3,977 gpm.
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Chapter 6 - Summary of Proposed 
Improvements and Capital Improvements 
Plan 

Introduction 

This chapter summarizes the proposed improvements to the water system identified as part of this 
Water System Master Plan (WSMP) to address deficiencies and support anticipated growth and 
increased demands.  The System Development Charge (SDC), Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) and Local 
Improvement District (LID) improvements categories are identified and discussed.  Chronologically, 
priorities for improvements under the SDC and CIP categories are outlined, and estimated costs to 
complete the improvements are presented.  

Categories of Improvements 

The City of Prineville, Oregon, is proposing to complete water system improvements utilizing two 
different funding categories.  These categories include: 

• SDC - Improvements identified under the SDC category have been developed to address those 
needs in the system to specifically support growth and associated increased system demands. 

• CIP - Improvements identified under the CIP category include capital improvements projects 
that need to be completed to address existing system deficiencies irrespective of growth.   

A third category to fund improvements is potentially available. This category is the formation of LIDs.  
Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS), Chapter 223-001 provides the statutory definition of an LID.  An LID is an 
area a city council determines should be benefited by public improvement and the improvement is 
financed by the City and repaid by owners of benefited properties.  

Summary of Improvements 

Presented hereafter is a summary of the proposed improvements that have been identified based upon 
the evaluation and computer water modeling efforts completed as part of this WSMP.  Figure 6-1 is a 
map of the system that shows the proposed improvements and provides a table inset describing the 
proposed improvements and listing the funding category (SDC or CIP) in which the improvement has 
been placed.  Figure 6-1 also includes those improvements that have been assumed to be completed by 
formation of LIDs.  Estimated costs for assumed LIDs have not been developed as part of this WSMP as 
that is beyond the scope of work identified.  For a more comprehensive discussion with respect to the 
different elements (supply, storage, and distribution) of the water system and detailed evaluation, the 
reader is encouraged to reference other chapters in this WSMP. 

Water Supply 

As discussed in Chapter 3, due to current limitations with available water rights the City does not 
have enough source capacity to meet current demands at this time.  The peak daily flow 
requirements, assuming the wells operate 18 hours per day, is estimated to be approximately 
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3,330 gallons per minute (gpm) and 5,300 gpm for current and projected future (2037) system 
demands, respectively. The current combined instantaneous water right withdrawal allowance from 
all well sources is 3,210 gpm, with an available pumping capacity of 3,765 gpm. Therefore, the City's 
pumping capacity can exceed the available permitted supply capacity.  Therefore, it appears the City 
will need to develop an additional 2,090 gpm of source capacity and associated water right 
availability to meet the 20-year projected demands.  The City should immediately begin the process 
of increasing its supply capacity to meet the current and projected demands.   

As discussed in Chapter 3, the most feasible option available to the City appears to be from the 
shallow groundwater source(s) hydraulically connected to the Crooked River but will not be known 
for certain until a pending study is completed.  Once the study is completed, the information needed 
to compare alternatives will be available and the City will have the required data and 
documentation to make the best long-term decision to solve the additional supply capacity needs.  
For the purposes of developing the estimated costs presented in this WSMP, it has been assumed 
the City will implement the option to utilize shallow groundwater source(s) to increase the available 
water supply to meet demands, and the source improvements have been included in the SDC 
category. 

Water Storage 

The City currently has six operating storage reservoirs with a total volume of 4.5 million gallons 
(MG).  With the exception of the Ochoco Heights reservoirs, the existing condition of the reservoirs 
is generally good to very good.  The storage needed for the year 2037 planning period is provided by 
the existing reservoirs.  However, maintenance and rehabilitation improvements are recommended 
for the Ochoco Heights reservoirs and have been included in the CIP category.   

Anticipated future growth in northeast Prineville will require the addition of two new water system 
pressure zones.  A new 1.0 MG reservoir is recommended to be constructed in connection with the 
growth in this area to provide adequate system pressures and fire protection.  The lower of the two 
new pressure zones would be served by gravity flows from the new reservoir.  A booster pump 
station would be necessary to provide adequate pressures to the upper pressure zone from the new 
reservoir.  These identified improvements have been included in the SDC category. 

As discussed in Chapter 4, a new larger reservoir (1.5 MG) is recommended to be constructed at the 
existing Ochoco Heights reservoirs site.  This would enable the existing reservoirs to continue to 
serve the system as the new reservoir is constructed.  Once the new reservoir is constructed and in 
operation, one of the existing 0.5 MG reservoirs can be taken out of service to complete renovations 
and repairs.  Once the rehabilitation work is complete, the renovated and repaired reservoir would 
work in conjunction with the new reservoir, providing a total of 2.0 MG storage at the site.  The 
second existing 0.5 MG reservoir would be demolished. The proposed new reservoir has been 
included in the CIP category.   

Water Distribution 

As outlined in detail in Chapter 5, the City's distribution system is generally fairly well looped and 
provides adequate system-wide pressures under normal operating conditions.  Fire flow availability 
is limited in areas of the system due to several undersized main lines and areas of higher elevation.  
The undersized main lines in the system result in fire flow capacity limitations and water circulation 
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issues.  Some of these lines, where improved fire flow capacities are needed, have been 
recommended for upgrading.  It is recommended the City complete improvements to the 
distribution system to eliminate as many deteriorating and undersized main lines as possible, and 
provide improved system fire flow capacities in areas lacking adequate fire flows.  Key water 
distribution system improvements have been identified to meet the following objectives: 

• Install an extension and pressure reducing valve from the Airport pressure zone that 
connects to the Valley pressure zone.  This improvement would greatly improve flows 
throughout the system.  The new extension would provide a second distribution option as a 
means to deliver Airport well water to the Valley pressure zone.  This improvement will 
eliminate stress on the existing 8-inch line, provide redundancy, and free up the Barnes 
Butte supplies to serve future growth.   

• Construct a new transmission main, booster pump station, and reservoir to serve the 
northeast portion of the City of Prineville.  In addition to serving growth in northeast 
Prineville, this improvement will also eliminate some of the low pressure problems currently 
being experienced in the system at higher elevation areas.  This improvement would also 
offer a source of redundant supply to the Northridge pressure zone. 

• Improve water quality and circulation by replacing old, undersized, deteriorating pipe.  
Increase flow capacity to the existing system to provide adequate fire flows to residential, 
commercial, and industrial areas. 

• Replace existing small diameter or wood stave water pipes.  Upsize water pipes in key 
locations to increase fire flow. 

• Connect existing homes in the vicinity of Fairview Street to City water. 

• Improve the system to serve future growth. 

• Construct future mains and booster pump stations to serve growth within the urban growth 
boundary. 

To meet these objectives, the recommended distribution system improvements have been identified 
and are shown on Figure 6-1.  Additionally, Figure 6-1 shows the funding category the various 
distribution system improvements have been included in. 

Improvements Included in the System Development Charge (SDC) Funding Category 

This section summarizes and describes those identified improvements that have been included in the 
SDC funding category.  The estimated costs of the various improvements are also presented. 

System Development Charge Fee Categories 

ORS 223.297 to 223.314 require that SDCs be divided into two fee categories, as follows: 

• Reimbursement Fee - This fee establishes the value of the unused capacity of the existing 
system infrastructure. The value of the unused capacity can be assessed to future 
connections until the excess capacity is exhausted. This fee is levied upon new 
developments to contribute a proportionate share of the cost of constructing existing 
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facilities with the capacity to serve new developments. The Reimbursement Fee is based on 
original construction costs and the remaining capacity of the system component. 

• Capital Improvement Fee - This fee establishes the cost of planned capital improvements to 
be constructed within the planning period. This cost is levied upon new developments to 
provide funding for planned capital improvements projects, to increase system capacity, and 
to provide the needed service. 

The Reimbursement Fee and the Capital Improvement Fee are combined to result in the total SDC 
fee.   

Establishment of System Development Charges 

State of Oregon SDC statutes require the City develop a methodology for establishing an SDC fee 
schedule. These fees can be assessed to new developments requiring City water services.  Additional 
detailed discussion of the SDC methodologies and comprehensive SDC analysis are presented in an 
SDC study prepared by GEL Oregon, Inc., as part of the overall water system planning effort. 

Identified Improvements and Estimated Costs 

As previously mentioned, improvements for the 20-year planning period have been identified that 
will be necessary assuming water system expansion will be needed to support future development 
and growth.  The identified improvements categorized under the SDC funding category are shown 
on Figure 6-1, estimated costs are presented on Figure 6-2, and a summary of the improvements 
and estimated costs are provided on Figure 6-3.  It should be noted the reference numbers shown 
on the figures have been arbitrarily assigned and are not in order of priority.  It is not possible to 
assign priorities to the improvements identified under the SDC funding category as they are 
development driven and it is unknown which areas of the City will develop first or how quickly 
development within the City will occur. 

Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) 

Introduction 

A CIP provides a framework to prioritize and implement the City's facility and infrastructure asset 
improvement process over a specified time period.  A CIP is a financing and construction plan for 
projects that require significant capital investment and are essential to safeguarding the financial 
health of the City, while providing continued delivery of utility and other services to citizens and 
businesses.  

As part of this WSMP, the City is developing a CIP based upon identified deficiencies and 
improvements required to address the water system needs of the City for the next 20 years. The CIP 
will need to be reviewed and updated periodically (at least every five years) to accommodate 
changing community needs, additional improvements that may be identified through time, and 
changes in financial resources. The CIP will list the City's capital improvements projects, place the 
projects in a priority order (subject to periodic review), and schedule the projects for funding and 
construction. 
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The CIP is a tool to be used in the development of responsible and progressive financial 
planning. The program complies with the City's financial policies. City policies and the CIP form the 
basis for making annual capital budget decisions and support the City's continued commitment to 
sound, long-term financial planning and direction. 

The CIP identifies and prioritizes short-, medium-, and long-term capital projects of all types based 
on the water system master planning process.  Capital water system improvements projects will be 
coordinated with the annual budget process to maintain full utilization of available resources.  For 
each capital improvements project, the CIP provides a variety of information including a project 
description and the service need to be addressed, a proposed timetable, and proposed funding 
levels.  Capital water system improvements projects will be prioritized with the most urgent 
projects first. Ongoing operating costs are not included in the CIP estimated project costs. 

Development of a CIP is a collaborative effort between the City manager and engineer,  
City Council members, department heads, and the City's engineering and financial consultants. The 
City staff participates in CIP development via specific master plans and other planning tools. Major 
capital improvements projects require City Council interaction during project development and 
where funding allocations are made. 

Identified Improvements and Estimated Costs 

This section summarizes and describes those identified improvements that have been included in 
the CIP funding category.  The chronological listing of priorities is outlined and the estimated costs 
of the various CIP improvements are presented. The CIP improvements outlined are intended to 
correct deficiencies identified in the existing system and will provide the means to connect a portion 
of those residences located in the City not currently connected to the municipal water system.   

Proposed Improvements to be Completed within 10 Years 

• CIP 1 - New 12-inch Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) Water Line in Fairview Street and Replace 
Existing Wood-stave Piping with New 8-inch PVC Water Line.  CIP 1 has been 
designated as a top priority to be completed by the City.  These improvements would 
include installing a new 12-inch water line on Fairview Street and replacing the last 
known remaining wood-stave pipe in the system with new PVC pipe.  The improvements 
would include fire hydrants, new service line connections to the main line, new service 
lines, and new water meters.  These improvements will provide the main water line 
necessary to allow the residences in the vicinity of Fairview Street to connect to the 
municipal water system. 

• CIP 2 - Replace Existing Small Diameter (less than 6-inch) Piping and Replace Existing 
Wrapped Steel Piping with New 8-inch PVC Water Line.  The improvements identified 
under CIP 2 are intended to improve water quality and circulation by replacing old, 
undersized, deteriorating pipe and increase flow capacity to the existing system to 
provide adequate fire flows to residential, commercial, and industrial areas. 

• CIP 3 - New 8-inch PVC Water Lines in the Vicinity of Fairview Street.  These 
improvements would include installing new 8-inch water lines in the streets in the 
vicinity of Fairview Street and connecting to the new 12-inch main line completed as 
part of CIP 1.  The improvements would include fire hydrants, new service line 
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connections to the main lines, new service lines, and new water meters.  These 
improvements will provide the water lines necessary to allow the residences in the 
vicinity of Fairview Street to connect to the municipal water system. 

• CIP 4 - New Ochoco Heights Reservoir, Demolition of One of the Existing Ochoco 
Heights Reservoirs, and Rehabilitation of One of the Existing Ochoco Heights 
Reservoirs.  Improvements identified under CIP 4 are intended to address the 
deteriorated condition of the existing Ochoco Heights Reservoirs and would include 
construction of a new 1.5 MG reservoir, demolition of one of the existing reservoirs, and 
rehabilitation of the other remaining existing reservoir.  Upon completion, this would 
provide an additional 1.0 MG of storage capacity while providing the City with the 
needed storage redundancy for system operations and maintenance. 

Proposed Improvements to be Completed in 10 to 20 Years 

• CIP 5 - New 12-inch PVC Water Line to Increase Existing System Water, Circulation and 
Fire Flows in Ochoco Heights.  These improvements would include installation of a new 
12-inch PVC water line and associated appurtenances in Ochoco Heights for the purpose 
of increasing the existing fire flow capacity in this area. 

• CIP 6 - New 8-inch PVC Water Line to Increase Existing System Water, Circulation and 
Fire Flows in Ochoco Heights.  These improvements would include installation of a new 
8-inch PVC water line and associated appurtenances in Ochoco Heights for the purpose 
of increasing the existing fire flow capacity in this area. 

The identified improvements categorized under the CIP funding category are shown on Figure 6-1, 
estimated costs are presented on Figure 6-4, and a summary of the improvements and estimated 
costs are provided on Figure 6-5.  It should be noted the reference numbers shown on the figures 
have been assigned based on City-established priorities (1 highest and 6 lowest).   

Further detailed evaluation of the proposed CIP improvements impact on water rates is presented in 
a Water Rate Study prepared GEL Oregon, Inc., as part of the overall planning efforts related to this 
WSMP.  Project financing and implementation is discussed in Chapter 7. 
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CITY OF
WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN

PRINEVILLE, OREGON

PROPOSED WATER
SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS

6-1

0 3,000 6,000

SCALE IN FEET

Improvement 
Map # Improvement Description Approximate 

Pipe Length (LF)
SDC 1 Proposed Northridge Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 8,250
SDC 2 Proposed Valley Zone Piping:  New 16-inch PVC Water Line 875
SDC 3 Proposed Valley Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 6,250
SDC 4 Proposed Williamson Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line & Pressure 

Booster Pump Station 10,500

SDC 5 Proposed Piping between Airport Zone and Valley Zone: New 16-inch PVC, 
Booster Pump & PRV 15,000

SDC 6 Proposed Airport Zone Piping: New 16-inch PVC Water Line 2,400
SDC 7 Proposed Airport Zone Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line & Pressure 

Booster Pump Station 13,000

SDC 8 Proposed 3rd Street to Wayfinder Dr. Piping:  New 16-inch PVC Water Line & 
Pressure Booster Pump Station 5,100

SDC 9 Proposed New 1.0 MG Reservoir:  New 16-inch Transmission Line and 
Reservoir 3,800

SDC 10 Proposed Improvements to Serve New Pressure Level on Barnes Butte:  
Proposed Booster Pump Station NA

SDC 11 Proposed Improvements for Increased Supply into the System:  Proposed 
Infiltration Gallery NA

SDC 12 Proposed Improvements for Increased System Demands:  New 16-inch PVC 
Water Line and PRV 8,700

SDC 13 Proposed Improvements for Increased System Demands:  American Pine 
Pump Station Capacity Upgrades NA

CIP 1 Proposed Fairview Street Piping:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 1,200
CIP 1 Proposed Improvements to Replace Existing Wood-stave Piping 300
CIP 2 Proposed Improvements to Replace Small Diameter (less than 6-inch) 

Existing Piping:  New 8-inch PVC Water Line 34,400

CIP 2 Proposed Improvements to replace steel O.D. & Wrapped Existing Piping : 
New 8-inch PVC Water Line 29,600

CIP 3 Proposed Fairview Street Piping:  New 8-inch PVC Water Line 5,750
CIP 4 Proposed Improvements to Ochoco Heights Tanks:  New 1.5 MG Reservoir 

and Rehabilitation) NA

CIP 5 Proposed Improvements to Increase Existing System Fire Flows in Ochoco 
Heights:  New 12-inch PVC Water Line 2,350

CIP 6 Proposed Improvements to Increase Existing System Fire Flows in Ochoco 
Heights:  New 8-inch PVC Water Line 2,650
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CITY OF
PRINEVILLE, OREGON

WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN
PROPOSED SDC-FUNDED 

IMPROVEMENTS
ESTIMATED PROJECT COSTS

FIGURE
6-2

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 66,000$           All Req'd 66,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 20,000             All Req'd 20,000              

3 12-inch Polyvinyl Chloride (PVC) Water 
Line, Including Valves

LF 65                    8,250               536,250            

4 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               18                    72,000              
5 New Water Service (to Existing Lot, 

Including Service Line and Meter)
EA 2,800               27                    75,600              

6 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2                      10,000              
7 Asphalt Surface Restoration SY 65                    9,200               598,000            

Estimated Construction Cost 1,377,850$       
Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 207,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 1,584,850$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 317,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 158,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 2,059,850$       

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 56,000$           All Req'd 56,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 20,000             All Req'd 20,000              

3 16-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF 85                    875 74,375              
4 12-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF 65                    6,250 406,250            
5 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               16 64,000              
6 New Water Service (to Existing Lot, 

Including Service Line and Meter)
EA 2,800               6 16,800              

7 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2 10,000              
8 Asphalt Surface Restoration SY 65                    8,000 520,000            

Estimated Construction Cost 1,167,425$       
Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 175,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 1,342,425$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 269,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 134,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 1,745,425$       

CITY OF PRINEVILLE, OREGON
PROPOSED SDC-FUNDED IMPROVEMENTS

ESTIMATED PROJECT COSTS
(YEAR 2017 COSTS)

SDC 1:  Proposed Northridge Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to Connect Undeveloped Areas to City 
System)

SDC 2 and 3:  Proposed Valley Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to Connect Undeveloped Areas to City 
System)
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CITY OF
PRINEVILLE, OREGON

WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN
PROPOSED SDC-FUNDED 

IMPROVEMENTS AND
ESTIMATED PROJECT COSTS

FIGURE

6-2
CONT'D.

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 122,000$         All Req'd 122,000$          
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 50,000             All Req'd 50,000              

3 12-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF                      65 10,500             682,500 
4 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA                 4,000 24               96,000 
5 Booster Pump Station 1 LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            
6 New Water Service (to Existing Lot, 

Including Service Line and Meter)
EA 2,800               120 326,000            

7 Conneciton to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2 10,000              
8 Asphalt Surface Restoration SY 65                    11,700 760,500            

Estimated Construction Cost 2,557,000$       

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 384,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 2,941,000$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 588,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (8%) 235,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 3,764,000$       

1 Booster Pump Station includes CMU building, pumps, piping valves, electrical, controls and instrumentation, site work, painting,
   security fencing, access road, and telemetry and SCADA development.

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 160,000$         All Req'd 160,000$          
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 60,000             All Req'd 60,000              

3 16-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF 85                    15,000 1,275,000         
4 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               20 80,000              
5 Airport Zone to Valley Zone Intertie, 

Reducing Valve Station 1
LS 60,000             All Req'd 60,000              

6 Valley Zone to Airport Zone, Intertie, 
Booster Pump Station 1

LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            

7 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2 10,000              
8 Asphalt Surface Restoration SY 65                    16,500 1,072,500         
9 Gravel Surface Restoration SY 10                    14,550 145,500            

Estimated Construction Cost 3,363,000$       

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 505,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 3,868,000$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 774,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (6.5%) 251,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 4,893,000$       

1 Booster Pump Station includes CMU building, pumps, piping valves, electrical, controls and instrumentation, site work, painting,
   security fencing, access road, and telemetry and SCADA development.

SDC 4:  Proposed Williamson Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to Connect Undeveloped Areas to City 
System)

SDC 5:  Proposed Piping between Airport Zone and Valley Zone (Inner Connection Distribution Piping)
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FIGURE

6-2
CONT'D.

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 14,000$           All Req'd 14,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 10,000             All Req'd 10,000              

3 16-inch PVC Water Line, including Valves LF 85                    2,400 204,000            
4 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               3 12,000              
5 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2 10,000              
6 Gravel Surface Restoration SY 10                    2,600 26,000              

Estimated Construction Cost 276,000$         

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 41,500              

Total Estimated Construction Cost 317,500$         

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 63,500              

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 32,000              

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 413,000$         

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 84,000$           All Req'd 84,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 25,000             All Req'd 25,000              

3 12-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF 65                    13,000             845,000            
4 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               36                    144,000            
5 Booster Pump Station 1 LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            
6 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2                      10,000              
7 Gravel Surface Restoration SY 10                    14,550             145,500            

Estimated Construction Cost 1,753,500$      

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 263,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 2,016,500$      

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 403,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 202,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 2,621,500$      

1 Booster Pump Station includes CMU building, pumps, piping valves, electrical, controls and instrumentation, site work, painting,
   security fencing, access road, and telemetry and SCADA development.

SDC 6:  Proposed Airport Zone Piping (Distribution Loop Existing City System and Increase Fire Flows)

SDC 7:  Proposed Airport Zone Piping (Distribution Mains to Connect Undeveloped Areas to City 
System)
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CITY OF
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WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN
PROPOSED SDC-FUNDED 

IMPROVEMENTS AND
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FIGURE

6-2
CONT'D.

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 73,000$           All Req'd 73,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 20,000             All Req'd 20,000              

3 16-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF 85                    5,100 433,500            
4 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               12 48,000              
5 Booster Pump Station 1 LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            
6 New Water Service (to Existing Lot, 

Including Service Line and Meter)
EA 2,800               18 50,400              

7 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               4 20,000              
8 Existing Fire Hydrant Connection to New 

Main Line
EA 2,000               2 4,000                

9 Existing Water Service Connection to New 
Main Line

EA 400                  20 8,000                

10 Asphalt Surface Restoration SY 65                    5,700 370,500            

Estimated Construction Cost 1,527,400$       

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 229,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 1,756,400$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 351,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 176,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 2,283,400$       

1 Booster Pump Station includes CMU building, pumps, piping valves, electrical, controls and instrumentation, site work, painting,
   security fencing, access road, and telemetry and SCADA development.

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 93,000$           All Req'd 93,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS               10,000 All Req'd               10,000 

3 Site Earthwork and Foundation LS 250,000           All Req'd 250,000            
4 New 1.0 Million Gallon (MG) Reservoir LS 930,000           All Req'd 930,000            
5 Painting of Reservoir LS 165,000           All Req'd 165,000            
6 Site Piping, Valves, and Appurtenances LS 100,000           All Req'd 100,000            
7 Security Fencing and Improvements LS 20,000             All Req'd 20,000              
8 16-inch Transmission Line, Including 

Valves
LF                      85 3,800             323,000 

9 Telemetry and Supervisory Control and 
Data Acquisition Development

LS               50,000 All Req'd               50,000 

Estimated Construction Cost 1,941,000$       

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 291,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 2,232,000$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 446,500            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 223,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 2,901,500$       

SDC 8:  Proposed 3rd Street to Wayfinder Drive Piping (New Pressure Zone Feed)

SDC 9:  Proposed New 1.0 MG Reservoir (to Serve New Pressure Zone)
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FIGURE
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NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 26,000$           All Req'd 26,000$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 10,000             All Req'd 10,000              

3 Booster Pump Station 1 LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            

Estimated Construction Cost 536,000$          

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 81,000              

Total Estimated Construction Cost 617,000$          

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 124,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 62,000              

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 803,000$          

1 Booster Pump Station includes CMU building, pumps, piping valves, electrical, controls and instrumentation, site work, painting,

   security fencing, access road, and telemetry and SCADA development.

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 207,000$         All Req'd 207,000$          
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS 25,000             All Req'd 25,000              

3 Infiltration Gallery LS 700,000           All Req'd 700,000            
4 Booster Pump Station LS 300,000           All Req'd 300,000            
5 Water Treatment/Disinfection Equipment LS 1,500,000        All Req'd 1,500,000         
6 Water Treatment/Disinfection Building, Site 

Piping, Security Fencing
LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            

7 Power Supply LS 50,000             All Req'd 50,000              
8 Chlorine Contact Tank LS 500,000           All Req'd 500,000            
9 Telemetry and System Controls LS 60,000             All Req'd 60,000              

10 Electrical Work, Motor Control Center, 
Standby Generator

LS 400,000           All Req'd 400,000            

11 12-inch PVC Water Line, Including Valves LF 65                    600 39,000              
12 Fire Hydrant and Auxiliary Valve Assembly EA 4,000               1 4,000                

13 Connectin to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2 10,000              
14 Asphalt Surface Restoration SY 65                    670 43,550              

Estimated Construction Cost 4,338,550$       

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 651,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 4,989,550$       

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 998,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (5%) 250,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 6,237,550$       

SDC 10:  Proposed Improvements to Serve New Pressure Zone on Barnes Butte

SDC 11:  Proposed Improvements for Increased Supply into the System
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FIGURE
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NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT  UNIT PRICE  ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY  TOTAL PRICE 

1 Mobilization/Demobilization LS 51,500$           All Req'd 51,500$            
2 Temporary Protection and Direction of 

Traffic/Project Safety
LS               15,000 All Req'd               15,000 

3 New Reservoir to Northridge Pressure 
Zone Intertie, 16-inch PVC Water Line

LF 85                    8,700 739,500            

4 New Reservoir to Northridge Pressure 
Zone Intertie, Pressure Reducing Valve 
Station

LS 60,000             All Req'd 60,000              

5 American Pines Pump Station Capacity LS 100,000           All Req'd 100,000            
Upgrades

6 Connection to Existing Main Line EA 5,000               2 10,000              
7 Existing Fire Hydrant Connection to New 

Main Line
EA 2,000               2 4,000                

8 Gravel Surface Restoration SY 10                    9,700 97,000              

Estimated Construction Cost 1,077,000$      

Construction Contigency Cost (15%) 162,000            

Total Estimated Construction Cost 1,239,000$      

Preliminary, Design, and Construction Engineering (20%) 248,000            

Environmental Report, Cultural Resource Investigation, Permitting, Plan Reviews (10%) 124,000            

TOTAL ESTIMATED IMPROVEMENT COST (2017 DOLLARS) 1,611,000$       

SDC 12 and 13:  Proposed Improvements for Increased System Demands
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Chapter 7 - Project Financing and 
Implementation 

Introduction 

This chapter briefly outlines alternatives for financing the City of Prineville's water system 
improvements.  A summary of state and federal funding programs is presented, including a review of 
funding options potentially available to the City for the water system improvements.  To construct some 
or all of the proposed improvements, a financing plan acceptable to the City of Prineville must be 
developed to complete the improvements.  Because of the estimated cost of the improvements, it is 
recommended the City pursue financing resources including a low interest loan coupled with grant 
funds, if available. 

A detailed analysis of the City's current water rate structure was completed as part of the City's overall 
water and wastewater infrastructure planning process. Some discussion of the existing rate structure 
and how it affects the City's eligibility for certain funding programs is included.  Refer to the Water Rate 
Study prepared GEL Oregon, Inc., for a comprehensive evaluation of water rate options to fund the 
identified and recommended system improvements while maintaining adequate revenue to support 
operation and maintenance (O&M) and other system expenditures. 

Current Water Use Rates and Revenue 

The O&M of the existing water system is financed through the City's annual budget.  The City's fund 
includes expenses and revenues the water system.  Revenue is obtained from water user customer 
billings and connection fees.   

Water Use Rates     

The current base water rate per month for residential services inside the city limits is $18.26 plus 
$1.90 per unit of consumption.  Each unit is 750 gallons or 100 cubic feet. The base water rate per 
month for commercial services inside city limits is dependent on meter size, starting at $27.81 for a 
3/4-inch meter up to $698.84 for a 6-inch meter. The commercial base rate includes a base volume 
of usage varying by meter size. After the base usage is surpassed, there is a consumption charge of 
$1.90 per unit.   The current commercial monthly water rates are summarized on Table 7-1.  Refer to 
the Water Rate Study for more detailed information pertaining to water rates. 
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TABLE 7-1   
2017 COMMERCIAL WATER RATE INFORMATION 

Meter Size Units Included Base Rate Per Month 

Water Usage Rate  
(per 750 gallons/ 

100 cubic feet) 

3/4- inch 14 $27.81 $1.90 

1-inch 17 $34.15 $1.90 

1-1/2-inch 42 $80.22 $1.90 

2-inch 62 $119.14 $1.90 

3-inch 116 $373.27 $1.90 

4-inch 196 $336.00 $1.90 

6-inch 367 $698.84 $1.90 

Water System Improvements Funding 

To complete the water system improvements discussed in Chapter 6, the City may choose to obtain 
outside funding assistance.  A number of state and federal grant and loan programs can provide 
assistance on municipal improvement projects to utility districts, cities, and counties.  These programs 
offer various levels of funding aimed at different types of projects.  These include programs 
administered by the U.S. Department of Agriculture Rural Development (RD), the U.S. Economic 
Development Administration (EDA), Business Oregon, and others. 

These agencies can provide low interest loan funding and possibly grant funding for assisting rural 
communities on public works projects.  Some of the funding programs provide funding only if the 
improvements address documented water quality compliance issues.  A summary of potential funding 
programs follows. 

Summary of Potential Funding Programs  

The following section briefly summarizes the primary funding programs available to assist the City with a 
water system improvements project.  Most of these agencies will require an increase in water rates to 
support a loan for water system improvements both as a condition of receiving monies and prior to 
being considered for grant funds.  It should be noted the monthly user rates discussed in this section can 
represent a combination of monthly usage fees and taxes. 

Federal Grant and Loan Programs 

Rural Development 

This agency can provide financial assistance to communities with a population under 10,000 
through both loans and direct grants.  Under the loan program, the agency purchases local 
bonds.  The interest rate for these bonds is dependent on the median household income (MHI) 
of the community and other factors and varies from year to year based on other economic 
factors nationally.  The fixed interest rate varies, but is generally approximately 3.0 to  
4.0 percent with a repayment period of up to 40 years.  Applying for this type of funding is a 
fairly lengthy process involving development of an environmental report and a detailed funding 
application. 



City of Prineville, Oregon 
Water System Master Plan Chapter 7 

 

8/3/2018  Anderson Perry & Associates, Inc. 
G:\Clients\Prineville\W-WW\1260-15 W-WW Planning\Reports\WSMP\Report.docx  Page 7-3 

The agency presently requires communities to establish average residential user costs in the 
range of similar systems with similar demographics before the community qualifies for grant 
funds.  It should be noted that loans without grant funds may be acquired from RD that may not 
require rates to reach this level, depending on the results of an RD funding analysis.  The user 
costs must provide sufficient revenue to pay for all system operation, maintenance, and 
replacement costs and pay for the local debt service incurred as a result of the project.  All 
project costs above this level may be paid for by grant funds, up to given limits, which are 
usually not more than 45 percent of the total project cost.  The objective of the RD loan/grant 
program is to keep the cost for utilities in small, rural communities at a level similar to what 
other communities are paying. 

Another of the agency's requirements is that loan recipients establish a reserve fund of  
10 percent of the bond repayment during the first 10 years of the project, which can make the 
net interest rate higher if such a reserve does not already exist.  The RD program requires either 
revenue or general obligation bonds to be established through the agency for the project (refer 
to the Local Financing Options section of this chapter for further discussion).  These bonds can 
usually be purchased for a period of 40 years if desired.  A combination loan and grant from RD 
may be an option for the City to implement water system improvements. 

U.S. Economic Development Administration 

The EDA has grant and loan funds similar to those available through the Business Oregon - 
Special Public Works Fund (SPWF) program.  Monies are available to public agencies to fund 
projects that stimulate the economy of an area, and the overall goal of the program is to create 
or retain jobs.  The EDA has invested a great deal of money in Oregon to fund public works 
improvement projects in areas where new industries were locating or planned to locate in the 
future.  In addition, the agency has a program known as the Public Works Impact Program to 
fund projects in areas with extremely high rates of unemployment.  This program is targeted 
toward creating additional jobs and reducing the unemployment rate in the area.  If the City's 
water system improvements can be linked directly to industrial expansion or job retention, the 
City would be in a competitive position to receive funding under these EDA programs. 

State Grant and Loan Programs 

Business Oregon - Safe Drinking Water Revolving Loan Fund 

This is primarily a loan program for the construction and/or improvement of public and private 
water systems to address regulatory compliance issues.  This is accomplished through two 
separate programs:  the Safe Drinking Water Revolving Loan Fund (SDWRLF) for collection, 
treatment, distribution, and related infrastructure, and the Drinking Water Protection Loan Fund 
for protection of sources of drinking water prior to system intake.  The SDWRLF program 
normally lends up to $6 million per project.  Loan amounts greater than $6 million may be 
approved by the Business Oregon Board.  The standard SDWRLF loan term is 20 years or the 
useful life of project assets, whichever is less.  Loan terms up to 30 years may be available for 
"disadvantaged communities."  This program offers subsidized interest rates for all successful 
projects.  Interest rates for a standard loan start at 80 percent of the state/local bond rate.  
Interest rates for loans to disadvantaged communities are based on a sliding scale between the 
interest rate for a standard loan and 1 percent.  Communities may be eligible for some of the 
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principal on their SDWRLF loan to be "forgiven."  This forgivable loan feature is similar to a grant 
and is offered to disadvantaged communities.  Special consideration, including partial principal 
forgiveness, is provided to projects qualifying or having Green Project Reserve components.  The 
SDWRLF program appears to be a beneficial funding source for the City to pursue. 

Water/Wastewater Financing Program 

This is a loan and grant program that provides for the design and construction of public 
infrastructure when needed to ensure compliance with the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) or 
the Clean Water Act (CWA).  To be eligible, a system must have received, or is likely to soon 
receive, a notice of non-compliance by the appropriate regulatory agency associated with the 
SDWA or CWA. 

While primarily a loan program, grants are available for municipalities that meet eligibility 
criteria.  The loan/grant amounts are determined by financial analysis of the applicant's ability 
to afford a loan (debt capacity, repayment sources, current and projected utility rates, and other 
factors).  The maximum loan term is 25 years or the useful life of the infrastructure financed, 
whichever is less.  The maximum loan amount is $10 million per project and is determined by 
financial review and may be offered through a combination of direct and/or bond-funded loans.  
Loans are generally repaid with utility revenues or voter-approved bond issues.  A limited tax 
general obligation pledge may also be required.  Creditworthy borrowers may be funded 
through the sale of state revenue bonds. 

The maximum grant is $750,000 per project based on a financial analysis.  An applicant is not 
eligible for grant funds if the applicant's annual MHI is equal to or greater than 100 percent of 
the state average MHI for the same year. 

Community Development Block Grant Program 

The primary objective of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program is 
development of viable (livable) urban communities by expanding economic opportunities and 
providing decent housing and a suitable living environment principally for persons of low and 
moderate incomes (LMIs). 

This is a federally funded grant program.  The state receives an annual allocation from Housing 
and Urban Development for the CDBG program.  Grant funding is subject to applicant need, 
availability of funds, and any other restrictions in the state's Method of Distribution (i.e., 
program guidelines).  It is not possible to determine how much, if any, grant funds may be 
awarded prior to an analysis of the application and financial information. 

Eligibility for the CDBG program requires that greater than 51 percent of persons within the 
community fall into the LMI category.  According to the City and County demographics utilized 
by Business Oregon, in 2016 the City of Prineville had approximately 44.4 percent of the 
population within the LMI category.  This puts the City below the threshold criteria to qualify for 
CDBG funds.   
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Special Public Works Fund  

The SPWF program was established by the Oregon Legislature in 1985 to provide primarily loan 
funding for municipally owned infrastructure and other facilities that support economic and 
community development in Oregon.  Loans and grants are available to municipalities for 
planning, designing, purchasing, improving, and constructing municipally owned facilities, 
replacing owned essential community facilities, and emergency projects as a result of a disaster. 

For design and construction projects, loans are primarily available; however, grants are available 
for and limited to projects that will create and/or retain traded-sector jobs.  A traded-sector 
industry sells its goods or services into nationally or internationally competitive markets.  The 
maximum grant award is $500,000 or 85 percent of the project cost, whichever is less.  The 
grant amount per project is based on up to $5,000 per eligible job created or retained.  Loans 
range in size from less than $100,000 to $10 million.  The SPWF is able to offer very attractive 
interest rates that reflect tax-exempt market rates for very good quality creditors.  Loan terms 
can be up to 25 years or the useful life of the project, whichever is less.  If the City of Prineville 
can tie the needed improvements to job creation, the SPWF may be a potential funding source 
for water system improvements. 

For Business Oregon Programs - Contact Regional Development Officer 

Since program eligibility and funds availability may change from year to year, potential 
applicants are encouraged to contact their respective Regional Development Officer to obtain 
the most accurate and up-to-date information for each program. 

Potential Rate Requirements to Fund System Improvements 

To be eligible for RD grant and loan funds, the City must have average water use costs that are 
comparable to similar systems in the area.  Once the City begins to evaluate potential funding sources 
and attends a "One Stop" meeting (discussed later in this Chapter), RD will provide an estimate of the 
water rates required for the City of Prineville to be eligible for low interest loans and grants.  

Business Oregon is currently using 1.25 percent of a community's five-year MHI as the basis for 
residential monthly water user cost requirements to be eligible for grant funding.  In the City's case, the 
average five-year MHI is $29,249.  This MHI results in a required monthly residential water user cost of 
$30.47 to qualify for low interest loan or grant funding.  Business Oregon's residential rate requirement 
is also based on an assumed residential use of 7,500 gallons per month.  With the City's current rates, 
$18.26 is charged as a base rate and $1.90 per 750 gallons of water use is also charged.  If a residential 
water user consumed 7,500 gallons, the associated cost would be $37.26.  Therefore, it appears the City 
has already met the 1.25 percent MHI threshold to obtain low interest loans and/or grant funds through 
Business Oregon.  However, additional rate increases may be required to fund the full scope of the 
proposed water system improvements. 

Project "One Stop" Meeting 

To evaluate all potential project funding options, a "One Stop" meeting is generally requested by a city.  
"One Stop" meetings are often scheduled in Salem where representatives of RD, Business Oregon, and 
other funding agencies meet with the City to discuss the project and funding needs.  This joint meeting 
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provides a forum to evaluate and identify the most suitable funding package for the project and the City.  
To avoid requiring City representatives to travel to Salem, Business Oregon can hold these meetings 
locally.  After the meeting, the City is usually invited to submit a funding application to the preferred 
funding program(s) identified in the "One Stop" meeting. 

Local Financing Options 

Regardless of the ultimate project scope and agency from which funds are obtained, the City may need 
to develop authorization to incur debt (i.e., bonding) for the selected project improvements.  The need 
to develop authorization to incur debt depends on funding agency requirements and provisions in the 
City Charter.  The need for bonding by the City has been eliminated by most state funding programs.  
However, if a bond election is required, there are generally two options the City may use for its bonding 
authority: general obligation bonds and revenue bonds.  General obligation bonds require a vote of the 
people to give the City the authority to repay the debt service through tax assessments, water revenues, 
or a combination of both.  The City's taxing authority provides the guarantee for the debt.  Revenue 
bonds are financed through revenues of the water system.  Authority to issue revenue bonds can come 
in two forms.  One would be through a local bond election similar to that needed to sell a general 
obligation bond, and the second would be through Council action authorizing the sale of revenue bonds, 
if the City Charter allows.  If more than 5 percent of the registered voters do not object to the bonding 
authority resolution during a 60-day remonstrance period, the City would have authority to sell these 
revenue bonds. 

Oregon law currently requires a 50 percent voter turnout to pass a bonded debt tax measure, unless the 
election is held in November of an even numbered year.  November elections in even-numbered years 
require only a majority of those who voted to pass a bonded debt tax measure.  Due to current tax 
measure limitations in Oregon, careful consultation with experienced, licensed bonding attorneys 
should be made if the City begins to obtain bonding authority for the proposed water system 
improvements.  

Project Implementation  

For the City of Prineville to successfully implement the water system improvements evaluated in this 
Water System Master Plan (WSMP) and presented in the City's Capital Improvements Plan, the City will 
need to coordinate directly with RD, Business Oregon, and other potential funding agencies if they elect 
to pursue federal, state, and potentially local financing opportunities provided through low interest 
loans and potential grants.   

The City should work closely with its citizens through public meetings to inform them of the system 
needs and the necessity for potential increased water user costs.  To reduce the financial impact to rate 
payers, the City could seek low interest loans coupled with grant funds.  Increasing rates, as required, 
will adequately fund O&M of the existing and improved water system and keep up with inflation. 

Summary 

The water system improvements outlined herein are anticipated to provide the City with a higher quality 
water system with significantly improved reliability. The funding sources outlined in this chapter are 
potential sources of loans and grants for the City to consider if improvements projects are pursued. 
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APPENDIX A 
Consumer Confidence Report 

  



The sources of (both tap and bottled water) include rivers, lakes, streams , ponds, reservoirs, springs, and wells.  As water  

travels over the surface of the land or through the ground, it dissolves naturally-occurring minerals and, in some cases,       

radioactive material, and can pick up substances resulting from the presence of animals and human activity. 

Microbial contaminants, such as viruses and bacteria, which may come from sewage treatment plants, septic systems,       

agricultural livestock operations, and wildlife. 

Inorganic contaminants, such as salts and metals, which can be naturally-occurring or result from urban storm-water runoff, 

industrial or domestic wastewater discharges, oil and gas production, mining, or farming. 

Pesticides and Herbicides, comes from agricultural, urban storm-water runoff, and residential uses. 

Organic Chemical Contaminants, synthetic and volatile organic chemicals are byproducts of industrial processes and           

petroleum production, and also from gas stations, urban storm-water runoff, and septic systems. 

Radioactive Contaminants, Naturally occurring or the result of oil and gas production and mining activities. 

Drinking water and bottled water may contain at least small amounts of some contaminants.  The presence of contaminants 

does not necessarily indicate that water poses a health risk,  More information about contaminants and potential health     

effects can be obtained by calling the Environmental Protection Agency’s Safe Drinking Water Hotline (800-426-4791). 

    
Your health and the health of the community is important to us.  Your water utility staff is proud of the 
fact that your water meets stringent federal and state water quality standards 365 days a year.  Our staff 
is made up of highly trained and certified operators that are dedicated to achieving our mission to 
provide the highest quality water possible. .  If after reading this report and you still have questions, 
please feel free to contact our office 541-447-5627 or attend one of regular scheduled meetings held the 
2nd and 4th Tuesday of each month. 

Some people may be more vulnerable to contaminants in drinking water than the general population.  Immuno-compromised persons such 

as persons with cancer undergoing chemotherapy, persons who have undergone organ transplants, people with HIV/Aids or other immune 

system disorders, some elderly, and infants can be particularly at risk from infections.  These people should seek advise about drinking   

water from their health care providers.  EPA/CDC guidelines on appropriate means to lessen the risk of infection by Cryptosporidium and 

other microbial contaminants. For more information call the Safe Drinking Water Hot Line 1-800-426-4791.   Additional information can be 

found on the CDC website: www.cdc.gov/healthywater/drinking/public/faq.html. 

Important Information About Water and Your Health 

 

 

 

Lead in Drinking Water….Are You at Risk? 
Elevated levels of lead can cause serious health problems, especially for pregnant women and young children.  Lead in      

drinking water is primarily from materials and components associated with service lines and home plumbing.  City of Prineville 

is responsible for providing high quality drinking water to your tap, we cannot control the variety of materials used in plumbing 

components in your home.  When your water has been sitting for several hours, you can minimize the potential for lead       

exposure by flushing your tap for 30 seconds to 2 minutes before using water to drink or cooking.  If you are concerned about 

lead in your water, you may wish to have your water tested.  Information on lead in drinking water, testing methods, and steps 

you can take to minimize exposure is available from the Safe Drinking Water Hotline or at http:/www.epa.gov/safewater/lead, 

or www.leadline.org, or by contacting Edge Analytical, drinking water testing laboratory 541-639-8425. 

An Important Message from the Environmental Protection Agency 

Required information by EPA 

City of Prineville 

2016 Water Quality report 



Key and Definitions 

 AL - Action Level, the concentration of a contaminant which if exceeded, triggers treatment or other requirements. 

 EPA - Environmental Protection Agency, sets water quality standards and establishes methods and monitoring requirements for water utilities. 

 MCL - Maximum Contaminant Level, the highest level of a contaminant that is allowed in drinking water.  MCL’s are set as close to the MCLG’s as 

feasible using the best available treatment technology. 

 MCLG - Maximum Contaminant Level Goal, the level of a contaminant in drinking water which there is no known or expected risk to health.  MCLG’s 

allow a margin of safety. 

 PPB - Parts Per Billion. the equivalent of one second in 32 years. 

 PPM - Parts Per Million, the equivalent of one second in 12 days. 

 pCi/l -  Picocuries Per Liter, a measure of radioactivity. 

 Result/Range - the column that shows you what level of contaminant was found in the water you drink. 

 

The 1996 amendments to the Safe Drinking Water Act require that all 

states conduct Source Water Assessments for public  water systems 

within their boundaries.  The assessments consist of (1) identification 

of the Drinking Water Protection area, i.e., the area at the surface that 

is directly above the part of the aquifer that supplies groundwater to 

our well. (2) identification of potential sources of pollution within the 

drinking water protection area, and (3) determining the susceptibility or 

relative risk to the well water from those sources.  The purpose of the 

assessment is to provide water systems with information they need to 

develop a strategy to protect our groundwater resource. 

The Drinking Water Programs of The Department of Human Services 

and Environmental Quality have completed a Source Water              

Assessment.  A copy of the report is available for viewing by contacting 

the our office @ 541-447-5627. 

Page 2  2013 Consumer Confidence Report                         PWSID# 01129

  
Detected Regulated and Unregulated contaminants are listed below from the water you used over the last 5 years from our ground water 

wells.  Unregulated Contaminants are those for which EPA has not established drinking water standards. The purpose of unregulated       

contaminant monitoring is to help EPA determine their occurrence in drinking water and potential need for future regulation. 

City of Prineville District Source Assessment 

How to access more information on our 

water system 

O n  t h e  i n t e r n e t  t y p e  i n 

https://yourwater.oregon.gov/, under the 

blue box that has Drinking Water Program 

choose WS ID Look up, in the box type in 

00682 and click View Results.  You can 

scroll to the bottom and choose options to 

browse information for City of Prineville. 

                                   2016 Results for Regulated and Unregulated Contaminants for City of Prineville                       00682 

Primary Standards (directly related to the safety of drinking water) 

Inorganic Contaminants Units MCL MCLG Range/Result Violation Likely Source 

2016 -  Nitrate ppm 10 10 0 - 4.36 No Erosion of natural deposits 

2015 – Fluoride ppm 4 4 0.884 No Erosion of natural deposits 

Unregulated Contaminants Units MCL MCLG Range/Result Violation Likely Source 

2015 - Sodium ppm N/A N/A 37.9 No Erosion of natural deposits 

Radiological Contaminants Units MCL MCLG Range/Result Violation Likely Source 

2015 - Uranium ppb 30 0 0 - 1.0 No Erosion of natural deposits 

Lead and Copper Units MCLG AL 90th % Violation Likely Source 

2015—Copper ppm 1.3 1.3 0.14 No Household plumbing 

2015 - Lead ppb 15 0 1.0 No Household plumbing 

Disenfection-Byproducts Unit MCL MCLG Range/Result Violation Likely Source 

2016 - Trihalomethane ppb 80 N/A 1.5 - 3.9 No By-Product of drinking water disinfection 

2016 - Chlorine Residuals ppm 4 4 0.03 - 0.90 No By-Product of drinking water disinfection 



APPENDIX B 
Seismic Risk Assessment and Mitigation 

Materials 
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Map of Earthquake and Tsunami Damage Potential for a
Simulated Magnitude 9 Cascadia Earthquake

BACKGROUND

This map was prepared by The Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
(DOGAMI) for the use of the Oregon Seismic Safety Policy Advisory Commission in
completing the Oregon Resilience Plan for Cascadia Subduction Zone earthquakes. The
map displays an estimate of the total potential damage due to ground shaking, ground
failure (liquefaction and landslide), and tsunami inundation from a magnitude 9.0
Cascadia earthquake. This map is intended to provide nontechnical users with an
estimate of the geographic distribution of damage. The damage categories are taken
from the Modified Mercalli Intensity scale, which is based on observed effects on people,
objects, and buildings. The damage potential categories are derived from the peak
ground velocity map and tsunami inundation maps developed by DOGAMI for the
Oregon Resilience Plan. Damage potential categories were assigned following the model
of the U.S. Geological Survey ShakeMap program, and the tsunami inundation zone was
assigned to the Very Heavy damage category, consistent with observations from recent
great subduction earthquake tsunamis. See accompanying pamphlet for details.

OPEN-FILE REPORT O-13-06
Ground Motion and Ground Deformation Data and Maps

for the 2012 Oregon Resilience Plan for Cascadia
Subduction Zone Earthquakes

by Ian P. Madin and William J. Burns

PLATE 7

LEGEND

Cities

Data layers: Earthquake and tsunami damage: DOGAMI; see Background text on this
plate and accompanying pamphlet for details. Roads: Oregon Department of
Transportation, 2008. Urban growth boundaries: Oregon Department of Land
Conservation and Development (DLCD) (2011).
Cartography by Ian P. Madin.

For copies of this publication contact:
Nature of the Northwest Information Center

800 NE Oregon Street, #28, Ste. 965
Portland, Oregon 97232

telephone (971) 673-2331

Coordinate System: NAD 1983 CORS96 Oregon Statewide Lambert Ft Intl
Projection: Lambert Conformal Conic
Geographic Coordinate System:  NAD 1983 CORS96
Datum: NAD 1983 CORS96

NOTICE
This map cannot serve as a substitute for site-specific investigations by qualified practitioners.
Site-specific data may give results that differ from those shown on the maps. The views and
conclusions contained in this document are those of the authors and should not be interpreted as
necessarily representing the official policies, either expressed or implied, of the U.S. government.TR
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small unstable objects upset; doors swing, pictures move.
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buildings, including partial collapse; fall of some masonry walls; twisting and falling of
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destroyed with their foundations; bridges and well-built wooden structures heavily
damaged and in need of replacement.
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Foreword
“If we cannot control the volatile tides of change, we can learn to build better boats.” 
—Andrew Zolli and Ann Marie Healy, Resilience: Why Things Bounce Back (2012)

For more than 300 years, a massive geological fault off Ameri-
ca’s northwest coast has lain dormant. Well into that interval, 
Meriwether Lewis and William Clark journeyed to the mouth of 
the Columbia River and returned to Washington, D.C. to tell the 
new United States about what came to be known as the Oregon 
Country. Tens of thousands of settlers crossed the Oregon Trail to 
establish communities throughout the Willamette Valley, in coast-
al valleys, and beside natural harbors. With the provisional gov-
ernment established in 1843 followed by statehood in 1859, the 
modern history of Oregon began. Industries rose and fell, cities 
and towns grew . . . and still the fault lay silent.

Not until the 1980s did scientists recognize the Cascadia sub-
duction zone as an active fault that poses a major geological haz-
ard to Oregon. A decade later, the state’s building codes were 
updated to address this newly revealed earthquake threat to the 
built environment.

Since that time, scientists have documented a long history of 
earthquakes and tsunamis on the Cascadia subduction zone, and 
state and local officials have urged Oregonians to prepare for the 
next one. In 1999, the state’s Department of Geology and Miner-
al Industries published a preliminary statewide damage and loss 
study identifying the dire consequences of a Cascadia earthquake 
and tsunami for Oregon’s infrastructure and for public safety.

One official who took that warning seriously was Senator Peter 
Courtney, Oregon’s unchallenged champion of earthquake safety 
and advocate for measures to protect students who attend unsafe 
schools. His legislative efforts over more than a decade launched 
a statewide assessment of schools and emergency response facil-
ities, and established a state grant program to help fund seismic 
upgrades to hazardous schools and other critical facilities. Other 
than California, no state has done as much—yet the hazard sur-
passes the commitments Oregon has made to date.

In early 2011, we suggested in the pages of The Oregonian 
that Oregon should take new steps to make itself resilient to a big 
earthquake.  Less than two months later, the Tohoku earthquake 
and tsunami disaster in Japan provided the occasion for Repre-
sentative Deborah Boone to introduce a House Resolution calling 
on Oregon to plan for the impacts of a Cascadia earthquake and 
tsunami here.

House Resolution 3 directed Oregon Seismic Safety Policy Ad-
visory Commission to lead the planning effort. Chairman Kent Yu, 
Ph.D., has skillfully guided more than 150 volunteer professionals, 
including noted experts, to develop a landmark report on Ore-
gon’s priorities to survive and bounce back from a magnitude 9.0 
Cascadia earthquake and tsunami.

The authors of this Oregon Resilience Plan set out to help 
Oregonians know what to expect from the state’s infrastructure 
should that disaster strike this year, and to propose the level of 
infrastructure reliability that a resilient state should provide. The 
plan’s recommendations highlight ways to close the gap that sep-
arates expected and desired performance.

Business leaders engaged in this resilience planning effort have 
indicated that in a major disaster, interruptions of infrastructure 
services lasting longer than two weeks will put their enterprises 
at risk. Yet, under present conditions, we can expect some inter-
ruptions to last much longer, in some cases from 18 to 36 months 
or more. The state, in tandem with the private sector, has much to 
do to improve the reliability of basic services. Citizens, too, need 
to plan to be self-sufficient for far longer than the 72-hour period 
commonly advised for disaster preparedness.

The most recent Cascadia earthquake struck at around 9:00 
p.m. on a late January evening; the next could shake a mid-July 
morning when hundreds of thousands of Oregonians and visitors 
are enjoying coastal beaches and towns.  No one can predict the 
next time the Cascadia fault will rupture, and today is just as like-
ly as fifty years from now. If we begin now, it is possible to prevent 
that natural disaster from causing a statewide catastrophe.  Now 
is the time to have a plan.  Now is the time to close Oregon’s re-
silience gap.

The Oregon Resilience Plan maps a path of policy and invest-
ment priorities for the next fifty years. The recommendations of-
fer Oregon’s Legislative Assembly and Governor immediate steps 
to begin a journey along that path. The plan and its recommen-
dations build on the solid foundation laid over the past quarter 
century by some of Oregon’s top scientists, engineers, and poli-
cymakers. 

As we wrote two years ago, adopting and implementing such a 
plan can show “Oregon at its best, tackling a risk with imagination 
and resourcefulness while sharing the knowledge gained.”

Yumei Wang, Jay Raskin, and Edward Wolf
Portland, Oregon, November 2012

Yumei Wang, Jay Raskin, and Edward Wolf are the co-authors of 
“Oregon should make itself resilient for a big quake,” The Sunday 
Oregonian, January 9, 2011. 

Note: This Executive Summary selects from the large number of detailed recommendations in the chapters of the Oregon 
Resilience Plan. The full report is available online at the Oregon Office of Emergency Management website: http://www.

oregon.gov/OMD/OEM/Pages/index.aspx



The Oregon Resilience Plan—Executive Summary  |  February 2013 3

Executive Summary
Very large earthquakes will occur in Oregon’s future, and our state’s infrastructure will remain poorly 
prepared to meet the threat unless we take action now to start building the necessary resilience. This 
is the central finding of the Oregon Resilience Plan requested by Oregon’s 76th Legislative Assembly.

About the Plan
House Resolution 3, adopted in April 2011, directed the Oregon Seismic Safety Policy Advisory Com-
mission (OSSPAC) “to lead and coordinate preparation of an Oregon Resilience Plan that reviews 
policy options, summarizes relevant reports and studies by state agencies, and makes recommen-
dations on policy direction to protect lives and keep commerce flowing during and after a Cascadia 
earthquake and tsunami.” OSSPAC assembled eight task groups, comprising volunteer subject-matter 
experts from government, universities, the private sector, and the general public. An Advisory Group 
of public- and private-sector leaders oversaw the Task Groups’ work, assembled in the portfolio of 
chapters that make up the plan.

OSSPAC offered the following definition of the seismic resilience goal: 

“Oregon citizens will not only be protected from life-threatening physical harm, but 
because of risk reduction measures and pre-disaster planning, communities will 
recover more quickly and with less continuing vulnerability following a Cascadia 
subduction zone earthquake and tsunami.”

Each group was charged with three tasks for four affected zones (tsunami, coastal/earthquake 
only, valley, and central/eastern Oregon):

1. Determine the likely impacts of a magnitude 9.0 Cascadia earthquake and tsunami on its as-
signed sector, and estimate the time required to restore functions in that sector if the earth-
quake were to strike under present conditions;

2. Define acceptable timeframes to restore functions after a future Cascadia earthquake to fulfill 
expected resilient performance; and

3. Recommend changes in practice and policies that, if implemented during the next 50 years, will 
allow Oregon to reach the desired resilience targets.

The purpose of the analysis is to identify steps needed to eliminate the gap separating current 
performance from resilient performance, and to initiate that work through capital investment, new 
incentives, and policy changes so that the inevitable natural disaster of a Cascadia earthquake and 
tsunami will not deliver a catastrophic blow to Oregon’s economy and communities. 

Impact zones for the magnitude 9.0 
Cascadia earthquake scenario. Damage 
will be extreme in the Tsunami zone, 
heavy in the Coastal Zone, moderate in 
the Valley zone and light in the Eastern 
zone.
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Tsunami Vulnerability:  City of Seaside with 83% of its 
population, 89% of its employees and almost 100% 
of its critical facilities in the tsunami inundation zone.  
Source:  Horning Geosciences

This timeline compares the 10,000-year-long history of Cascadia earthquakes to events in human history.

Critical Facilities in the Tsunami Zone – Minamisanriku, March 14, 2011.  Because their hospital, 
emergency operation center, and other government and community service facilities were 
located in the tsunami inundation zone, the surviving community lost nearly all of its capacity 
to respond and implement recovery efforts.  Source:  Asia Air Survey Co., Ltd.

The Cascadia Earthquake Scenario Task Group (Chapter One) reviewed current scientific research to develop a 
detailed description of the likely physical effects of a great (magnitude 9.0) Cascadia subduction zone earthquake and 
tsunami, providing a scenario that other task groups used to assess impacts on their respective sectors.

The Business and Workforce Continuity Task Group (Chapter Two) sought to assess the workplace 
integrity, workforce mobility, and building systems performance – along with customer viability – needed 
to allow Oregon’s businesses to remain in operation following a Cascadia earthquake and tsunami and to 
drive a self-sustaining economic recovery. 

The Coastal Communities Task Group (Chapter Three) addressed the unique risks faced by Oregon’s 
coast, the region of the state that will experience a devastating combination of tsunami inundation and 
physical damage from extreme ground shaking due to proximity to the subduction zone fault.

Overview of the Task Groups

CASCADIA EARTHQUAKE TIME LINE

Comparison of the history of subduction zone earthquakes along the Cascadia Subduction Zone in northern California, Oregon, and Washington, 
with events from human history. Ages of earthquakes are derived from study and dating of submarine landslides triggered by the earthquakes. 
Earthquake data provided by Chris Goldfinger, Oregon State University; time line by Ian P. Madin, DOGAMI.

Earthquake of Magnitude 9+ (fault breaks along entire subduction zone)

Earthquake of Magnitude 8+ (fault breaks along southern half of subduction zone)

Cascadia Earthquake Timeline

 YEARS BC YEARS AD

KNOWN CASCADIA EARTHQUAKES ALONG THE CASCADIA SUBDUCTION ZONE IN NORTHERN CALIFORNIA, OREGON, AND WASHINGTON
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The Critical and Essential Buildings Task Group (Chapter Four) examined the main classes of 
public and private structures considered critical to resilience in the event of a scenario earthquake, 
and sought to characterize the gap between expected seismic performance (current state) and 
desired seismic resilience (target state). The group also assessed buildings deemed vital to commu-
nity resilience, and addressed the special challenges posed by unreinforced masonry (URM) and 
non-ductile concrete structures.

The Transportation Task Group (Chapter Five) assessed the seismic integrity of Oregon’s 
multi-modal transportation system, including bridges and highways, rail, airports, water ports, 
and public transit systems, examined the special considerations pertaining to the Columbia and 
Willamette River navigation channels, and characterized the work deemed necessary to restore 
and maintain transportation lifelines after a Cascadia earthquake and tsunami. The group’s scope 
included interdependence of transportation networks with other lifeline systems.

Many of existing public and private buildings 
such as the State Capitol Building were built 

prior to our knowledge of the Cascadia 
subduction earthquake.  They are not 

seismically safe, and pose significant life-safety 
threat to the building occupants.

The approach (foreground) to the 1966 
Astoria-Megler Bridge that spans the Columbia 

River has major structural deficiencies 
that could lead to a collapse following an 

earthquake. Damaged bridge sections could 
block waterway access to the Critical Energy 

Infrastructure Hub. (DOGAMI photo)

The Energy Task Group (Chapter Six) investigated the seismic deficiencies of Oregon’s energy 
storage and transmission infrastructure, with a special emphasis on the vulnerability of the state’s 
critical energy infrastructure (CEI) hub, a six-mile stretch of the lower Willamette River where key 
liquid fuel and natural gas storage and transmission facilities and electricity transmission facilities 
are concentrated.

    

Left: 
Site map of the Critical 

Energy Infrastructure 
(CEI) Hub on the 

western bank of the 
Lower Willamette 
River area in NW 

Portland, Oregon. The 
CEI Hub, outlined in 
red, stretches for six 

miles. (Google Earth) 
Right: 

Oil terminals in the CEI 
Hub. (DOGAMI photo)



The Oregon Resilience Plan—Executive Summary  |  February 2013 6

The Information and Communications Task Group (Chapter Seven) examined the inherent vulnerabil-
ities of Oregon’s information and communications systems and the consequences of service disruptions for 
the resilience of other sectors and systems. The group explored the implications of co-location of commu-
nications infrastructure with other vulnerable physical infrastructure (e.g., bridges), and specified the con-
ditions needed to accomplish phased restoration of service following a Cascadia earthquake and tsunami.

The Water and Wastewater Task Group (Chapter Eight) reviewed vulnerabilities of the pipelines, treat-
ment plants, and pump stations that make up Oregon’s water and wastewater systems, and discussed 
the interventions needed to increase the resilience of under-engineered and antiquated infrastructure at 
potential failure points. The group proposed a phased approach to restoration of water services after a 
Cascadia earthquake and tsunami, beginning with a backbone water and wastewater system capable of 
supplying critical community needs.

Left:  
These high voltage electrical 

transmission towers are built 
on a river bank in the Critical 

Energy Infrastructure (CEI) Hub 
susceptible to lateral spreading. 

(DOGAMI photo) 
 

Right:  
Structural damage to a high 
voltage transmission tower 

located at a river crossing in 2010 
Chile earthquake (ASCE Technical 

Council on Lifeline Earthquake 
Engineering – TCLEE)

Key Findings
Oregon is far from resilient to the impacts of a great Cascadia 
earthquake and tsunami today. Available studies estimate fatali-
ties ranging from 1,250 to more than 10,000 due to the combined 
effects of earthquake and tsunami, tens of thousands of build-
ings destroyed or damaged so extensively that they will require 
months to years of repair, tens of thousands of displaced house-
holds, more than $30 billion in direct and indirect economic losses 
(close to one-fifth of Oregon’s gross state product), and more than 
one million dump truck loads of debris.

A particular vulnerability is Oregon’s liquid fuel supply. Oregon 
depends on liquid fuels transported into the state from Washing-
ton State, which is also vulnerable to a Cascadia earthquake and 
tsunami. Once here, fuels are stored temporarily at Oregon’s criti-
cal energy infrastructure hub, a six-mile stretch of the lower Willa-
mette River where industrial facilities occupy liquefiable riverside 
soils. Disrupting the transportation, storage, and distribution of 
liquid fuels would rapidly disrupt most, if not all, sectors of the 
economy critical to emergency response and economic recovery.

Business continuity planning typically assumes a period of two 
weeks to be the longest disruption of essential services (i.e., util-
ities, communications, etc.) that a business can withstand, and 
service disruptions lasting for one month or longer can be enough 
to force a business to close, relocate, or leave the state entirely.  
Analysis in the Oregon Resilience Plan reveals the following time-
frames for service recovery under present conditions:

Critical Service Zone
Estimated Time  

to Restore Service

Electricity Valley 1 to 3 months

Electricity Coast 3 to 6 months

Police and fire stations Valley 2 to 4 months

Drinking water and sewer Valley 1 month to 1 year

Drinking water and sewer Coast 1 to 3 years

Top-priority highways  
(partial restoration) Valley 6 to 12 months

Healthcare facilities Valley 18 months

Healthcare facilities Coast 3 years

Resilience gaps of this magnitude reveal a harsh truth: a policy 
of business as usual implies a post-earthquake future that could 
consist of decades of economic and population decline – in effect, 
a “lost generation” that will devastate our state and ripple beyond 
Oregon to affect the regional and national economy. 

  

•	After the February 27, 2010 M8.8 Maule Earthquake, Chile 
was able to restore 90% communication services and 95% 
power supply within two weeks, and re-start commercial 
flights after ten days.

•	After the March 11, 2011 M9.0 Tohoku Earthquake, Japan 
was able to restore more than 90% power supply in ten 
days, 90% telephone lines in two weeks, and 90% cellular 
base stations in 19 days.
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Recommendations
Based on the findings in this Oregon Resilience Plan, OSSPAC rec-
ommends that Oregon start now on a sustained program to re-
duce our vulnerability and shorten our recovery time to achieve 
resilience before the next Cascadia earthquake inevitably strikes 
our state.

OSSPAC urges systematic efforts to assess the Oregon’s build-
ings, lifelines, and social systems, and to develop a sustained 
program of replacement, retrofit, and redesign to make Oregon 
resilient. 

Sector-by-sector findings and detailed recommendations are 
presented in each chapter of the Oregon Resilience Plan. Overar-
ching priorities, illustrated with examples selected from the chap-
ters, include new efforts to:

1. Undertake comprehensive assessments of the key struc-
tures and systems that underpin Oregon’s economy, includ-
ing
a. Completing a statewide inventory of critical buildings 

(those needed for emergency response and the provi-
sion of basic services to communities) in both public and 
private sectors (Chapter Four);

b. Completing an updated inventory of the local agency, 
transit, port, and rail assets that assure access to school 
buildings and hospitals and could be used during emer-
gencies (Chapter Five);

c. Charging the Oregon Public Utility Commission to define 
criteria for seismic vulnerability assessments that can be 
applied by operating companies in the energy and infor-
mation and communications sectors (Chapters Six and 
Seven); and

d. Requiring all water and wastewater agencies to com-
plete a seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan as 
part of periodic updates to facility plans (Chapter Eight).

2. Launch a sustained program of capital investment in Ore-
gon’s public structures, including 
a. Fully funding Oregon’s Seismic Rehabilitation Grants Pro-

gram for K-12 schools, community colleges, and emer-
gency response facilities (Chapters Two and Four); 

b. Seismically upgrading lifeline transportation routes into 
and out of major business centers statewide by 2030 
(Chapter Five); and 

c. Establishing a State Resilience Office to provide leader-
ship, resources, advocacy, and expertise in implementing 
statewide resilience plans (Chapter Four).

3. Craft a package of incentives to engage Oregon’s private 
sector in efforts to advance seismic resilience, including 
a. Developing a seismic rating system for new buildings to 

incentivize construction of buildings more resilient than 
building code compliance requires and to communicate 
seismic risk to the public (Chapters Two and Four);

b. Tasking the Oregon Public Utilities Commission to pro-
vide oversight for seismic preparedness of the energy 
providers currently under its jurisdiction (Chapter Six); 
and

c. Working with the hospitality industry to develop plans to 
assist visitors following a major earthquake and tsuna-
mi and to plan strategies to rebuild the tourism industry 
(Chapter Three). 

4. Update Oregon’s public policies, including 
a. Revising individual preparedness communications to 

specify preparation from the old standard of 72 hours to 
a minimum of two weeks, and possibly more (Chapters 
Two and Three);

b. Developing a policy and standards for installation of tem-
porary bridges following earthquake disruption (Chapter 
Five); and

c. Adopting a two-tiered ratings system that indicates the 
number of hours/days that a citizen in a community 
can expect to wait before major relief arrives, and the 
number of days/months that a citizen can expect to wait 
before the community itself achieves 90 percent resto-
ration of roads and municipal services (Chapter Two). 

These and other recommendations may be refined and imple-
mented via a combination of new legislation, regulations, admin-
istrative rules, budget priorities, and in consultation with private 
sector leaders as appropriate.

Looking Ahead
This Oregon Resilience Plan emphasizes the resilient physical in-
frastructure needed to support business and community continu-
ity. The policy recommendations presented here, if implemented 
over the next 50 years, will enhance our infrastructure resilience, 
help preserve our communities, and protect our state economy. 

This is a timeframe much longer than typical of government 
planning efforts. To affirm Oregon’s commitment, OSSPAC needs 
to work with the Joint Ways & Means Committee of Oregon’s Leg-
islative Assembly to track and report on progress toward seismic 
resilience at the beginning of each legislative session, to keep the 
50-year goal in view.

Local Oregon communities can use the framework and 
gap-analysis methodology developed by the Oregon Resilience 
Plan to conduct more refined assessments that consider local 
seismic and tsunami hazards, and develop community-specific 
recommendations to meet their response and recovery needs.

A Cascadia earthquake and tsunami will affect both Oregon 
and Washington. Both states share common challenges, among 
them the interstate bridges and the Columbia River navigation 
channel as well as the regional power grid and liquid fuel sup-
ply. In particular, Oregon gets almost one hundred percent of its 
liquid fuel from suppliers in Washington, delivered via pipeline 
and river. We believe that it would be beneficial for both states 
to work together at a regional level to address the common chal-
lenge of resilience to a region-wide seismic event. 

OSSPAC recommends expanding future resilience planning ef-
forts to include: 

1. Community-level planning
2. Human resilience
3. Civic infrastructure
4. Joint regional planning with Washington State

With resilient physical infrastructure, a healthy population, 
and functioning government and civic infrastructure to provide 
services to those in need, Oregon will be ready to withstand a 
Cascadia earthquake and tsunami, and to expedite response and 
recovery efforts quickly.
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Seismic Risk Assessment and Mitigation Plan 
Frequently Asked Questions 

Oregon Health Authority Drinking Water Services 
 
 

1. Why do community water systems with more than 300 connections need to 
conduct a seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan? 

 
The Oregon Resilience Plan was developed in 2013 and provides the state’s 
road map for earthquake preparedness. The goal is to identify critical 
infrastructure needed to supply water during an emergency, and identify 
projects to be completed in the next 50 years to ensure that piped water can 
be provided in the event of a strong earthquake. The plan and related 
information can be found at www.oregon.gov/gov/policy/orr. Water supply 
infrastructure is addressed in Section 8 beginning on page 203.  
 

2. Which systems need to submit a seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan?  
 
Every community water system with more than 300 connections that intends 
to submit a master plan after January 10, 2018 is required to conduct a 
seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan if any of their facilities are located 
in Areas VII through X of Plate 7. Plate 7 is available at 
http://www.oregon.gov/oha/PH/HEALTHYENVIRONMENTS/DRINKINGWATE
R/PLANREVIEW/Documents/seismic-map.pdf.  

 
3. What must be included in a seismic risk assessment? 

 
The seismic risk assessment must identify critical facilities needed to supply 
key community needs, including at a minimum: fire suppression, essential 
health care and first aid, emergency response, and drinking water supply 
points. The result would be a list of infrastructure backbone components 
including supply, treatment, distribution, and storage elements that are 
needed in order to continue to supply water for essential community needs 
immediately after a Cascadia subduction zone earthquake.  
 
The assessment must also evaluate the likelihood and consequences of 
seismic failures for each facility identified as critical. General information for 
assessing various facilities by construction date and material can be found in 
the Oregon Resiliency Plan, which also references the American Lifelines 
Alliance (2001) Seismic Fragility Formulations for Water Systems, 
www.americanlifelinesalliance.org.  
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4. What must be included in the mitigation plan? 
 
Based on the critical facilities identified to form the backbone, the mitigation 
plan consists of projects that will be completed over the next 50-year time 
period to upgrade, retrofit, or rebuild these facilities so that they will continue 
to provide water following a Cascadia subduction zone earthquake. The 
mitigations would include planned capital improvement projects, upgrades to 
minimize water loss from each critical facility, or recommendations for further 
study or analysis. The mitigation plan must also include a schedule as to when 
these mitigation efforts will be completed, within the 50 year planning horizon.  
 

5. Are other formats of Plate 7 available? 
 

Yes. Labels in pdf files (such as city names) can be turned off on the toolbar 
on the left hand side of the Adobe Acrobat Reader screen.  
 
GIS files can be downloaded at http://www.oregongeology.org/pubs/ofr/p-O-
13-06.htm.  Under Publication Preview, click on “Download zip file (1.85 GB). 
Refer to “Read me” file for instructions. Open the Appendix folder. Click on the 
.rar file (a zip utility such as WinZip is needed to open this GIS data file). The 
GIS layer for Plate 7 is “Oregon_M_9_Scenario_Site_PGV.” This file has the 
raw data and will need to be classified into the Mercalli rankings as shown on 
Plate 7. Remember that the Area X category includes the tsunami inundation 
zone.  
 

6. Is any funding available to assist in development of this assessment and plan? 
 

After July 1, 2018, systems serving 3,300 connections or less will be eligible 
for up to $20,000 from the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund to complete 
the seismic risk assessment and mitigation plan. Funds will be awarded on a 
first-come, first-serve basis with submittal of a Letter of Interest. Funds cannot 
be used for mitigation activities (design or construction).  
 

7. Are there additional technical resources to help develop the seismic risk 
assessment and mitigation plan? 

 
Yes. Technical resources have been compiled in a document located at 
http://www.oregon.gov/oha/PH/HEALTHYENVIRONMENTS/DRINKINGWATE
R/PLANREVIEW/Documents/seismic-references.pdf.  

 
For more information, contact Drinking Water Services at 971-673-0405 
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Deficiency Summary 
Surveyor: Michelle Byrd  

Date Corrective Action Plan is due:       County: Crook 

      

Yes  No Significant Deficiencies and Rule Violations:  
Date to be 
corrected 

 
Date 

corrected 
     Source:     
 Well construction:     
 Seal openings on sounding tube for Barnes Well.               

 Seal opening on concrete pad for Stearns Well.               

 Seal old chlorine injection point for 4th Street Deep 
Well, and seal gap between pump platform & 
concrete pad. 

              

 Seal openings into Ochoco Heights Well.               

 Seal holes on well & concrete pad for Yancey Well.               

 Unused old well of unknown construction within 100 
foot setback of Stadium well. 

              

 Remove paint stored in Lamonta, Ochoco Heights 
and Airport well buildings. 

              

 Improve seals on old down-hole chlorination 
openings for Yancey and Lamonta wells 

              

     Treatment:     
 Surface water treatment:     
 N/A               

 Disinfection:     
                     

                     

     Finished Water Storage:     
                     

                     

     Distribution:     
 Chlorine not recorded when measured at least twice 

per week 
              

                     

     Monitoring:     
                     

                     

     Management & Operations:     
                     

                     

     Operator Certification:     
                     

     Other Rule Violations:     
                     

Comments: 
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 Source Deficiencies: 

Well Construction Deficiencies (OAR 333-061-0076): 

    Sanitary seal and casing not watertight 

    Does not meet setbacks from hazards 

    Wellhead not protected from flooding 

    No raw water sample tap 

    No treated sample tap (if applicable) 

    No screen on existing well vent 

Spring Source Deficiencies (OAR 333-061-0076): 

    Springbox not impervious durable material 

    No watertight access hatch/entry 

    No screened overflow 

    Does not meet setbacks from hazards 

    No raw water sample tap 

    No treated sample tap (if applicable) 

 Treatment Deficiencies/Violations: 

Surface Water Treatment Deficiencies: 
   + Turbidity standards not met-0030(3) 
   + Turbidimeters not calibrated per manufacturer or 

at least quarterly-0036(5)(b)(A) 

    Incorrect location for compliance turbidity 
monitoring 

    If serving > 3,300 people no alarm or auto plant 
shut off for low chlorine residual 

    For conventional or direct filtration: No alarm or 
plant shut off for high turbidity 

     For conventional filtration: Settled water not 
measured daily 

    For conventional or direct filtration: Turbidity 
profile not conducted on individual filters at least 
quarterly 

    For cartridge filtration: No pressure gauges before 
and after cartridge filter 

    For diatomaceous earth filtration: Body feed not 
added with influent flow 

   + For membrane filtration: Turbidimeter not present 
on each unit-0050(4)(c)(G) 

   + For membrane filtration: Direct integrity testing not 
done at least daily-0036(5)(b)(F) 

Disinfection Deficiencies/Violations: 
   + DPD or EPA approved method not used-0036(9). 
   + Free chlorine residual not maintained-0032(3/5) 
   + Chlorine not measured & recorded as required-

0036(9) 
   + Minimum CT requirement not met all times-

0032(3/5) 

    No means to adequately determine flow rate on 
contact chamber effluent line 

   + pH, Temperature, and chlorine residual not 
measured daily at first user-0036(5)(a/b) 

     Failure to calculate CT values correctly 

     No means to adequately determine disinfection 
contact time under peak flow and minimum 
storage conditions 

   + Annual raw water sampling past due-0036(6)(w) 

UV Disinfection Violations (OAR 333-0050(5)(k)): 
   + Bypass around UV system 
   + Lamp sleeve not cleaned 
   + Lamp not replaced per manufacturer 
   + No intensity sensor with alarm or shut-off 
   + Annual raw water sampling past due-0036(6)(w) 

Other Treatment Violations: 
   + Non-NSF approved chemicals-0087(6) 
   + Corrosion control parameters not met-0034 

 Distribution System Violations: 
   + System pressure < 20 psi.  -0025(7) 

Cross Connection (OAR 333-061-0070): 
   + No ordinance or enabling authority (CWS) 
   + Annual Summary Report not issued (CWS) 
   + Testing records not current (CWS, NTNC, TNC) 
   + No Cross Connection Control Specialist (CWS > 

300 connections) 

 Finished Water Storage Deficiencies: 

    Hatch not locked or adequately secured 

    Roof and access hatch not watertight 

    No flap valve, screen, or equivalent on drain. 

    No screened vent 

 Monitoring Violations: 
   + Monitoring not current-0025(1)                                                                                     
   + MCL violations-0030 
   + No Coliform Sampling Plan-0036(6)(b)(G) 

 Management & Operations Violations: 
   + No operations and maintenance manual. 
            -0065(4) 
   + Emergency response plan not completed. 
       -0064(1) 
   + Major modifications not approved (plan review).  

-0050 
   + Master plan not current (> 300 con.)-0060(5) 
   + Annual CCR not submitted (CWS)-0043(1)(a) 
   + PNC or out of compliance with AO 
   + Public notice not issued as required-0042 

 Operator Certification Violations: 
   + No certified operator at required level-0065(2). 
   + No protocol for under certified operator-0225(5). 

  Other Rule Violations:       

 Significant deficiency per OAR 333-061-0076 
+ Significant rule violation per OAR 333-061-XXX 



 City of Prineville 

Water System Survey 

PWS ID: 41 

Survey Date: 

00682 

06/04/14 
OHA Drinking Water Program   

      Page 3 of 23 

 

Rev. 3/12/12 

 

Inventory and Narrative 
  Outstanding Performer County: Crook 

Type Status Size Season 

  Community (C) 

  Non Transient 
  Non-Community (NTNC) 

  Transient 
  Non-Community (TNC) 

  State Reg/Non EPA (NP) 

Population: 9,245  All year  Seasonal 

Connections: 3,283 Begins: (mm/dd)   /   

Service Chars: MU Ends: (mm/dd)   /   

Ownership: 4 Coliform Sampling 

License Period:   Monthly  Quarterly 

 Not Lic  HD  Ag Samples Required:  10 

Operator Certification Required Responsible Agency 

WD 2 WT       FE  Small WS   State    County    Dept of Agriculture 

Primary Administrative Contact (Mailing Address): 

Contact Name: Patrick Goehring Phone: (541) 447-5627 (City Hall) 

Title: Public Works Superintendent Cell: (541) 408-2437 

Street Address: 387 NE 3rd Street Emergency #: (     )       

City/State/Zip: Prineville, OR 97754 Email: pgoehring@cityofprineville.com 

Legal/Owner Address: 

Contact Name: Jan Dobson Phone: (     )       

Title: Administration Technician Cell: (541) 233-6199 

Street Address: 1233 NW Lamonta Rd (Public Works) Emergency #: (     )       

City/State/Zip: Prineville, OR 97754 Email: jdobson@cityofprineville.com 

System Physical Address: 

Contact Name:       Phone: (     )       

Title:       Cell: (     )       

Street Address:       Emergency #: (     )       

City/State/Zip:       Email:       

Emergency Systems Available: 

Name: None PWS ID#: 41       

Narrative: 

The city has ten wells located within the service area and at the airport.  Two wells (i.e., 4th Street Shallow, 
Ochoco Heights are available for emergency.  Two new wells located at the airport are under construction.  
Well water is disinfected to maintain free chlorine residual in the distribution system.  There are five finished 
water reservoirs with a storage capacity of about 3.5 million gallons.  An additional 1 million gallon storage 
reservoir is under construction next to the existing airport reservoir.  There are over 40 miles of distribution 
piping with six pressure zones.  Estimated daily water use is about 830,000 gallons during winter months and 
up to about 2.8 million gallons during the peak summer demand. 

Patrick Goehring and Jan Dobson provided assistance during the survey. 
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Water System Map 

 

 
Map Source: Google earth 
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Water System Schematic 
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Source Information 

ID Entry Points Source Type Availability Treatment 

ID 

(Location where water enters 
distribution and is sampled) 
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Treatment 
Codes** 

A EP for Stearns Well                      X421 

B EP for S 4th St Deep Well                      X421 

C EP for Lamonta Well                      X421 

D EP for Yancey Well                      X421 

E EP for S 4th St Shallow Well                      - 

F EP for Stadium Well                      X421 

G EP for Airport Wells                      X401 

H EP for Barney Well                      X421 

I EP for Ochoco Heights Well                      - 

              
ID Individual Sources  Source Type Availability Treatment 

ID 

(Contributing to Entry Point) 
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Treatment 
Codes** 

AA Stearns Well G 300             

BA South 4th St Deep Well G 220             

CA Lamonta Well G, E 215             

DA Yancey Well G, E 200             

EA South 4th St Shallow Well G 130             

FA Stadium Well G 210             

GA Airport Well #1 G, E 265             

GB Airport Well #2 G, E 750             

HA Barney Well G, J 350             

IA Ochoco Heights Well G 315             
*Land Use Codes: (A) Pristine Forest (B) Irrigated Crops (C) Non-Irrigated Crops (D) Pasture (E) Light Industry (F) Heavy Industry (G) Urban-Sewered 
Area (H) Rural On-Site Sewage Disposal (I) Urban On-Site Sewage Disposal (J) Rangeland (K) Managed Forest (L) Commercial (M) Recreational Use 
**See “Treatment” page for treatment code descriptions. 

List current operational patterns for all sources (e.g., Well 1 used continuously @ 100 gpm.  Be as specific as possible) 

 
The Stearns (EP-A) and Barney (EP-H) are active in use 100 percent of the time.  The South 4th St Deep Well is ran 
approximately 50-60 percent of the time, with remaining wells operating on a rotation schedule depending on system demand or 
maintenance requirements. 
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Source Information 
 

Yes No  

   
Does the water system have water rights for all sources?  Not Required 

G15974, G605, G12541, G13280, G11993, 
G16879, 86889, 86558, 87714, 87724 

   For GW systems, have there been any modifications to the existing well(s) or spring(s) (e.g. deepened, change in 
screened interval, springbox reconstruction, etc.)?  Describe below: 

       

   Has a Source Water Assessment been completed by  DWP or  DEQ?  If yes, attach delineation map and review 
boundaries with operator. 

   Has system implemented source water protection strategies?  If yes, describe below: 

 Working with GSI on draft protection plan (Bruce Brody) 

   Is the water system interested in source water protection?  If yes, contact regional geologist at 541-726-2587. 

Comments:   
 Lamonta doing quarterly monitoring due to elevated nitrate. 

 Ochoco Heights Well (SRC-IA) cannot be used due to cavitation.  City is planning to remove booster station, old 
well and construct a storage reservoir at the Ochoco Heights site. 
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Well Information 
       Source ID#:    AA BA CA DA EA FA 

Source Name: Stearns 4th St Deep Lamonta Yancey 4th St Shallow Stadium 

       Well Tag ID (e.g. L12345):    L - - - - - - 

(if no well tag ID, enter WRD Well Log ID below) Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No 

Well Log on File:                               

       WRD Well Log ID (e.g. COLU123): CROO2083 CROO2121 CROO1540 CROO50181 CROO2130 CROO184 
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Well still active .........................................                                

Depth of well (ft.)  .....................................  246 252 256 228 75 263 

Depth of grout seal (ft.)  ...........................   75 40 15 unk unk 225 

Year of installation (yr.)  ...........................  1973 1960 1957 1917 1950 1987 

Casing diameter (in.)  ..............................   24/12 24/12 24/12 8 10 16/12/8 

          ● Sanitary seal & casing watertight .............      1     2          5           

          ● If vented, properly screened ....................                                

          ● Wellhead protected from flooding ............                                

          ● Well meets setbacks from hazards ..........           3     4               6 

Nearest hazard (ft)  ..................................        70 ft                   35 ft 

Water level device ...................................                                

Concrete slab around casing ...................                                

Casing height > 12-in. above slab/grade                               

Pitless adapter .........................................                                

Constructed properly per SWA report .....                                

C
o
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tr

o
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B

u
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d
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Protective housing ...................................                                

Flowmeter ................................................                                

Pressure gauge .......................................                                

Pump to waste piping ..............................                                

          ● Raw sample tap .......................................                                

          ● Treated sample tap ........................ N/A                               

Heated .....................................................                                

Lighted .....................................................                                

Floor drain ................................................                                

Well pump removal provision...................                                

P
u

m
p

  

Pump type* ..............................................  VT/75 SU/50 VT/50 VT/40 SU/20 SU/40 

Bearing lubrication (FG oil/water)  ...........  W W W W W W 

Pumping capacity (gpm)  .........................  250 220 215 200 130 210 

Amount of water pumped per year (gallons) 187,954,120 23,584,350 26,202,100 39,056,100 - 20,990,700 

Percent of total well supply provided (%) ** 36% 4.6% 5.1% 7.6% - 4.1% 

Static water level (ft below ground surface)  164.85 24.04 49.28 11.00 - 32.62 

Static water level date ..............................  3/28/11 3/28/11 3/28/11 3/28/11 - 3/28/11 
* Pump Types:   (VT) Vertical Turbine (SU) Submersible (CE) Centrifugal (SJ) Shallow Jet  (DJ) Deep Jet (OT) Other 

** The sum of the % for all the wells should equal 100% (e.g. for 2 wells, if well #1 provides 80%, then well #2 must provide 20%). 
Comments:  1 Seal opening covered with duct tape on concrete pad for Stearns Well. 2 Seal old chlorine injection 

hole into wellhead and seal gap between pump platform and concrete pad. 3 4th Street Shallow Well within setback 
for 4th Street Deep Well. 4 Remove paint stored in Lamonta Well building. 5 Seal holes on well & concrete pad, and 
seal/screen tubing. 6 Unused well with unknown construction (L82809) within setback for Stadium Well.  
 
2013 water use data obtained from Oregon Water Resources Department website. 
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Well Information 
       Source ID#:    GA GB HA IA             

Source Name: Airport  1 A i r p o r t  2 B a r n e y Ochoco   

       Well Tag ID (e.g. L12345):    L 105198 89932 - -   

(if no well tag ID, enter WRD Well Log ID below) Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No 

Well Log on File:                               

       WRD Well Log ID (e.g. COLU123): CROO1894 CROO53453 CROO3132 CROO1577   
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Well still active ..........................................                    3           

Depth of well (ft.) ...................................... 575 546 280 1002             

Depth of grout seal (ft.)  ............................  25 112 207 unk             

Year of installation (yr.)  ............................ 1980/2011 2007 1994 1943             

Casing diameter (in.)  ...............................  8 16 10 12             

          ● Sanitary seal & casing watertight ..............      4         2                

          ● If vented, properly screened .....................                               

          ● Wellhead protected from flooding .............                               

          ● Well meets setbacks from hazards ...........          1          1           

Nearest hazard (ft)  ...................................                                     

Water level device ....................................                               

Concrete slab around casing ....................                               

Casing height > 12-in. above slab/grade                               

Pitless adapter ..........................................                               

Constructed properly per SWA report ......                               
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Protective housing ....................................                               

Flowmeter .................................................                               

Pressure gauge ........................................                               

Pump to waste piping ...............................                               

          ● Raw sample tap ........................................                               

          ● Treated sample tap ........................ N/A                               

Heated ......................................................                               

Lighted ......................................................                               

Floor drain .................................................                               

Well pump removal provision ...................                               

P
u

m
p

  

Pump type* ............................................... SU/60 VT/150 SU/50 SU/40             

Bearing lubrication (FG oil/water)  ............ W FG Oil W W             

Pumping capacity (gpm)  .......................... 270 685 440 300             
Amount of water pumped per year 

(gallons) 
222,466,504 

*** 

-             
Percent of total well supply provided (%) 

** 
43% -             

Static water level (ft below ground 
surface)  

424.36 429.00 130.55 66.98             

Static water level date .............................. 3/28/11 3/28/11 3/28/11 3/28/11             
* Pump Types:   (VT) Vertical Turbine (SU) Submersible (CE) Centrifugal (SJ) Shallow Jet  (DJ) Deep Jet (OT) Other 

** The sum of the % for all the wells should equal 100% (e.g. for 2 wells, if well #1 provides 80%, then well #2 must provide 20%). 
Comments:  1Remove paint stored in Ochoco Heights and Airport well buildings. 2Seal hole on sounding tube for 

Barney Well. 3 Ochoco Heights Well inoperable & connected to water system. 4 Recommend sealing around pump 
platform and concrete pad on Airport 2 well.  
 
*** 2013 water use data combined with Stearns Well (http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/wr/wateruse_report/) 
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Disinfection 

No # Disinfection Method* Location 
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 Calcium Hypochlorite Stearns, So. 4th St Deep wells (down hole)           

 Calcium Hypochlorite Lamonta, Yancey, Stadium, Barney wells           

 Chlorine gas Airport wells 1 & 2           
*Chlorine Gas, Sodium Hypochlorite, On-site Generated Sodium Hypochlorite, Calcium Hypochlorite, Chloramines, Ozone, UV, Mixed-Oxidants, Other 

  Yes  No        Yes  No 

     Is a DPD or other EPA approved method used?      NSF 60/61 certified (or equivalent)? 

     Are residuals recorded as required? 

 Distribution:   > 2x weekly   # samples:          w/Coliform  Other:       

 
EP (SWTR & GWR 

Comp. Mon.):   > 1x Daily      # samples:          Continuous if > 3300 pop          N/A 

  Range of chlorine residuals at first user:                      mg/l =                       

     Are raw water samples taken as required (GWR assessment monitoring, etc.)?        N/A 

     How often?         

Yes  No Chlorine gas                                            N/A Yes  No  
       Separate room for gas storage and feeder                                 Gas cylinders properly secured 

       Fan with on/off switch outside                            Door that opens out 

       Vent located next to the floor                            Self-contained breathing apparatus 

       Door with a window (Wall with window)                            Air scrubber system 

CT evaluation for disinfection   N/A 
Disinfection Requirement:     (sw) 0.5 log inactivation Giardia   (sw) 1.0 log inactivation Giardia     

                                           (gw) 4.0 log inactivation viruses  (sw) log inactivation Crypto:        
Yes  No                                                       (gw) Minimum chlorine residual:        mg/l 

     Does the contact chamber have effluent flow meter or adequate alternative? 

  If no, how is peak flow determined for CT calculations?        
     Has a tracer study been conducted or adequate alternative?   Tracer Study Date:         

 Demand flow (gpm):       Baffling factor (%):       
 Volume used (gal):       Results (min):       

    Adequate alternate method for contact time?             Describe:       

Peak hour demand flow over the past 12 months:                              gpm =        
Lowest operating volume over the past 12 months:                       gallons =       

Yes  No  

     Are on-line chlorine analyzers verified weekly with DPD type or EPA approved test kit?       

     (SW only) Are pH, temp, and chlorine residual measured daily before or at the first user?       

     Are CT values being calculated correctly?        

     Are CT values met at all times?       

Comments:  Accu-Tab dispensers (Models 3012, 2075P, 2000P) with calcium hypochlorite tablets.  Continuous 

chlorination applied when well pumps are on. The Ochoco Heights Well inoperable-chlorine equipment not used. 
So. 4th St. Shallow and Deep wells on same discharge line.  Chlorinated water from Deep Well blended with 
Shallow Well.  
Downtown area near city hall occasionally experiences low or no chlorine residual due to flow conditions and old 
piping. Residual levels checked most days.  Measure at least twice per week to verify chlorine residual 
throughout distribution system. Maintain logbook of chlorine residual measurements.  
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Storage and Pressure Tanks 

Number Name 
Tank 
Type* Tank Material 

Year 
Built 

Volume 
(gal.) 

1 American Pines Reservoir G Welded Steel 2002 1,000,000 

2 Ochoco Heights Reservoir 1 G Welded Steel 1955 500,000 

3 Ochoco Heights Reservoir 2 G Welded Steel 1964 500,000 

4 Barnes Butte Reservoir G Welded Steel 1978 500,000 

5 Airport Reservoir G Welded Steel 1996 1,000,000 

* (G) Ground  (E) Elevated  (P) Pressure     Total  Volume: 3,500,000 

 
Reservoir Number: 1 

 

2  3 

 

4 

 

5 

         Reservoir Features Yes No Yes No  Yes No Yes No Yes No 

H
a
tc

h
 

 Secured (e.g. locked, bolted, etc) .....................             

 Watertight ..........................................................             

  Curbed lid (shoe box style)  ..............................             

F
e
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s

 

  Drain to daylight ................................................             

  Overflow ............................................................             

 Overflow/drain protected (screen/flap/valve)  ....             

 Screened vent ...................................................             

  Water level gauge .............................................             

  Bypass piping ....................................................             

  Fence/gate ........................................................             

  Cathodic plates watertight  .....................  N/A            

  Alarm for high or low levels ...............................             

M
a
in

te
n

a
n

c
e

   Exterior in good condition ..................................             

  Interior in good condition ...................................      

 

      

  Approved interior coating ..................................            

  Inspection schedule ..........................................             

  Cleaning schedule .............................................             

  Continuously disinfected (post ‘81 redwood)            

P
lu

m
b
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C
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.   Separate inlet/outlet ..........................................             

  Baffling ..............................................................             

  Used for contact time ........................................             

 Pressure Tanks Number: N/A        Comments 

P
re

s
s
u
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  Used for contact time ........................................       Reservoirs visited regularly, 
inspected yearly & cleaned 
every 5 years.  Barnes Butte 
reservoir overflow is to canal. 
No inspection of hatch, vent for 
Barnes Butte or Ochoco 
Heights reservoirs.  Remove 
vegetation away from overflow 
flap valve on Ochoco Heights 
Reservoir.  Airport Reservoir 
leaking at base. 
 

  Accessible for maintenance ..............................       

  Separate inlet/outlet ..........................................       

  Bypass piping ....................................................       

  Access port .............................................  N/A      

  Drain ..................................................................       

  Pressure relief device ........................................       

  Air bladder/diaphragm .......................................       

  Valve for adding air ...........................................       

  Water level sight glass ...........................  N/A      



 City of Prineville 

Water System Survey 

PWS ID: 41 

Survey Date: 

00682 

06/04/14 
OHA Drinking Water Program   

      Page 12 of 23 

 

Rev. 3/12/12 

 

Distribution System Information 

Service Area and Facility Map Paper copies and electronic maps available. 
Yes No 

   Does the system have a service area and facility map (indicate features on map): 
    Booster pumps      Sources-wells & withdrawal points 

    Pressure regulating valves     Storage facilities (reservoirs) 

    Pressure zones     Treatment facilities (chlorination) 

    Sampling points     Water lines (including size and material) 

Distribution Data 
Yes No  

     System pressure >20 psi  
Comments 

40-75 PSI 

      Are service connections metered? (What %) 100 percent (AMR auto read & manual) 

      Water system leakage <10% Water budget for wells, meters, leaks, etc. 

      Waterline depth >30” 3-5 feet, minimum cover is 30 inches 

      Piping looped 2-3 dead-end lines: Saddle Ridge, So. Main to 
church       Hydrants or blow offs on all dead ends       

      Routine flushing (How often) Fire dept. assists.  Entire system flushed in 2013. 

      Adequate valving Adding new valves with project and maintenance 

      Routine valve turning (How often) As needed.  Done in conjunction with flushing. 

      Asbestos cement (AC) pipe absent from system  

Comments:  
Distribution piping consists of AC, ductile iron, galvanized steel, wrapped steel, wood stave pipe and PVC.  
Waterline sizes range from 2- to 16-inch in diameter. 

Cross Connection Control (CWS, NTNC, and TNC) 

Yes No    N/A  

        Ordinance or enabling authority (CWS) 

Comments 
No revisions to existing ordinance. 

            List of installed devices (CWS, NTNC, TNC) DCVA, RP, air gap 

        Devices tested annually (CWS, NTNC, TNC) Homeowner’s test devices 

        Annual Summary Report submitted (CWS) 90 percent (issue with vacant homes, no water) 

        Certified Cross Connection  
                                 Control Specialist (CWS > 300 connections)                                            Jan Dobson, Eric Sather are certified 

Comments:  

Accounts/billing added backflow testing to inform customers.  Three strikes to test devices and water turned off. 

 

Booster Pumps 

Number Name (location) Deficiencies or Comments HP GPM 
Aux. Power 
 Yes  No 

1 American Pine PS 4 pumps 2-75/2-20 2,000      
2 Ochoco Heights PS Near hospital-3 pumps 30/25/50 1,800      
3 Airport PS Emergency pump station only for fire 75 4,000      

Comments:  
Mobile backup generator available.  Generator is tested monthly. 
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Water Quality Monitoring (EP-A through EP-G1, 2) 

Entry Point Sampling:  EP-A (Stearns Well) EP-B (4th St Deep Well) 

Contaminant N/A Frequency 
Next 

Test Due Frequency 
Next 

Test Due 

Nitrate……….……….……….……………………….  Yearly 

      
      

      

2014 
 

      
      

Yearly 

      
      

      

2014 
 

      
      

Arsenic……….……….……….………….………..…  1 every 9 years3 2020 - - 

Inorganic Chemicals (Including Nitrite)……..........  1 every 9 years 2020 - - 

SOCs……….……….……….…..…….….……….….  
2 Consec. Qtrs. 
every 3 years 2015 - - 

VOCs ….……….………….……….………......….…  1 every 3 years 2014 - - 

Radionuclides (Community Water Systems Only):    

                         Gross Alpha…..……………..……..  1 every 9 years 

      
2021 - - 

                         Radium 226/228……………..….…  1 every 9 years 2021 - - 

                         Uranium……………………...……..  1 every 6 years 2015 - - 

Entry Point Sampling:  EP-C (Lamonta Well) EP-D (Yancey Well) 

Contaminant N/A Frequency 
Next 

Test Due Frequency 
Next 

Test Due 

Nitrate……….……….……….……………………….  Quarterly 

      

      
      

2nd Qtr 2014 Yearly 

      

      
      

2014 

Arsenic……….……….……….………….………..…  1 every 9 years3 2020 1 every 9 years3 2020 

Inorganic Chemicals (Including Nitrite)…….........  1 every 9 years 2020 1 every 9 years 2020 

SOCs……….……….……….…..…….….……….….  
2 Consec. Qtrs. 
every 3 years 2015 

2 Consec. Qtrs. 
every 3 years 2015 

VOCs ……..……….……….……….………......….…  1 every 3 years 2014 1 every 3 years 2014 

Radionuclides (Community Water Systems Only):    

                         Gross Alpha…..……………..……..  1 every 9 years 

      

2019 1 every 9 years 

      

2021 

                         Radium 226/228……………..….…  1 every 9 years 2021 1 every 9 years 2021 

                         Uranium……………………...……..  1 every 6 years 2015 1 every 6 years 2015 

Entry Point Sampling:  EP-F (Stadium Well) EP-G (Airport Wells) 

Contaminant N/A Frequency 
Next 

Test Due Frequency 
Next 

Test Due 

Nitrate……….……….……….……………………….  Yearly 

      
      
      

2014 Yearly 

      
      
      

2014 

Arsenic……….……….……….………….………..…  - - 1 every 9 years3 2020 

Inorganic Chemicals (Including Nitrite)…….........  - - 1 every 9 years 2020 

SOCs……….……….……….…..…….….……….….  - - 
2 Consec. Qtrs. 
every 3 years 2015 

VOCs ……..……….……….……….………......….…  - - 1 every 3 years 2014 

Radionuclides (Community Water Systems Only):    

                         Gross Alpha…..……………..……..  - - 1 every 9 years 

      

2021 

                         Radium 226/228……………..….…  - - 1 every 9 years 2021 

                         Uranium……………………...……..  - - 1 every 9 years 2018 
See comments on next page
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Water Quality Monitoring (EP-H1) 

Entry Point Sampling:  EP-H (Barney Well) 

Contaminant N/A Frequency 
Next 

Test Due 

Nitrate……….……….……….……………………….  Yearly 
 

      
      

2014 

Arsenic……….……….……….………….………..…  -  

Inorganic Chemicals (Including Nitrite)…….........  -  

SOCs……….……….……….…..…….….……….….  -  

VOCs ……..……….……….……….………......….…  -  

Radionuclides (Community Water Systems Only):   

                         Gross Alpha…..……………..……..  -  

                         Radium 226/228……………..….…  -  

                         Uranium……………………...……..  -  

Comments: 

Monitoring is based upon 2005 well field designation: 
Sub-well field #1 includes Stearns, Barney, and Stadium entry points, with Stearns selected for chemical monitoring. 
Sub-well field #2 includes South 4th Street Deep, Yancey, and Lamonta entry points.  Both Yancey and Lamonta 
entry points have been selected for chemical monitoring. 
South 4th St. Shallow, Ochoco Heights, and Airport entry points sampled independently. 
 
1 Next test due is based on previous sample date. See chemical samples schedule page 
https://yourwater.oregon.gov/schedule_status.php?pwsno=00682 for details.  
2 Water system serves more than 3,300 in population.  
3 Frequency in monitoring has changed.  

https://yourwater.oregon.gov/schedule_status.php?pwsno=00682
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Water Quality Monitoring (Distribution System) 

Distribution System Sampling: N/A Frequency 
Next 

Test Due 

Coliform Bacteria……….……….……..….…..…….  10 sites per month monthly 

Asbestos (for AC pipe/asbestos geologic areas)  Once every 9 years 2018 

DBPs - TTHMs and HAA5s………………………...  Yearly 2014 (Sept) 

Lead and Copper, # sites: 20  Once every 3 years 2015 (June-Sept) 

Other Sampling:    

TOC……….……….……….……….……..…………..  - - 

Turbidity……….……….……….……….….…...….…  - - 

Source Water Coliform……….……….…….…...…..  Each well yearly 2014 

Other (specify)        - - 

Yes No 

   Is all required monitoring current? 

 Comments:   

Yes No 

  Has the system experienced chemical (last 5 years) or bacteriological (last 2 years) detections? 

   If yes, what contaminant and when? Arsenic (2011, 2010), Barium (2011, 2010), Combined Uranium (2009), 
Fluoride (2011, 2010), Gross Alpha (2009), Nitrate (2014, 2013, 2012, 2011, 2010, 2009) Sodium (2011, 2010), 
Toxaphene (2012). 

   Have all MCL violations been addressed?  N/A       

   Does the system have any monitoring reductions granted?  Explain:  Arsenic, IOC +nitrite 

    Does the system have a written coliform sampling plan? Plan updated in 2014. 
  Does the plan include: Yes  No     Yes No 

 

                                                   Brief narrative 
                                                   Distribution map 
                                                   Sample locations  

                                Rotation schedule 
                                Repeat locations 
                                Includes source 

   Are TTHM and HAA5 samples taken at location of maximum residence time? 
    Where in the system are the monitoring sites for TTHM and HAA5? (  Not required) 

     1555 NW Saddlehorn (2DBP-01), 1280 S Main (2DBP-02) 

Comments: 
Stage 2 DBPR: Historic DBP levels were low and city received a 40/30 waiver.  Number of samples based on 
population & groundwater source type requiring 2 sites (highest TTHM/HAA5).  Each site requires collection of a 
dual sample. 
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Management & Operations 

O&M Manual and Emergency Response Plan 
Yes No 

     Does system have an operation and maintenance manual? Updated manual in 2013/2014. 

     Does system have an emergency response plan? Began process of updating ERP in 2013. 

Operator Certification  

Requirements for system: WD: 2       WT: -     FE required Small System:   

Name 
Certification 

Number 
WT Level WD Level FE 

Small 
System 

DRC:*Eric R. Sather 

Eric R. Sather 
 

Eric R. Sather 
 

Eric R. Sather 
 

3253 - 2   

Patrick A. Goehring 9043 - 1   

Joshua M. Perry 8496 - 1   

Jason L. Wood 8497 - 2   

*DRC= direct responsible charge. Attach additional sheets if necessary to list all certified personnel. 
Yes  No 

     Is DRC identified? 

    Is DRC certified at appropriate level? 

    Does system have written operating protocols for other operators?  N/A 

 
If DRC is a Contract Operator: 
Yes  No 

    Does DWP have contract on file?   N/A 

 
 How does contract operator work with system?  N/A   

       

Plan Review/Master Plan 
Yes  No 

    Have all major modifications (since 8/21/81) been approved by DWP? 

    Does system have a current plan review exemption for water main extensions? 

    Does the system have a current (<20 yr. old) master plan? (  Not required if < 300 connections) 

     What year was the plan completed?  2008  

    Does the master plan include a water conservation plan? 
 
Compliance Status 
Yes  No 

    Is water system in compliance (all orders resolved and not a significant non-complier)? 

      How many violations has the system had in the past two years?  1  

    Does the system issue Public Notice for Violations as required?    No violations requiring public notice 

 
Other 
        Has a capacity assessment been completed by DWP?   If yes, list deficiencies noted: 

       

      Are consumer confidence reports sent to users each year and certified? 

 

 
Comments: Plan review projects: Airport Well #3 storage reservoir (PR #115-2013) and Airport Well #4 (PR 

#49-2013). Crystal Springs Phase 4 (PR #85-2006) & Willow Creek (PR #103-2007) waterline projects 
abandoned as of July 1, 2014 per correspondence with Eric Klann, City Engineer. 
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Photo Log 

 

 

Photo 1 – Barney Well and piping. 

Photo 2 – Small opening into Barney Well. 

Photo 3 – New chlorination equipment for 
Barney Well. 

Photo 4 – Barnes Butte Reservoir. 

Photo 5 – Barnes Butte Reservoir screened 
overflow piping to canal. 
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Photo Log 

 

 

Photo 6 – Unused well next to Stadium Well 
control building. 

Photo 7 – Stadium Well on other side of 
control building. 

 
Photo 9 – Seal down-hole chlorine opening into 
4th Street Deep Well (under duct tape). Improve 
cover to hole for measuring water level. 

 
Photo 10 – Seal gap between pump platform 
and concrete pad on 4th Street Deep Well. 

 
Photo 11 – South 4th St Shallow Well (not used). 

 
Photo 8 – Seal around power cable going into 
4th Street Deep Well. 
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Photo Log 

 

 

 
Photo 13 – Ochoco Heights Reservoirs near 
hospital. 

Photo 12 – Ochoco Heights Well is not used.  
Seal openings on wellhead.  Source should be 
disconnected from distribution as a protective 
measure. 

Photo 15 – Seal opening on well with tubing 
and hole in concrete pad for Yancey Well. 

Photo 14 – Remove vegetation away from overflow 
pipe/valve for Ochoco Heights Reservoirs. 
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Photo Log 

 

 

Photo 16 – Seal hole on pump platform into Yancey 
Well. 

Photo 17 – Improve seal old down-hole 
chlorination openings for Yancey and 
Lamonta wells. 

Photo 18 – Airport Well 1. 

Photo 19 – Airport Well 2. 
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Photo Log 

 

 

 
Photo 20 – Remove paint stored 
in Airport Well 2, Lamonta Well 
and Ochoco Heights Well 
buildings. 

Photo 21 – Airport Reservoir. 

Photo 22 – Airport Reservoir protected overflow 
pipe (arrow), locked curbed hatch and 
screened vent. 
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Photo Log 

 

 

 
Photo 23 – American Pines Reservoir protected overflow pipe, 
locked curbed hatches and screened vent. 

 
Photo 24 – Seal opening into concrete pad for Stearns Well 
(covered with black tape). 
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Photo 25 – New reservoir under construction next to 
Airport Reservoir. 

 
Photo 26 – New Airport Well 4. 

 
Photo 27 – New Airport Well 3 being 
constructed. 
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1 

ST A TE OF OREGON CROO 54149 WELL l.D. LABEL# I 108444 I 

WATER SUPPLY WELL REPORT START CARD# 1021358 

(as required by ORS 537.765 & OAR 690-205-0210) 7/12/2014 ORIGINAL LOG# 

(1) LAND OWNER Owner\Vell l.D. ________________ ,_ 
First Name Last Kame 

Company CITY OF PRINEY._IL_l_~E_~ __ _ 

Address 387 N.E. THIRD STREET 
City -~RlNEVILL_E___ State OR 

(2) TYPE OF WORK [_lNcw Well D Dec 
X Alteration com lete 2a & I 0) 

Zip 97754 ___ _ 

cning D Conversion 
Abandonment com lete 5a 

(2a) PRE-AL TERA TION 
Dia + From To Gauge St! Piste Wld Thrd 

Casing:[-=:] l I c= l l [L[J D D 
Material From To Amt sacks/lbs 

Scal:C -=i= -~l -~I -~I 
(3) DRILL METHOD _ 

l~]Rotary Air 0Rotary Mud Ocable 0Auger Ocable Mud 

0Rcvcrse Rotary D Other-----------

(4) PROPOSED USE D Domestic OhTigation [8Jcomrnunity 

0111dustnal/ Comrnericial D Livestock []Dewatering 

[]Thermal Dinjcction []Other ---------------------

(9) LOCATION OF WELL (legal description) 
County . CROOK __ Twp ~_s __ N/S 

Sec _l_l __ ~ 1/4 of the ~- 1/4 

Range_ 15.00 J.::____ f;W WM 

Tax Lot l__QQ_ _____ .. ______ _ 

Tax Map Number ____________ _ Lot 

Lat 11 or DMS or DD 

Long ___ 0 
___ ' ___ " or DMS or DD 

(9 Street address of well (' Nearest address 
2975 GEORGE MILLICAN ROAD __________ .. _ ---------,I 

PRINEVILLE, OREGON 97~----------------

(10) STATIC WATER LEVEL 
Date SWL( si) + SWL( tlJ 

xisting Well I Pre--A~lte-r-at~io-n-~1-0-/l_J_/2_0_1·-3-,---- -j DF~_,~?/o(--)~-~=J 
ompletcd Well---- 6/6nOl4 D _____ _ 

--Flowing Artesian? 0 Dry Hole? 0 
WATER BEARING ZONES Depth water was first found 

SWL Date From To Est Flow SWL(psi) + SWL(ft) 

(5) BORE HOLE CONSTRUCTION Special StandardD(Attach copy) l[ _____ ==r= __ -==---=r==_ -,-L-=~----_=-f_-__ ----~ __ -__ --j [I_-_~----~--.~·-~-.11 Depth of Completed Well 703:QQ___ tt. ___ L __ _ _ [l 

Dia B0~~1~0LET0 Mate_ri_al __ -y--~~~1L To Amt s<~~~s/ L I _____ _J__I ---_=-_J-=±------JJ ft·:~. • 
·-------1---2-_ .. ~-~--~=--=--=-=-~ .. -:~-+=--=---=~-~~:_, t"eBL--~1-o-J7+-s4_s_r+--3s_2_IJ-+--s __,,<•~-)--w-=c __ :G'°""~-tio-n - -=-~-_J- - -~~~j 
How was seal placed: 

[]other 

Method DA Os ~c Do DE 

Backfill placed from _ _Ji~-- ft. to --2.Qi, __ ft. 

Filter pack from ___ fl. to ft. Material Size 

Fxplosives used: D Yes Type ___ _ Amount 

(Sa) ABANDONMENT USING UNHYDRATED BENTONITE 
Proposed Amount Actual Amount 

(6) CASING/LINER Cal ~;~l ~ ~'~~- ~;;_· G-~~ ~~ ~ T~ 
Shoe D Inside oouts1dc D Othe1 Location of shoe(s) ----

Temp casmg Oves Dia___ From_____ To _______ _ 

(7) PER FORA TIO NS/SCREENS 
Perforations Method Factory Saw 

Screens Type Material ___ _ 
Perr Casing1 Screen Sem/slol Slot # or 

~i:-1-------+----+----+----------+--

(8) WELL TESTS: Minimum testing time is I hour 

(!) Pump Q Bailer Q Air Q Flowing Artesian 

__ Yi\:.hi§.il/nlir!_ __ Drawdown __ Ddll stcnvPmm do"h Dm'i (h,·) ] 

r~-. l;a(,S_o__ -n~. 2. _d;~ -=-- 4 

I .. - -----· ---------- ------·----·-- ---------- --

1- - t - 61 'I-' L'lb ·1r1·1i)'Sts 1X]y,__s- B'' Ump4ua Labs Cllljlt'la ll!f' ' ' < ·" ' l__ ~. J -------------·-- ------ -------

Material From To 

·~------------------+-------11---------1 

-. , I:, 2 '.:)e~ -------~--, ,_-.+-,, ,_:--11--,__,{__H++1tt--+----

------------· -+------- --·-------

71712014 ------Date StartedI0/14_12_0_13 _____ Complete 

(unbonded) Water Well Constructor Certification 
I certify that the work I perfonned on the eonstrnction. deepening, alteration, or 

abandonment of this well is in compliance with Oregon water supply well 
construction standards. Materials used and information reported above are tnw to 
the best of my knowledge and bcl icf. 

License Number Date 

Signed 

(bonded) Water Well Constructor Certification 

I accept responsibility for the construction, deepening. alteration. or abandonment 
work performed on this well during the construction dates reported above. All wurk 

performed during this time is in compliance with Oregon water supply \\ell 
construction standards. This report is true to the best of my knowledge and belie!' 

Water ~iualit;-~;;-;;~~~~~·1 []Yes (describebelow) TDS amount-----·--- -~ _____ License Number 1385 Date 7.112/2014 

f~-·f·--:__'_'~ -~==---. l~~c~pt<00 ~=- ·=t=o_""t"!l s,gncd J<()RE;;;;~~~~E~~[.~:~; --.. ·-= =- ----
[~ -· =± ± Contact Info (optional) ________________________ ... _. ____ __ 

ORIGINAL - WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

THIS REPORT MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT WITHIN 30 DAYS OF COMPLETION OF WORK Form Version: 

CROO 54149CROO 54149CROO 54149

gillisbm
Sticky Note
This well report was originally e-filed to the Dept; the original e-filed well log is attached. 



WATER SUPPLY WELL REPORT -
continuation page 

CROO 54149 WELL l.D. LABEL# 108444 
~~~~~~=====~-=·~=--=4 

START CARD # 1021358 ----
7/12/2014 ORIGINAL LOG# 

(2a) PRE-ALTERATION 
Dia + From To Gauge Stl Piste Wld Thrd 

§~~§§ 
Material From To Amt sacks/lbs 

[=~=====--~[ I I I I 
(S) BORE HOLE CONSTRUCTION 

BORE HOLE 
Dia From To Material 

SEAL 
From 

sacks/ 
To Amt lbs 

---------------+-----1----+---t 

f----------l----t----1 >-------+------t-------- --'--

FILTER PACK 
From To Material Size 

(6) CASING/LINER 

Casing Liner Dia + From To Gauge Stl Piste Wld Thrd 

Efll J 
Q _______ -El===±==-~ 
Q_ --- ------- ---Et--¥-t 

(7) PERFORATIONS/SCREENS 

Perf Casing/ Screen Scm/slot Slot #of Tele/ 
Sc rcen Li n'..'.:.e'._r ~--.:::::D:_::i a:____..!...F~ro~n~1 ~____:T.:::..o_--,---;.::_N~id~th!__,-..!.:le~n=th'---T-=s:.._l o:.._ts---,1-i_._e_s_· i__,ze 

--L. ___ __._ ___ --

(8) WELL TESTS: Minimum testing time is 1 hour 

Yield gal min Drawdown Drill stem/Pump depth Duration (hr) 

Water Quality Concerns 

From To Description Amount Units 

I~ I -+---1.---+-m 
(10) STA TIC WATER LEVEL 

SWL Date From To Est Flow SWL(psi) + SWL(rtJ 

- ---·-----· J 

(11) WELL LOG 

Material From To 

1--------------------;-----r------ ---

nL-~-

1--------------------r-------------------

,\ \ I r: 1 ')_ l u I t~ 
.. , '.I'-' j_ -

~l"\l-L-•. , -

------------------------------- ---·-· ------ -

I----'------·-··-

1------------J----:~~-
Comments/Remarks 

pressure grouted annulus through cementing packer assembly as per drinking 
water reqwrements. 

Removed existing 8" casing, reamed hole to 12", re-installed 8" casing, I 

I 

CROO 54149CROO 54149CROO 54149



WELL I.D. LABEL# L
START CARD #

Owner Well I.D.
First Name

Address
Zip

(1) LAND  OWNER

 New Well  Deepening
 Abandonment(complete 5a)

 Conversion

(3) DRILL METHOD
 Rotary Air  Rotary Mud  Cable  Auger  Cable Mud

 OtherReverse Rotary

(4) PROPOSED USE  Domestic  Community
 Industrial/ Commericial

 Irrigation
 Livestock  Dewatering

 StateCity

STATE OF OREGON
WATER SUPPLY WELL REPORT
(as required by ORS 537.765 & OAR 690-205-0210)

 Thermal  Injection  Other

(5) BORE HOLE CONSTRUCTION
Depth of Completed Well  ft.

Explosives used:  Yes  Type   Amount

SEAL
Material From To Amt

 Other
Backfill placed from  ft. to  ft.    Material
Filter pack from  ft. to  ft. Material

BORE HOLE

(Attach copy)

Dia From To

 Special Standard

(6) CASING/LINER
 Dia

Shoe  Inside  Outside Location of shoe(s)

From To Gauge Stl Plstc Wld ThrdCasing  Liner

(7) PERFORATIONS/SCREENS
Method

Type   Material
 Scrn/slot

widthToFrom
# of
slots

Tele/
pipe size

Casing/
Liner

 Dia

(8) WELL TESTS: Minimum testing time is 1 hour

Yield gal/min Drawdown Drill stem/Pump depth Duration (hr)

Temperature °F  Lab analysis
 Water quality concerns?

 Yes

From
 Yes (describe below)

To Description

(9) LOCATION OF WELL (legal description)

Tax Lot
  Lot

Twp   Range  E/W WM
Sec  1/4  1/4

Lat ° ' " or   DMS or DD
Long ° ' " or   DMS or DD

County  N/S
of the

(10) STATIC WATER LEVEL

 WATER BEARING ZONES
From To Est Flow SWL(psi)SWL Date

(11) WELL LOG Ground Elevation
Material To

 CompletedDate Started
(unbonded) Water Well Constructor Certification
I certify that the work I performed on the construction, deepening, alteration, or
abandonment of this well is in compliance with Oregon water supply well
construction standards.  Materials used and information reported above are true to
the best of my knowledge and belief.
License Number   Date

Signed

(bonded) Water Well Constructor Certification

ORIGINAL - WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT
THIS REPORT MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT WITHIN 30 DAYS OF COMPLETION OF WORK

Depth water was first found

Temp casing  Yes From To

Screen
Dia

 Other

Tax Map Number

I accept responsibility for the construction, deepening, alteration, or abandonment
work performed on this well during the construction dates reported  above.  All work
performed during this time is in compliance with Oregon water  supply well
construction standards.  This report is true to the best of my knowledge  and belief.

License Number   Date

Signed

Existing Well / Pre-Alteration
Completed Well

From

Company
 Last Name

 E D C B AMethodHow was seal placed:

Perf/
Screen

+

Date SWL(psi)

  By

Amount Units

sacks/
lbs

 Slot
length

 Perforations
 Screens

SWL(ft)

+

SWL(ft)

+

Size

Contact Info (optional)

Flowing Artesian?

(2a) PRE-ALTERATION
 Alteration (complete 2a & 10)

(2) TYPE OF WORK

To sacks/lbsAmtFromMaterial

(5a) ABANDONMENT USING UNHYDRATED BENTONITE
Proposed Amount

From

+

 Dia

TDS amount

 Casing:

 Seal:

ORIGINAL LOG #

Actual Amount

Street address of well Nearest address

Pump Bailer Air Flowing Artesian

Dry Hole?

Form Version:

ThrdWldPlstcStlGaugeTo

Page 1 of 1
114180
1021882

CITY OF PRINEVILLE
387 N.E. THIRD STREET

PRINEVILLE OR 97754

607.00

56 Umpqua Labs

340.00

43511/28/2014

12/23/2013 5/30/2014

1385 12/29/2014

54191CROO

12/29/2014

ROBERT BUCKNER (E-filed)

22 0 482
17.25 482 607

Cement w/2% Bentonite 0 482 462 S

18 2 482 .375
16 452 472 .375
16 572 597 .375

Screen Liner 16 472 572 .09 16
Screen Liner 14 597 607 .09 14

Wire wrap SS 304L

3
14
32
209
245
340
365
465
515
545
565
607

14
32
209
245
340
365
465
515
545
565

0
3

Road Fill
Brown Caliche
Hard Gray Basalt
Broken Brown and Gray Basalt & Lost Circ
Sand & Gravels some brown clay
Brown Sandstone
Sandstone with Gravel Layer WB
Brown Sandstone
Broken Basalt, Gravel & Cinders
Gray Basalt with Gravel interbeds
Brown Sandstone Tuff
Hard Gray Basalt

CROOK 15.00 S 15.00 E
11 300

44.27911111
-120.90075000

AIRPORT ROAD, PRINEVILLE, OREGON

3248.00

780 26 575 120

1/20/2014 340 365 200 340
3/3/2014 470 607 1200 435
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STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF CROOK 

CERTIFICATE OF WATER RIGHT 

THIS CERTIFICATE ISSUED TO 

CITY OF PRINEVILLE 
387 NE THIRD ST 
PRINEVILLE, OR 97754 

confirms the right to use the waters of STADIUM WELL in the Ochoco Creek Basin for MUNICIPAL USE. 

This right was perfected under Permit G- 1 1993. The date of priority is DECEMBER 14, 1990. The amount of water to 
which this right is entitled is limited to an amount actually used beneficially, and shall not exceed 0.604 CUBIC FOOT PER 
SECOND or its equivalent in case of rotation, measured at the well. 

The period of allowed use is year round. 

The well is located as follows: 

A description of the place of use is as follows: 

- 

Twp 
15 S 

NOTICE O F  RIGHT T O  PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION O R  JUDICIAL REVIEW 

This is an order in other than a contested case. This order is subject to judicial review under ORS 183.484 and ORS 536.075. 
Any petition forjudicial review must be filed within the 60 day time period specified by ORS 183.484(2). Pursuant to ORS 
183.484, ORS 536.075 and OAR 137-004-0080, you may petition for judicial review and petition the Director for 
reconsideration of this order. A petition for reconsideration may be granted or denied by the Director, and if no action is 
taken within 60 days following the date the petition was filed, the petition shall be deemed denied. In addition, under ORS 
537.260 any person with an application, permit or water right certificate subsequent in priority may jointly or severally 
contest the issuance of the certificate within three months after issuance of the certificate. 

Rng 
16 E 

Sec Q-Q 
I 

31 I N E N E  
Tw p 

14 S 

I l l  

Q-Q 
NE SE 

Application G- 12344.ra Page 1 of 4 Certificate 877 14 

Mer  

WM 

Measured Distances 

2122 FEET NORTH & 461 FEET WEST FROM SE 
CORNER, SECTION 5 

Rng 
16 E 

Sec 

5 

Mer  

WM 



( Twp 1 R . ~  1 Mer 1 See 1 Q-QJ 

1 1 4 s  
14 S 
14 S 
14 S 
14 S 

I 1 4 s  / 1 6 E  ( W M  / 33 ( S E N W  1 

1 4 s  
14 S 
14 S 

14 S / 1 6 E  1 WM ) 33 1 N E S W  
I 14 S 1 1 6 E  W M  3 3  N W S W J  

14 S 1 6 E  WM 

( 1 5 s  I- 1 6 E  WM 1 4  N E N E  1 

16  E 

1 6 E  -- 

1 6 E  
16 E 

31 
31 
32 
32 
32 

WM 

1 5 s  I 1 6 E  ( W M 5  1 N E N E  1 

Application G- 12344.ra Page 2 of 4 

S W S E  

N E N E  
N W N E  

S W N E  

WM 
~ ~ 3 3  

WM 

15 S 
15 S 

Certificate 8771 4 

16 E 
16 E 
16 E 
16 E --- 

WM 
WM 
WM 
WM 

32 

1 6 E  
16 E 
16 E 

SE SE 

WM ---- 
W M 4  
WM 

- 

33 

- 

4 

4 

N W N E  1 

N W N E  
S W N E  
S E N E  



1 

The well shall be maintained in accordance with the General Standards for the Construction and Maintenance of Water Wells 
in Oregon. The works shall be equipped with a usable access port, and may also include an air line and pressure gauge 
adequate to determine water level elevation at all times. 

The Director may require water level or pump test results every ten years. 

If substantial interference with a senior water right occurs due to withdrawal of water from any well listed on this right, then 
use of water Bom the well(s) shall be discontinued or reduced andlor the schedule of withdrawal shall be regulated until or 
unless the Department approves or implements an alternative administrative action to mitigate the interference. The 
Department encourages junior and senior appropriators to jointly develop plans to mitigate interferences. 

Failure to comply with any of the provisions of this right may result in action including, but not limited to, restrictions on the 
use, civil penalties, or cancellation of the right. 

This right is for the beneficial use of water without waste. The water user is advised that new regulations may require the use 
of best practical technologies or conservation practices to achieve this end. 

By law, the land use associated with this water use must be in coinpliance with statewide land-use goals and any local 

) , 

1 

Application G- 12344.ra Page 3 of 4 Certificate 877 14 



acknowledged land-use plan. 

The right to the use of the water for the above purpose is restricted to beneficial use on the lands or place of use described; 
however, water may be applied to lands which are not specifically described above, provided the holder of this right complies 
with ORS 540.5 lO(3). 

This certificate is issued for a partial perfection of Permit G-11993 as described in OAR 690-320-0040 and by an order of the 
Water Resources Director entered AUG O 3 2012 , at V o l u m e B ,  Page 247. 

The use of water shall be limited when it interferes with any prior surface or ground water rights. 

Issued 

Dwight . Frenc 
Water Right Services Administrator, for 
Phillip C. Ward, Director 
Water Resources Department 

App1ica:ion G-12344.ra Page 4 of 4 Recorded in State Record of Water Right Certificates numbered 87714. 



STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF CROOK 

CERTIFICATE OF WATER RIGHT 

THIS CERTIFICATE ISSUED TO 

CITY OF PRNEVILLE 
387 NE THIRD ST 
PRINEVILLE OR 97754 

confms  the right to use the waters of A WELL in the CROOKED RIVER BASIN for SUPPLEMENTAL IRRIGATION of 
54.2 ACRES. 

This right was perfected under Permit G-125 11. The date of priority is AUGUST 7, 1992. The amount of water to which this 
right is entitled is limited to an amount actually used beneficially, and shall not exceed 0.67 CUBIC FOOT PER SECOND or 
its equivalent in case of rotation, measured at the well. 

The period of allowed use is February 1 through December 1. 

The well is located as follows: 

The amount of water used for irrigation, together with the amount secured under any other right existing for the same lands, is 
limited to a diversion of ONE-EIGHTIETH of one cubic foot per second (or its equivalent) and shall be further limited to a 
diversion of not to exceed 3.0 acre-feet per acre for each acre irrigated during the irrigation season of each year. 

A description of the place of use is as follows: 

Measurement, recording and reporting conditions: 

A. The water user shall maintain the meter or other suitable measuring device in good working order. 

NOTICE O F  RIGHT TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

This is an order in other than a contested case. This order is subject to judicial review under ORS 183.484 and ORS 536.075. 
Any petition for judicial review must be filed within the 60 day time period specified by ORS 183.484(2). Pursuant to ORS 
183.484, ORS 536.075 and OAR 137-004-0080, you may petition for judicial review and petition the Director for 
reconsideration of this order. A petition for reconsideration may be granted or denied by the Director, and if no action is 
taken within 60 days following the date the petition was filed, the petition shall be deemed denied. In addition, under ORS 
537.260 any person with an application, permit or water right certificate subsequent in priority may jointly or severally 
contest the issuance of the certificate within three months after issuance of the certificate. 

Application G-13068.jwg Page 1 of 2 Certificate 87724 
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B. The water user shall allow the watermaster access to the meter or measuring device; provided however, 
where the meter or measuring device is located within a private structure, the watermaster shall request 
access upon reasonable notice. 

C. The Director may require the water user to keep and maintain a record of the amount (volume) of water 
used and may require the water user to report water use on a periodic schedule as established by the 
~irector .  In addition, the Director may require the water user to report general water use information, the 
periods of water use and the place and nature of use of water under the right. The Director may provide an 
opportunity for the water user to submit altemative reporting procedures for review and approval. 

Use of water under authority of this right may be regulated if analysis of data available after the right is issued discloses that 
the appropriation will measurably reduce the surface water flows necessary to maintain the fiee-flowing character of a scenic 
waterway in quantities necessary for recreation, fish and wildlife in effect as of the priority date of the right or as those 
quantities may be subsequently reduced. 

If substantial interference with a senior water right occurs due to withdrawal of water from any well listed on this right, then 
use of water fiom the well(s) shall be discontinued or reduced andlor the schedule of withdrawal shall be regulated until or 
unless the Department approves or implements an alternative administrative action to mitigate the interference. The 
Department encourages junior and senior appropriators to jointly develop plans to mitigate interference. 

This right is limited to any deficiency in the available supply of any prior right existing for the same land. 

Ground water for use under this right shall be produced from a depth greater than 50 feet below land surface. 

The well shall be maintained in accordance with the General Standards for the Construction and Maintenance of Water Wells in 
Oregon. The works shall be equipped with a usable access port, and may also include an air line and pressure gauge to detennine 
the water level elevation in the well at all times. 

The Director may require water level or pump test results every ten years. 

Failure to comply with any of the provisions of this right may result in action including, but not limited to, restrictions on the 
use, civil penalties, or cancellation of the right. 

This right is for the beneficial use of water without waste. The water user is advised that new regulations may require the use 
of best practical technologies or conservation practices to achieve this end. 

By law, the land use associated with this water use must be in compliance with statewide land-use goals and any local 
acknowledged land-use 

The right to the use of the water for the above purpose is restricted to beneficial use on the lands or place of use described. 

The use of water shall be limited when it interferes with any prior surface or ground water rights. 

Issued A U G  I O 2012 

Dwight W. ~ l f e n b w  ".J 
V 

ices Administrator, for 

Water Resources Department 

Application G-13068.jwg Page 2 of 2 Recorded in State Record of Water Right Certificates numbered 87724. 







































































































































APPENDIX H 
Oregon Health Authority - Drinking Water 

Services Water Quality Summaries 
  



 

 

Coliform,	Lead,	and	Copper	
	 	













 

 

Water	Quality	Alerts	and	Violations	
	 	









APPENDIX I 
Source Water Assessment 

  















































































































































































































































APPENDIX J 
Available Reservoir Inspection Reports 

  



American Pine Tank 
  























East Ochoco No. 1 Tank 
  























West Ochoco No. 2 Tank   

























APPENDIX K 
Existing System Peak Day  
Extended Period Analysis 
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