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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT 

SUBJECT: City of Milwaukie Plan Amendment 
DLCD File Number 003-11 

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption. 
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached. A Copy of the 
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government 
office. 

Appeal Procedures* 

DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: Monday, April 02, 2012 

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b) 
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment 
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). 

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals 
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government. If 
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline. Copies of the 
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice 
of the final decision from the local government. The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in 
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10). Please call LUBA at 
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures. 

*NOTE: The Acknowledgment or Appeal Deadline is based upon the date the decision was mailed by local 
government. A decision may have been mailed to you on a different date than it was mailed to 
DLCD. As a result, your appeal deadline may be earlier than the above date specified. NO LUBA 
Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline, this Plan Amendment is acknowledged. 

Cc: Ryan Marquardt, City of Milwaukie 
Angela Lazarean, DLCD Urban Planner 
Jennifer Donnelly, DLCD Regional Representative 
Angela Lazarean, DLCD Urban Planner 
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Jurisdiction; C Ity of M ilwa uki e Locaî fi le nu m be r : CPA-11-02 
Date of Adoption: 3/6/2012 Date Mailed: 3/12/2012 

Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1 ) mailed to DLCD? S Yes D No Date: 9/7/2011 
013 Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment • Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment 

[~~f Land Use Regulation Amendment G Zoning Map Amendment 

• New Land Use Regulation Q Other: 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached" 

Adoption ofihe 2010 Water Master Plan as a comprehensive plan ancillary document; minor text revisions to 
existing comprehensive plan text dealing with provision of water 

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? Yes, Please explain below: 
Minor amendments were introduce into the master plan document in response to comments from DLCD. 

Plan Map Changed from: to: 

Zone Map Changed from; to; 

Location: Acres involved: 

Specify Density: Previous: New: 

Applicable statewide planning goals: 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 S 9 10 \\ 12 13 M J5 16 17 IS 19 

E n o n • • • • . • • m n • • • • • 
Was an Exception Adopted? • YES 0 NO 

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment... 

35-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? m Yes • No 
If no. do the statewide planning goals apply? • Yes • No 
If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? • Yes • No 
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Please list ali affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

Clackamas River Water District; Oak Lodge Water District #4, Portland Water Bureau, Sunrise Water 
Authority 

Local Contact: Ryan Marquardt 

Address: ö l01 SE Johnson Ck Blvd 

City: Milwaukie Zip: 9720fr-

Phone: (503)786-7658 Extension: 

Fax Number: 503-774*8236 
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ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
Ttiis Form 2 must be received by DLCD no later than 5 working days after the ordinance has been sinned bv 

the public official designated by the jurisdiction to sign the approved ordinancefs) 
per ORS 197.613 and OAR Chan l a 660. Division 18 

1. This Form 2 must be submitted by local jurisdictions only (not by applicant). 

2. When submitting the adopted amendment, please print a completed copy of Form 2 on fight «.'¡ee n 
paper If available. 

3. Send this Form 2 and one complete paper copy (documents and maps) of the adopted amendment to the 
address below. 

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the final signed ordinajice(s)f all supporting finding(s), 
exhibit(s) and any other supplementary information (ORS 197.615 ). 

5. Deadline to appeals g) LUBA is calculated twenty-one (21) days from the receipt (postmark date) by DLCD 
of the adoption (ORS ¡97.830 to 197.845 ). 

6. In addition to sending the Form 2 • Notice of Adoption to DLCD, please afso remember to notify persons who 
participated in the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision. (ORS 197.615 ). 

7. Submit one compleie paper copy via United States Postal Service, Common Carrier or Hand 
Carried to die DLCD Salem Office and stamped with the incoming date stamp, 

8. Please mail the adopted amendment packet to: 

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150 
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540 

9. Need More Copies? Please print forms on 8 Vi - l / 2 i 11 green paper only i f available. If you have any 
questions or would like assistance, please contact your DLCD regional representative or contact the DLCD 
Salem Office at (503) 373-0050 x238 or e-mail pla n. a m en d m en t s (51 s t a te.oi m i s. 
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ORDINANCE NO. IñH5 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE, OREGON, TO 
ADOPT FILE #CPA-11~02 WHICH WILL ADOPT THE 2010 WATER SYSTEM MASTER 
PLAN AS AN ANCILLARY DOCUMENT TO THE MILWAUKIE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, 
AND AMEND PORTIONS OF THE MILWAUKIE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN RELATED TO 
WATER IN CHAPTERS 5 AND 6. 

WHEREAS, City Council passed Resolution #11-2010 to enter into a contract with West 
Yost to complete the 2010 Water System Master Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Milwaukie Comprehensive Plan, Chapter 5, Public Facilities and 
Services Elements, Objective #3, Policy 1 calls for the City to maintain a plan to identify needed 
facilities to support the land uses as shown on the Comprehensive Plan land use map and 
within the Urban Growth Management Boundary, and for such plan to be part of the 
Coniprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the Milwaukie Engineering Department has prepared the 2010 Water 
System Master Plan with input from the City Council, Citizens Utility Advisory Board, and 
Planning Commission; and 

WHEREAS, the 2010 Water System Master Plan establishes projects for the water 
system that are necessary for the ongoing provision of adequate water service to the city; and 

WHEREAS, it is necessary to document future projects necessary for the ongoing 
provision of adequate water service in order to determine the costs for maintaining the water 
system; and 

WHEREAS, the City has filed a legislative land use application, File #CPA-11 -02, for 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments, and processed that file as a Type V legislative application 
per the Milwaukie Municipal Code; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on December 13, 2011, and 
recommended that the City Council approve the amendments proposed in File #CPA-11-02; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on March 6, 2012, and finds the 
amendments are in the public interest of the City of Milwaukie; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF MILWAUKIE DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Findings. Findings of fact in support of the proposed amendments are 
attached as Exhibit A. 

Section 2. 2010 Wastewater Master Plan, ancillary document to the Comprehensive 
Plan. The 2010 Wastewater Master Plan in Exhibit B is adopted as an ancillary document to the 
Comprehensive Plan. 

Section 3. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment. The Comprehensive Plan text is 
amended as described in Exhibit 0 (underline/strikeout version) and Exhibit D (clean version). 

Ordinance No. 2¿>H5 - Page 1 



Read the first time ori and moved to second reading by 5:0 vote of the City 
Council-

Read the second time and adopted by the City Council on 3/6/iZ 
Signed by the Mayor on W i z 

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
Jordan Ramls PC 

j U ^ o a . j l C h z , , . 
Pat DuVal, City Recorder Qtty Attorney 

OocumeriL2 (Last revised 09/18/07) 

Ordinance No. loHS - Page 2 



ATTACHMENT 1 
EXHIBIT A 

Findings in Support of Approval 
Land Use File GPA-11-02 

The City of Milwaukie ("applicant") has submitted an application for approval of a 
Comprehensive Plan amendment to adopt the 2010 Water System Master Plan (WSMP) as an 
ancillary document to the Milwaukie Comprehensive Plan. The applicant has also requested 
approval of amendments to existing text in the following sections of the Comprehensive Plan: 
Chapter 5, Transportation, Public Facilities, and Energy Conservation - Public Facilities and 
Services Element; and Chapter 6, City Growth and Governmental Relationships - City Growth 
Element. 

A Comprehensive Plan amendment is subject to Milwaukie Municipal Code (MMC) Subsection 
19.902.3, Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments and Subsection 19.902.4, Comprehensive 
Plan Map Amendments. The WSMP is subject to a Type V review per Subsection 19.1008, 
Type V Review because it adopts new text, amends existing text, and adopts maps that 
describe broad areas of the city. 

The procedures for Type V Review have been met as follows: 

A. Subsection 19.1008.3.A.1 requires opportunity for public comment. Opportunity for 
public comment and review has been provided. The Citizen's Utility Advisory Board has 
held multiple meetings where the WSMP was discussed. The Planning Commission and 
City Council have each had a worksession that discussed the WSMP. Public notice in 
the form of email to the Neighborhood District Association, a press release, and 
information on the City website have publicized the Planning Commission's hearing on 
the WSMP to encourage comment by any interested party. 

B. Subsection 19.1008.3.A.2 requires notice of public hearing on a Type V Review to be 
posted on the City website and at City facilities that are open to the public. A notice of 
the Planning Commission's December 13, 2011 hearing was posted as required on 
November 10, 2011. A notice of the City Council's March 6, 2012 hearing was posted as 
required on February 3, 2012. 

C. Subsection 19,1008.3.A.2 requires notice be sent to individual property owners if the 
proposal affects a discrete geographic area. The WSMP is a document that is applicable 
to the entire city, and specific property owner notice is not required. 

D. Subsection 19.1008.3.B and C require notice of a Type V application be sent to Metro 
and the Department of Land Conservation and Development 45 days prior to the first 
evidentiary hearing. This notice was sent to these agencies on July 6, 2011, in excess of 
the 45-day minimum requirement. 

E. Subsection 19.1008.3.D requires notice to property owners if, in the Planning Director's 
opinion, the application would affect the permissible uses of land for those property 
owners. The WSMP is a utility master plan and does not affect permissible land uses for 
property owners. As such, this notice is not required. 

F. Subsection 19.1008.4 and 5 establish the review authority and process for review of a 
Type V application. The Planning Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on 
December 13, 2011, and passed a motion recommending that the City Council approve 
the Comprehensive Plan amendment. The City Council held a duly advertised public 
hearing on March 6, 2012, and approved the Comprehensive Plan amendments. 



Exhibit A - Findings 
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4. MMC Subsection 19.902.3.B establishes criteria for Comprehensive Plan amendments. Both 
the map and text amendments are subject to the same criteria. The proposed Comprehensive 
Plan amendment is consistent with this subsection as follows: 

A. Subsection 19.902.3.B.1: 'The proposed amendment is consistent with the goals and 
policies of the Comprehensive Plan, as proposed to be amended MMC 19.902 governs 
the procedures for processing amendments." 

The Planning Commission finds that the WSMP is consistent with the goals and policies 
of the Comprehensive Plan as follows: 

Chapter 5 - Transportation / Public Facilities / Energy Conservation: Public Facilities and 
Services Element 

Objective #1—Priority 

To ensure that adequate levels of public facilities and services are provided to existing City 
residents and businesses as a first priority as urban development or growth occurs. 

Finding: The purpose of the WSMP is to aiiow the City to identify and budget for projects 
that wiii help the City maintain adequate wastewater service. 

Objective #3 - Community Development, Policy 1: The City will maintain a Public 
Facilities Plan in conformance with other Plan elements and Statewide Planning Goals. 
The Public Facilities Plan is part of the Comprehensive Plan. The Public Facilities Plan 
will identify needed facilities to support the land uses as shown on the Comprehensive 
Plan land use map and within the Urban Growth Management Boundary. 

Finding: The City does not have a consolidated Public Facilities Plan covering the City's 
entire infrastructure. The City has adopted various individual master plans that, in effect, 
substitute for having a consolidated Public Facilities Plan. Adopting the WSMP and other 
master plans as ancillary documents to the Comprehensive Plan furthers the intent of 
officially adopting the various master plans into the overall Comprehensive Plan. The 
WSMP identifies projects that are needed for the City to provide wastewater service 
based on current and planned land uses within MHwaukie's Urban Growth Management 
Area. 

The WWMP does not impact the existing 1990 North Clackamas Urban Area Facilities 
Plan. This plan deals with the larger coordination of water services amongst agencies 
serving the North Clackamas Urban area, while the WSMP is focused on the operation 
and maintenance of MHwaukie's existing water infrastructure. 

Objective #3 - Community Development, Policy 2: Public facilities improvements should 
be made as properties develop. These improvements shall be consistent with the land 
use map and Public Facilities Plan. 

Finding: The WSMP supports this policy by establishing a methodology for establishing 
wastewater system development charge fees. These fees are charged at the time that 
development utilizes the wastewater system and the fee amount is proportional to the 
added impacts to the system. 

Objective #4 - Water Service 

Finding: This objective contains 6 policies related to water service. The WSMP is 
consistent with these policies and does not necessitate changes io the existing policies. 
A new policy is proposed that encourages programs and incentives to reduce water use. 

Master Land Use File CPA-11-02 March 6, 2012 
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Chapter 6 — City Growth and Governmental Relationships - City Growth Element 

Objective #2 - Urban Services Area 

Finding: The proposal is consistent with this section of the Comprehensive Plan in that it 
identifies all water service providers whose boundaries are within the Urban Growth 
Management Area (UGMA). It also identifies the scope of work that would need to be 
completed to make the City the water service provider to Dual Interest Areas A and B. 
The proposal does not change existing intergovernmental policies or agreements about 
these areas, but does provide information for the City 's planning if the decision is made 
to make Milwaukie the water service provider in these areas. 

B. MMC Subsection 19.902.3.B.2: "The proposed amendment is in the public interest with 
regard to neighborhood or community conditions." 

Finding: The WSMP establishes projects that need to be completed to continue to 
provide adequate water service. The proposed amendments to the text of the 
Comprehensive Plan would not change existing policy regarding water service or 
agreements with other agencies. The amendments further the public interest by enacting 
a document that will be used to improve the water infrastructure in a timely and cost-
effective manner. 

C. MMC Subsection 19.902.3.B.3: "The public need is best satisfied by this particular 
proposed amendment." 

Finding: The change will benefit the health and safety of the community by helping the 
City maintain a functioning water system. The WSMP does not commit the City to any 
future agreements or actions that would be detrimental to the community welfare. 

D. MMC Subsection 19.902.3.B.4: 'The proposed amendment is consistent with the Metro 
Urban Growth Management Functional Plan and relevant regional policies." 

Finding: The proposed amendments were sent to Metro for comment. Metro did not 
identify any areas where the proposed amendments were inconsistent with the Metro 
Urban Growth Management Functional Plan and relevant regional policies. 

E. MMC Subsection 19.902.3.B.5: "The proposed amendment is consistent with relevant 
State statutes and administrative rules, including the Statewide Planning Goals and 
Transportation Planning Rule," 

Finding: The proposed amendments were sent to the Department of Land Conservation 
and Development (DLCD) for comment. DLCD had comments about the plan that were 
addressed by City staff in the proposal sent to the City Council. DLCD did not otherwise 
any areas where the proposed amendments were inconsistent with State statutes and 
administrative rules. 

5. The WSMP has been presented in its draft form to the public and various City bodies and 
departments. It was discussed by the Citizens Utility Advisory Board and this group has 
endorsed the Wastewater Master Plan for adoption. It was presented to City Council and 
Planning Commission at worksessions in 2009-2011. The WSMP has review and concurrence 
from the Milwaukie Engineering Department, Public Works Department, Community 
Development Department, Finance Department, and Planning Department. 

Master Land Use File CPA-11-02 March 6, 2012 



ATTACHMENT 1 
Exh i bit B 

2010 Water Master Plan 

(Available online; Engineering page on City website) 

Revision of the City of Milwaukie 2 0 1 0 Water System Master Plan 

The following revision Will be made to the 2 0 1 0 Water System Master Plan. The revisions will be 
made upon adoption of the 2 0 1 0 Water System Master Plan document as a Comprehensive 
Plan ancillary document by City Council. 

The revision is presented in underlined text and is additional text. 

Page 9-1 

Chapter 9 
Recommended Capital Improvement Program 

This chapter presents the recommended CIP for the City's existing and buildout water system. Several 
recommendations for improvements to the existing and buildout water system are described previously 
in Chapters 7 and 8, respectively. This chapter provides descriptions of the recommended CIP program, 
along with estimates of probable construction costs. The intended timeframe for the completion of the 
projects in the recommended CIP is 10 years. 

The intended funding mechanism for the recommended CIP is water utility fees and System 
Development Charges (SDCs) collected as new development occurs. This is a "pav-as-vou-go" funding 
approach. The City reviews capital improvement program funding through utility fee adjustments and 
SDC charges on an annual basis as part of budgeting process. The specific timing of the projects 
identified in the recommended CIP is dependent upon the specific rate structure for water utility fees 
that is chosen by City Council. 



CITY Oh MH.WAUKIE 

2010 Water System 
Master Pian 



2010 Water System Master Pian 

Prepared for 

City of Milwaukie 

November 2011 

WEST YOST 

ASSOCIATES 
382-03-10-01 

Charles Duncan Walt Meyer E 

G 



Table of Contents 

Executive Summary 
ES.1 Introduction . ES-1 

ES.2 Overview of the City's Service Area ES-1 
ES.2.1 City of Milwaukie Service Area ES-1 
ES.2.2 Hydrology and Water Sources ES-2 
ES.2.3 Population Served ES-2 

ES.3 Overview of the Existing Water System ES-2 
ES.3.1 Water Supply ES-2 
ES.3.2 Water System Facilities ES-3 
ES.3.3 Pressure Zones ES-3 

ES.4 Existing and Future Water Demands ES-3 
ES.4.1 Existing Water Demands ES-3 
ES.4.2 Projected Water Demands ES-4 

ES.5 Hydraulic model development ES-6 

ES.6 Existing Water System ES-6 
ES.6.1 Existing Water System Evaluation and Recommended Improvements ES-6 

ES.6.1.1 Water Storage Capacity ES-6 
ES.6.1.2 Pumping Capacity ES-6 
ES.6.1.3 Water Distribution System ES-6 

ES.7 Future Water System Evaluation ES-8 
ES.7.1 Buildout Water System Evaluation and Recommended Improvements ES-8 

ES.7.1.1 Water Storage Capacity ES-8 
ES.7.1.2 Pumping Capacity ES-8 
ES.7.1.3 Water Distribution System ES-8 

ES.7.2 Buildout + Dual Interest Areas Water System Evaluation and Recommended 
Improvements ES-8 

ES.7.2.1 Water Storage Capacity ES-8 
ES.7.2.2 Pumping Capacity ES-8 
ES.7.2.3 Water Distribution System ES-9 

ES.7.3 UGMA Water System Evaluation ES-9 
ES.7.3.1 Water Storage Capacity ES-9 
ES.7.3.2 Pumping Capacity ES-9 
ES.7.4 Recommended Capital Improvement Program ES-10 
ES.7.4.1 Existing System Improvements ES-10 

ES.7.4.1.1 Water Storage Improvements ES-10 
ES.7.4.1.2 Water Pumping Improvements ES-11 
ES.7.4.1.3 Water System Facility Maintenance ES-11 

ES.7.5 Future System Improvements ES-11 
ES.7.5.1 Water Storage Improvements ES-11 
ES.7.6 Recommended Cost and Timing of Capital Improvements ES-11 

Chapter 1. Introduction 

1.1 2010 Water System Master Plan Purpose 1-1 

1.2 Authorization 1-1 

1.3 Report Organization 1-1 

1.4 Acronyms and Abbreviations 1-2 

1.5 Acknowledgments 1-5 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 201 1 
O\t\aea\03-I0-0i \WP\WMP\I I I7IO_TOC 

City of Mi lwaukie 
201 OWater System Master Plan 



Table of Contents ^^ 

Chapter 2. Service Area Characteristics 

2.1 Service Area 2-1 
2.1.1 Existing Service Area 2-1 
2.1.2 Land Use 2-2 
2.1.3 Urban Growth Management Areas 2-2 
2.1.4 Dual Interest Areas 2-4 
2.1.5 Hydrology and Water Sources 2-5 
2.1.6 Topography 2-5 

2.2 Population Served 2-5 

Chapter 3. Existing Water System 

3.1 Service Connections 3-1 

3.2 Water Supply 3-3 

3.3 Water System Facilities 3-5 
3.3.1 Well Facilities 3-5 

3.3.1.1 Well No. 2 3-5 
3.3.1.2 Well No. 3 3-7 
3.3.1.3 Well No. 4 3-7 
3.3.1.4 Well No. 5 3-7 
3.3.1.5 Well No. 6 3-7 
3.3.1.6 Well No. 7 3-7 
3.3.1.7 Well No. 8 3-7 

3.3.2 Water Treatment Facilities 3-8 
3.3.3 Water Reservoirs 3-8 

3.3.3.1 Elevated Reservoir 3-10 
3.3.3.2 Concrete Reservoir 3-10 
3.3.3.3 Stanley Reservoir 3-11 

3.3.4 Pumping Stations 3-11 
3.3.4.1 W6 Transfer Pumps 3-11 
3.3.4.2 W2 Transfer Pumps 3-13 
3.3.4.3 Lava Drive Booster Pump Station 3-13 
3.3.4.4 3rd Pressure Zone Booster Pump Station 3-13 

3.3.5 Distribution System 3-13 
3.3.6 Pressure Zones 3-14 
3.3.7 Telemetry/SCADA System 3-14 

Chapter 4, Water Demand 

4.1 Historical Water Production and Consumption 4-1 
4.1.1 Historical Water Production 4-1 
4.1.2 Historical Water Consumption 4-2 
4.1.3 Historical Unaccounted-for Water 4-2 
4.1.4 Historical Per Capita Water Demand 4-2 

4.2 Adopted Peaking Factors 4-4 

4.3 Projected Water Demands 4-5 
4.3.1 Unit Demand Factors Adopted for this Water System Master Plan 4-6 
4.3.2 Future Development & Annexation 4-8 
4.3.3 Projected Water Demands 4-9 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S i i C i l y o f M i l w o u k i e 

November 201 1 201 OWater 5ystem Master Plan 
o\c\3a2\c0-l0-01 \wp\wnip\l I 1710_TOC 



Table of Contents 

Chapter 5. Water Distribution System Service Standards 

5.1 General Water System Reliability 5-1 

5.2 Fire Flow Requirements 5-1 

5.3 Water System Conditions During High Demand 5-2 
5.3.1 Water Supply 5-2 

5.3.2 System Pressure Requirements 5-2 

5.4 Pumping Facility Capacity 5-4 

5.5 Critical Pumping Facilities 5-4 

5.6 Water Storage Capacity 5-4 
5.6.1 Operational Storage 5-5 
5.6.2 Equalization Storage 5-5 
5.6.3 Fire Storage 5-5 
5.6.4 Emergency Storage 5-5 
5.6.5 Total Water Storage 5-6 
5.6.6 Reservoirs 5-7 

5.7 Water Transmission and Distribution System 5-7 
5.7.1 Pipeline Networks 5-7 

5.7.1.1 Average Day Demand 5-8 
5.7.1.2 Maximum Day Demand plus Fire Flow 5-8 
5.7.1.3 Peak Hour Demand 5-8 

5.7.2 Valves 5-8 
5.7.3 Hydrants 5-9 

5.8 Water System Standards Summary 5-10 

Chapters. Hydraulic Model Development 

6.1 Development of the Hydraulic Model 6-1 
6.1.1 Description of the Model and Element Definitions 6-2 
6.1.2 Pipelines, Nodes, and Junctions Imported into InfoWater 6-3 
6.1.3 Roughness Factors Assigned in InfoWater 6-3 
6.1.4 Elevations Allocated in H2OMAP 6-3 
6.1.5 Accounts Spatially Located in GIS 6-3 

6.1.5.1 Metered Accounts 6-5 
6.1.6 Water Demands Allocated in H2OMAP 6-6 
6.1.7 Station Elements Incorporated into InfoWater 6-7 
6.1.8 Naming Scheme Applied in InfoWater 6-7 

6.2 Diurnal Curve Development 6-7 
6.2.1 Pressure Zone 1 6-9 
6.2.2 Pressure Zone 2 6-9 
6.2.3 Pressure Zone 3 6-10 
6.2.4 Pressure Zone 4 6-10 

6.3 Hydraulic Model Calibration 6-10 
6.3.1 Development of Hydrant (C-Factor) Tests 6-10 
6.3.2 Hydrant (C-factor) Test Results 6-12 

6.3.2.1 Hydrant Test 9: 6-inch Dl Pipeline Constructed in 1985 6-12 
6.3.3 Development of the Verification Process 6-13 
6.3.4 Verification Results 6-13 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 201 l 
ö\c\3&2\03-10-01 \wp\waip\l I 17IO_TOC 

City o f Mi lwaukie 
201 OWater System Master Plan 



Table of Contents ^^ 

6.3.4.1 Pressure Zone t 6-13 
6.3 4 2 Pressure Z w o 2.,.. „ • « - 6-14 
6 3.4.3 Pre ssure Zon e 3.,... . . . . . . 6-14 
e. 3.4 4 Pre ssu re Zone 4 .. . . . . . . .. .. . . . . .....,. 6-14 

6,3 5 HydrauFh; Model Calibration Findings and „..„,.„„.. „...6-15 

C h a p t e r 7 Eva luat ion of Exist ing W a t e r S y s t e m 

7 1 Existing Water Demands „.,.„,„„,..„„,„„. * , . - , . 7 -1 

1 2 Water Storigli Capacity ......... , „„^...„.. .u!.^ ,.„..... . . .„..,„.. ... ,7-1 
7.2.1 Evaluation „ 7-1 
7.2.2 Results 7-2 

7 3 PumpJdg Capacity . ................. 7-4 
7.3.1 Ground Water Pumping Capacity 7-4 

7.3.1.1 Evaluation ,.,., 7-4 
7.3.1.2 Results 7-4 

7.3.2 Distribution Pumping Capacity...., „.,., .„.,„., „...„ 7-5 
7.3.2.1 Evaluation 7-5 
7.3.2.2 Resulta 7-5 

7.3.3 Critical Pumping Facilities 7-6 

7.4 Water Distribution System 7-8 
7.4.1 Methodology..., 7>8 
7.4.2 Evaluation & Results 7-9 

7.42.1 Pressure Zone 1 7-9 
7.4.2 1.1 Peak Hour 7-9 
7.4.2 1.2 Maximum Day plus Firs Flow Demand 7-10 

7.4.2.2 Pressure Zone 2 , 7-11 
7 4.2 2.1 Peak Hour ., 7-11 
7.£ 2.2.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand ... 7-11 

7.4.2 3 Pressure Zone 3 7-12 
7 42,3.1 Peak Hour 7-12 
7.4.2.3,2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand. 7-12 

7 4.2.4 Pressure Zone 4 7-13 
7.4.2.4,1 PsakHour 7-13 
7,4.2.4 2 Maximum Oay plus Fire Flow Demand 7-13 

7. 5 Summary of Recommended Improvements for Existing Potable Water System. 7-14 
7.5.1 Water Storage 7-14 
7. S 2 Pump SI at lone . . . .. -„..-,.„,.,-,. .- 7-14 
7.5.3 Pipelines... ^.. .^.7-14 

C h a p t e r 8. Eva luat ion of Future W a t e r S y s t e m 

8 1 Future Water Demands. . - B-1 
fl. 1.1 City ot Milwaukie BuiIdoul. . . 3-1 
8.1.2 Futuro Annexation ,,, _ .8-2 

0.2 Water Storage Capacity . . . . . ........... &-4 
8 2 1 Evaiuat'on .„.,. ^„ . , .„„...„ „ v . „ 8-4 
8.2.2 Resull s . 8 - 4 

8 2*2 1 Bui Idoul ...,„ 8-4 
B.2 2 2 Bui idoul * Duel (merest Areas ...,,.„.„„ 8-6 
B.2 2.3 Urban Growth Management Area . . . . „ B-6 

W i ¡ 1 < O 5 t > S 5 O f . > 1 * 5 W 0 T y d ì M i twauk te 
No»*tnb<>r 3011 3010Wore r S^eni Moflet Pkw 
. . .IM'.K+mi ... —i 



Table of Contents ^^ 

8.3 Pumping Capacity 8-8 
8.3.1 Groundwater Pumping Capacity 1..8-8 

8.3.1.1 Evaluation 8-8 
8.3.1.2 Results 8-8 

8.3.2 Distribution Pumping Capacity 8-9 
8.3.2.1 Evaluation 8-9 
8.3.2.2 Results 8-10 

8.3.3 Critical Pumping Facilities 8-13 

8.4 Water Distribution System 8-13 
8.4.1 Methodology 8-13 
8.4.2 Evaluation and Results 8-14 

8.4.2.1 Pressure Zone 1 : Buildout System plus Dual Interest Areas A and B 8-14 
8.4.2.1.1 Peak Hour 8-15 
8.4.2.1.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 8-15 

8.4.2.2 Pressure Zone 2: Buildout System 8-15 
8.4.2.2.1 Peak Hour 8-15 
8.4.2.2.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 8-15 

8.4.2.3 Pressure Zone 2: Buildout plus Dual Interest Areas A and B System 8-16 
8.4.2.3.1 Peak Hour 8-16 
8.4.2.3.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 8-16 

8.4.2.4 Pressure Zone 3: Buildout System plus Dual Interest Areas A and B 8-17 
8.4.2.4.1 Peak Hour 8-17 

8.4.2.5 Pressure Zone 4: Buildout System plus Dual Interest Areas A and B 8-18 
8.4.2.5.1 Peak Hour 8-18 
8.4.2.5.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 8-18 

8.5 Summary of Recommended Improvements for Existing Potable Water System 8-18 
8.5.1 Pipelines 8-18 

Chapter 9 Recommended Capital Improvement Program 

9.1 Existing Water System Improvements 9-1 
9.1.1 Water System Investigations and Studies 9-1 
9.1.2 Water Storage Improvements 9-2 
9.1.3 Water Pumping Improvements 9-2 
9.1.4 Water Pipeline Improvements 9-2 
9.1.5 Water System Facility Maintenance 9-3 

9.2 Buildout Water System Improvements 9-3 
9.2.1 Water Storage Improvements 9-4 
9.2.2 Water Pumping Improvements 9-4 
9.2.3 Water Pipeline Improvements 9-4 
9.2.4 Water Storage Improvements 9-5 

9.3 Recommended CIP Costs 9-5 

9.4 Recommended CIP by Project Types 9-8 

9.5 Capital Improvement Program Implementation 9-8 

9.3 Recommended CIP Costs 9-3 

9.4 Recommended CIP by Project Types 9-7 

9.5 Capital Improvement Program Implementation 9-7 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S v C i t y o f M i l w a u k i e 

November 201 1 2 0 1 0 W o t e r System Master Plan 
oV\383\03-10-01 \wp\wmp\l 11710.TOC 



Table of Contents 

List of Appendices 

Append ix A. Hy ara uti c M ode I C a 11 bra ti on - H y d rant T ests 

Appendix B: H PR Locations and Verification ResuHs 

Appendix C' Cost Estimating Assumptions 

List of Tables 

Table ES' 1. Adopted Peaking Factors 

Table ES-2. Wa l er Demand Projections, mgtf 

Table ES-3 Recommended Pipeline CIP fur Existing System 

Table E5-4. Recommended Pipelines CIP for BUflddUt System 

Table ES-5. Estimated Cos I of Recommended CIP by Project Type 

Table 2 - i Vacanl Parcels Within City Llmils 

Tadle 2-2 Urban Growtn Management Area Vacanl Land 

Table 2-3 Dual Interest Area Vacanl Land 

Tabie 2-4. Cf|y of Mitwaukie Historical Population 

Tabte 3-1 Existing Number of Serv-ce Connex ions üy Revenue Class . 

Tabte 3-2. Ci ly of Mrlwaukie Water Rights 

Table 3-3. City of Milwaukhe Well Facilities . . 

Table 3-4. City of Milwaukee Storage faci l i t ies 

Table 3-5. CHy ü f Milwaukie Pumping S la l i ons -

Table 3-6 City of Milwaukle Pipeline Diameters 

Table 3-7 Pressure Reducing Stations 

Table 4 1, HlsLrincal Waler Consumption by Revenue Claas 

Table 4-2. Historical Per Capita Demand 

Table 4-3. Historical Maximum Day Peaking Factors . 
Tab1e 4-4. Adopted Peaking Factors 

Table 4-5. Land Use ¡n Acres 

Table 4-6. Summary of Recommended Unit Water Demand Factors 

Table 4-7 Projected Water Demands 

Tabfe Summary of Future Average Waler Demand öy Area .. 

Table Water Demand Projections 

Table 5-1. Recommended Fire Flow Requirements 

Table 5-2. Max imum Valve Spacing Standards 

Tabte 5-3. Number and Distribution of Fire Hydrgnls 

Table 5 -4. City oT Milwaukle Planning and Design Crter ia 

Table 6-1 C-Factors Assigned the Model 

., ES-4 

. . . .ES-5 

. ES-1D 

.. ES-11 
. E5-12 

2 - 2 

. . .. 2-3 

2-4 

„ . . „ 2 - 6 

3-1 

3 - 4 

3-6 

3-9 

3-12 
3-14 

.. . .3-15 

4-3 
4-4 

4-5 

4-5 

4-7 
4-B 

....4-10 

..4-11 

....4-12 

5-3 

5-9 

w 5-9 

. . 5-11 

6-4 

W t" S T Y O S T i S S O f l í t i 5 

November 201 1 
.A:' IB] 1)3 IU 11 .1 1 I HjLlQC 

vl City of Milwoyli ie 
2010Werter Sutern Mat ter s l a n 



Table of Contents 

Table 6-2. Spatially Located Results for City of Milwaukie 6-5 

Table 6-3. Revenue Class Assignment 6-7 

Table 6-4. Naming Scheme for Network Elements 6-8 

Table 6-5. City of Milwaukie Hydrant Test Locations and Status 6-11 

Table 7-1. Existing Demands for the City 7-1 

Table 7-2. Summary of Existing Storage Requirements 7-3 

Table 7-3. Evaluation of Total Firm Pumping Capacity and Maximum Day Demand 7-4 

Table 7-4. Summary of Existing Pumping Facilities 7-5 

Table 7-5. Summary of Pumping Capacity Requirements 7-7 

Table 7-6. City Fire Flow Demand Requirements 7-9 

Table 8-1. Additional Buildout Demand for the City of Milwaukie 8-1 

Table 8-2. Additional Buildout Demand by Pressure Zone 8-2 

Table 8-3. Future Demand for Dual Interest Areas A and B 8-3 

Table 8-4. Future Demand for the City 8-3 

Table 8-5. Summary of Storage Requirements: Buildout 8-5 

Table 8-6. Summary of Storage Requirements: Buildout + Dual Interest Areas A and B 8-7 

Table 8-7. Summary of Existing Pumping Facilities 8-9 

Table 8-8. Evaluation of Total Firm Pumping Capacity and Maximum Day Demand 8-9 

Table 8-9. Summary of Pumping Capacity Requirements: Buildout 8-11 

Table 8-10. Summary of Pumping Capacity Requirements: Buildout + Dual Interest 

Areas A and B 8-12 

Table 8-11. City Fire Flow Demand Requirements 8-14 

Table 8-11. City Fire Flow Demand Requirements 8-14 

Table 9-1. Recommended Pipeline CI P for Existing System to Meet Maximum Day plus 

Fire Flow Demand Conditions 9-1 

Table 9-1. Recommended Pipeline CIP for Existing System 9-3 

Table 9-2. Recommended Pipelines CIP for Buildout System 9-4 

Table 9-3. Summary of Probable Construction Costs for Existing System CIP 9-6 

Table 9-4. Summary of Probable Construction Costs for Buildout System CIP 9-7 

Table 9-5. Estimated Cost of Recommended CIP by Project Type 9-8 

W E S T V O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 2011 
o\c\38}\03-10-01 \»pW\l 1 17 I O.TOC 

City of Mi lwaukie 
201 OWater System Master Plan 



Table of Contents ^ ^ 

List of Figures 

Figure ES-1. 2010 Service Area and Neighboring Water Suppliers ES-13 

Figure ES-2. 2010 Water System ES-14 

Figure ES-3. Existing System Improvements ES-15 

Figure ES-4. Buildout System Improvements ES-16 

Figure 2-1. 2010 Service Area and Neighboring Water Suppliers 2-7 

Figure 2-2. 2010 General Plan Land Use 2-8 

Figure 2-3. 2010 Urban Growth and Dual Interest Area 2-9 

Figure 3-1. 2010 Water System 3-2 

Figure 3-2. CRW Intertie Pumping Station 3-3 

Figure 3-3. Well No. 2, Typical Well Discharge Configuration 3-5 

Figure 3-4. TP235 Towers 3-8 

Figure 3-5. Typical VOC Treatment System Schematic 3-9 

Figure 3-6. Elevated Reservoir 3-10 

Figure 3-7. Concrete Reservoir 3-10 

Figure 3-8. Stanley Reservoir ' 3-11 

Figure 3-9. Lava Drive Pump Station 3-13 

Figure 3-10. HGL Schematic ' 3-16 

Figure 4-1. Comparison of Annual Water Production and Population 4-13 

Figure 4-2. Comparison of Water Production and Average Dry Season Annual Rainfall 4-14 

Figure 4-3. Comparison of Historical Per Capita Demand and Population 4-15 

Figure 4-4. Illustration of Unit Demand Factor Methodology 4-7 

Figure 4-5. Future Growth 4-16 

Figure 6-1. Illustration of Methodology for Spatially Locating Metered Accounts 6-6 

Figure 6-2. Spatially Located Demands 6-16 

Figure 6-3. City of Milwaukie Zone 1 Diurnal Pattern July 10 to 11, 2010 6-17 

Figure 6-4, City of Milwaukie Zone 2 Diurnal Pattern July 10 to 11, 2010 6-18 

Figure 6-5. City of Milwaukie Zone 3 Diurnal Pattern July 10 to 11, 2010 6-19 

Figure 6-6. City of Milwaukie Zone 4 Diurnal Pattern July 10 to 11, 2010 6-20 

Figure 6-7. Hydrant Test Locations 6-21 

Figure 6-8. HPR Locations • 6-22 

Figure 6-9. Verification for Zone 1 6-23 

Figure 6-10. Verification for Zone 1 6-24 

Figure 6-11. Verification for Zone 2 6-25 

Figure 6-12. Verification for Zone 2 6-26 

Figure 6-13. Verification for Zone 3 6-27 

Figure 6-14. Verification for Zone 3 6-28 

W E S T Y 0 5 T A 5 5 0 C I A T E S vii i City of Mi lwoirkie 
November 201 1 201 OWater System Master Plan 
o\c\382\03-l O-Ol \wp\wnip\l 1 1710_TOC 



Table of Contents 

Figure 6-15. Verification for Zone 4 . 6-29 

Figure 7-1. 2010 Water System 7-16 

Figure 7-2. 2010 General Plan Land Use 7-17 

Figure 7-3. 2010 Water System Fire Flow Demands 7-18 

Figure 7-4. Pressure Zone 1 Peak Hour Analysis 7-19 

Figure 7-5. Pressure Zone 1 Peak Hour Analysis for Rezone of Zone 1 at River Road and 

Sparrow Street 7-20 

Figure 7-6. Pressure Zone 1 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 7-21 

Figure 7-7. Pressure Zone 1 Available Fire Flow 7-22 

Figure 7-8. Existing Water System Recommended Renewal and Replacement Program 7-23 

Figure 7-9. Pressure Zone 1 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 7-24 

Figure 7-10. Pressure Zone 1 Available Fire Flow 7-25 

Figure 7-11. Pressure Zone 1 Fire Flow Recommendation #1 7-26 

Figure 7-12. Pressure Zone 2 Peak Hour Analysis 7-27 

Figure 7-13. Pressure Zone 2 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 7-28 

Figure 7-14. Pressure Zone 2 Available Fire Flow 7-29 

Figure 7-15. Pressure Zone 2 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 7-30 

Figure 7-16. Pressure Zone 2 Available Fire Flow 7-31 

Figure 7-17. Pressure Zone 2 Fire Flow Recommendation 7-32 

Figure 7-18. Pressure Zone 3 Peak Hour Analysis 7-33 

Figure 7-19. Pressure Zone 3 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 7-34 

Figure 7-20. Pressure Zone 3 Available Fire Flow 7-35 

Figure 7-21. Pressure Zone 3 Available Fire Flow with New Pumps 7-36 

Figure 7-22. Pressure Zone3 Available Fire Flow with New Pumps and Pipeline Upgrades 7-37 

Figure 7-23. Pressure Zone 4 Peak Hour Analysis 7-38 

Figure 7-24. Pressure Zone 4 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 7-39 

Figure 8-1. Future Water System 8-19 

Figure 8-2. General Plan Land Use Vacant Parcels 8-20 

Figure 8-3. Future System Fire Flow Demands 8-21 

Figure 8-4. Pressure Zone 1 Peak Hour Analysis 8-22 

Figure 8-5. Pressure Zone 1 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 8-23 

Figure 8-6. Pressure Zone 1 Available Fire Flow 8-24 

Figure 8-7. Pressure Zone 2 Peak Hour Analysis Buildout System .8-25 

Figure 8-8. Pressure Zone 2 Max Day Plus Fire Flow Buildout System 8-26 

Figure 8-9. Pressure Zone 2 Available Fire Flow Buildout System 8-27 

Figure 8-10. Pressure Zone 2 Peak Hour Analysis Buildout + Dual Interest Areas 8-28 

Figure 8-11. Pressure Zone 2 Max Day Plus Fire Flow Buildout + Dual Interest Areas 8-29 

Figure 8-12. Pressure Zone 2 Available Fire Flow Buildout + Dual Interest Areas 8-30 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 201 1 
o\c\382\03-> O-Ol W\v.n.p\l 11710_10C 

City of Mi lwaukie 
201 OWater System Master Plan 



Table of Contents ^^ 

figure 6-13 Dual Interest Area A Recommended Improvements 9-31 

Figure 8-14. Dual Interest Area B Recommended Improvements S-32 

figure 8-1 Pressure Zone 3 PeaK Hour Analysis — 

figure 8-16 Pressure Zone 3 Max Day Plus Fire Flow 8-34 

F igure 8-17 Pressure Zone 4 Peak Hour An atyslS j . , . . „ „„ . . . . „ „ . „„ , „ . , 8 -35 

Figure 8-18. Pressure Zone 4 Ma* Day Plus Fire Flow ...,.„.,,..„„...8-36 

Figure 9-1. Existing System improvement! 

Figure 9-2. Build out System improvements 9-10 

W i J T t o : i A i s o c i A ' E J » Ciijf Hil*oiilik 
Nov**nb*r 201 l ÌOlOWwir SYSHMT. Matter Hun 

'noi i-y 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ES-1 INTRODUCTION 

This 2010 Water System Master Plan for the City of Milwaukie (City) identifies strategies for 
maintaining adequate water supplies and service levels for the community; guides capital 
expenditures for the system; furnishes important guidance on operational issues; and charts a 
course for future updates to water rates. To accomplish these goals, the following work tasks 
were performed in the WSMP: 

• Evaluate and summarize existing water system and key system facilities; 

• Develop water demand projections through buildout; 

• Evaluate existing and future water supplies to develop a strategy for the City to meet 
existing and future water demands; 

• Develop performance and operational criteria under which the water system will be 
analyzed and future facilities will be formulated; 

• Develop and calibrate a water distribution system hydraulic model; 

• Evaluate existing and buildout water system conditions to identify the City's water 
distribution system facility needs; and, 

• Develop a capital improvement program for recommended existing and future water 
system facilities. 

A summary of the key work tasks is provided below. Complete descriptions of all the analyses 
and assessments are provided in the following chapters and appendices of this Water System 
Master Plan. 

ES.2 OVERVIEW OF THE CITY'S SERVICE AREA 

A detailed description of the City's existing service area is provided in Chapter 2. The following 
subsections present a brief overview of the City's service area. 

ES,2.1 City of MHwaukie Service Area 

The City currently provides potable water service to most areas within the City limits, though 
some residents are served by other providers. The City is located in the Portland Metropolitan 
Area approximately 7 miles south of downtown Portland and is bounded on the west by the 
Willamette River, the north roughly by Johnson Creek Boulevard, the east roughly by Linwood 
Avenue and 71sl Avenue and the south by Kellogg Creek and Lake Road. The City limits and 
service area are shown in Figure ES-1 and include approximately 3,169 acres, or about 4.95 
square miles. 

The City has a mix of users including various density residential areas, commercial, industrial 
and public. The City also has a town center designation in the old downtown area near the 
Willamette River. The City is approximately 97 percent developed and there are few vacant 
areas within the City limit. 
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In I Wtl. appro JtUturtdy 7/100 acres of land adjacent lo the City was designated as an Ir t ian 
< irowth Management Area (CUM Aj. 1 hrs means that these lands will be the first areas of growth 
for the region Bein^ that the> hire iidjacent to the City, « i n c . or aliT of the areas could be 
annexed into ihc City Eta*A) on the vacanl land invcnttjry, this area tsnlso highly developed and 
only five pore «it <395 iicrcsi I of the jtrfld i* currently vacant. 

Within the UGMA lies A subset of land known as Dual Interest Areas A and B. These areas are 
currently almost entirely surrounded hy the City, but are being -served by Clackamas River Water 
District (CRW) (see figure ES-2), These arc areas that may come into the City's service area id 
the near future, and therefore tiled carcfui planning utsd consideration 

ES.2,2 Hydrology and Water Sourcos 

I he City yets it* witter from the underground basin of the Trouldnlc Aquifer, The Troutdale 
Aquifer is approximately 300 square miles and is part of the larger Portland Basin thai includes 
Portions nf the States of Oregon and Washington, The aquifer is synclinal nnd the center uf the 
basin if wel [-confined by low-permeability layers making it a good municipal source. The City 
has inteitonneetions with the City of Portland and the CKW Tliese are used only in the event of 
an emergency. 

ES 2.3 Population Served 

According to the Portland Slate University Population Research Center, the City has a 2U09 
estimated papulation of 20.^20 I he average annual population growth during The last decade has 
been 0 20 percent, Since growth in the City is Lhrdugh infill, growth has been much slower than 
neighboring» communities with available hind for largerscale development. 

ES.3 OVERVIEW OF THE EXISTING WATER SYSTEM 

A detailed description ot the City's existing water system is provided in Chapter 3 The 
following subsections present a brief overview of the City's existing water system. 

ES.3.1 Water Supply 

The City relies entirely on groundwater for its base water supply and has two emergency 
mi ernes, one with the City of Portland end one with the CRW. both surface water systems. 
Gtound water from two City-owned welts is pumped directly into the distribution system while 
water from (lie other five well* is created before it is pumped into the distribution system. The 
Ci ty ' s well* pump from ihc IVoUtdale Formation that is an extensive aquifer underlying the 
Portland Metropolitan Aiea and a large portion ol Clark County. Washington. This aquifer is a 
deep system of gravels and sandstone with large unconsolidated areas. All of the City 's wells 
have active water nclil* that aie certified ihiough the Oregon Water Resources Department. 

As summarised in the most recent waiter quality report, water quality for the Cily surpasses all 
stale and federal standards for drinking water While Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) ore 
present in five of the City's well«, sampling Shows that after treatment the VOCs are nor present 
in delivered water 
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ES.3.2 Water System Facilities 

The City's existing system facilities consist of wells, treatment facilities, storage reservoirs, 
pump stations and pressure reducing valves (PRVs). Locations of these facilities are shown on 
Figure ES-2. 

The City has eight wells of which seven are operational. Well No. 1 is o f f l ine with capacity used 
by Wells 2, 3, and 5. Wells 2 through 8 have a combined permitted production capacity of 5,094 
gallons per minute (gpm) or 7.3 million gallons per day (mgd). 

The City operates two treatment facilities that have the same configuration and general operating 
procedures. Due to VOCs found in Well Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, air stripping towers were installed 
for these wells in 1990. 

The City currently operates one elevated steel reservoir (Elevated Reservoir), one ground level 
steel reservoir (Stanley Reservoir) and one ground level concrete reservoir (Concrete Reservoir). 
The City has a total above-ground storage capacity of 6.0 million gallons (MG). 

The City maintains two transfer pump stations and two booster pump stations. 

There are approximately 112 miles of pipeline in the City that range in size from 1 to 18 inches 
in diameter. 

ES.3.3 Pressure Zones 

The City water distribution system has four pressure zones as shown on Figure ES-2. Zones 1 
and 2 are fed by gravity from storage reservoirs and range in elevation from 28 to 125 feet and 
50 to 195 feet respectively. Zones 3 and 4 are both fed from constant pumping stations. Zone 3 
ranges from 160 to 205 feet in elevation and Zone 4 ranges from 75 to 150 feet in elevation. 

The City operates several pressure reducing stations to manage water pressure between zones. 

ES-4 EXISTING AND FUTURE WATER DEMANDS 

A detailed description of the City's existing and projected future water demands is provided in 
Chapter 4. The following subsections present a brief overview of existing and future water 
demands for the City. 

ES.4.1 Existing Water Demands 

The City measures all of the water produced by its wells, received from adjacent water 
purveyors, and meters all of its customers. Consequently, the City tracks water use in two ways: 
production records and meter (consumption) records. 

Existing water demands for the City were determined based on historical water production and 
historical consumption data. The historical average per capita water demand has remained 
relatively stable, averaging about 116 gallons per capita per day (gpcd) over the past 10 years. 
On average, the City uses about 2.4 mgd. 
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Peaking factors are used to calculate water demands expected under high demand conditions 
(i.e., maximum day and peak hour demand). The resulting demand conditions for maximum day 
and peak hour periods are then used to evaluate and size transmission/distribution pipelines and 
storage facilities, and to define water supply needs and capacity requirements. Peaking factors 
for maximum day and peak hour demand were developed based on historical production records 
and are shown in Table ES-1. 

ES.4.Z Projected Water Demands 

Water demands were projected through buildout of the City using a umt demand methodology 
based on land uses in the Comprehensive Plan. A land use based methodology was used instead 
of a per capita demand methodology, because per capita water demand projections uniformly 
distribute water use over the entire water service area and therefore, do not account for specific 
land uses and associated water demands in specific locations. 

Table ES-2 summarizes the current and buildout demands for the City's current service area, the 
dual interest areas and the UGMA. 

As shown in Table ES-2, the buildout demand for the existing service area will only increase by 
about four percent since most of the area is developed. Serving both Dual Interest Area A and B 
will add an average demand of 300,000 gpd or 12 percent. • 

Water demand for the UGMA would more than double the existing water demand in the City. As 
shown in Table ES-2, the existing average demand in the City is 2.4 mgd, while the demand for 
the UGMA has been estimated at 4.2 mgd. This average demand is based on land use and has not 
been confirmed through an analysis of the billing records for CRW. 
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ES S HYDRAULIC MODEL DEVELOPMENT 

f o develop the City's hydraulic network model, Went Vosi completed the following steps: 

* Used tilt' City's existing water distribution system maps (exported from the City's 
GIS) lo citnttì the hydraulic model ; 

* Verified that Hie hydraulic model system cortfigurfltjon (pipeline sizes, alignments, 
connections, and other facility si/es end locations) is representative of the City's 
current waiter system, 

* Allocated existing wilier demands by using City's spaitally located accounr 
information to distribute demands within the hydraajlc model; and 

* Calibrated the City'* wnter system hydraulic model to simulate press una and How* 
observed m the field. 

A detailed description of the development calibration and vonftCation of the City's water 
distribution system hydraulic model is provided in Chapter ft 

ES.6 EXISTING WATER SYSTEM 

A detailed description of the evaluation the existing water system is provided in ( 'lupter 7 I lie 
following subsections presents a bJiel overview tif the evaluation and reeoiwnended 
improvements for the ox is ling Water system, 

ES.6 T Existing Waiter System Evaluation and Recommended Improvements 

ES 6 1 1 Waior Storaw CfmaUv 

The City currently Km 6.0 MG of water storage, which is sufficient for the existing water system, 

ES G 1 2 Pumnmq Capacity 

The ( -ity cwrctrtly has a fura pumping capacity deficiency of 1,723 gpm m Pressure Zona 3. The 
addition of two l^flOgpm fire flow pumps to the pump station in Zone 3 will resolve this 
deficiency. 

E S S . 1 3 Walter Distribution System 

During a peak how deniiind condition, results indicare that the existing system in Pressure Zones 
2, 3, and A can adequately deliver peak hour demands under the City's minimum pressure criteria 
of 40 psi. 

During a peak how demand condition, results indicate thai the existing system in Pressure 
Zone I can adequately deliver peak hour demands to most of the Zone under the City's minimum 
pressure criteria of 40 psi. Miisl of the locations with pressures below 40 psi are eidier within a 
few psi of the acceptable ran tre, or are located above the elevation thai will suppon n 4ti psi 
pressure given the HCU of Pressure /ore t There are two locations io the West of the 
Zone I/Zone 2 boundary, adjacent to the intersection of Sparrow Street and 2211,1 Avenue, with 
pressures of 34 pit (hat are lncated ai an elevation that could meet the 411 psi cri tenon if pipes 
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were sized adequately. It is recommended that the current location of pressure zone breaks be 
evaluated and adjustments made to eliminate the existing deficiencies. 

During a maximum day plus fire flow demand scenario, results indicate that many areas in the 
existing water system in Pressure Zones 1, 2, and 3 could not maintain a minimum system 
pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. 

To improve fire flows throughout the service area, the following improvements are 
recommended: 

Fire Flow Improvements in Areas Zoned "Public" 

• Upsize approximately 320 feet of existing 6-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter 
pipeline from the hydrant to Willard Street in Zone 1. 

• Upsize approximately 600 feet of existing 6-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter 
pipeline and upsize approximately 95 feet of existing 4-inch diameter pipeline to 
8-inch diameter pipeline m the area to the west of Flavel Drive in Zone 2. 

Fire Flow Improvements to 4" Pipelines Constructed Prior to 1960 

• Replace approximately 10 lineal feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline in pressure Zone 1 
with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

• Replace approximately 10,582 lineal feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 2 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

• Replace approximately 2,975 lineal feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 3 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

Fire Flow Improvements to 6" Pipelines Constructed Prior to 1960 

• Replace approximately 15,156 lineal feet of 6-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 1 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

• Replace approximately 49,373 lineal feet of 6-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 2 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

• Replace approximately 5,329 lineal feet of 6-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 3 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

• Replace approximately 361 lineal feet of 6-inch diameter pipeline in pressure Zone 4 
with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure ES-3. 

• Improve fire flow capacity in the existing water system as part of future pipeline 
replacement projects. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ES.7 FUTURE WATER SYSTEM EVALUATION 

A detailed description of the evaluation of the future water system is provided in Chapter 8. The 
following subsections present a brief overview of the evaluation and recommended 
improvements for the City's future water system. This evaluation assumed that all 
recommendations made in the existing system chapter (Chapter 3) have been implemented. 

ES.7.1 Buildout Water System Evafuation and Recommended Improvements 

ES. 7.1.1 Water Storage Capacity 

The City currently has 6.0 MG of water storage, which is sufficient to accommodate buildout 
demand. 

ES.7.1.2 Pumping Capacity 

The pumping capacity analysis indicates that the City has a pumping capacity surplus of 
1,219 gpm for the buildout system. 

ES .7.1.3 Water • islrrbution S_ystem 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the buildout system in Pressure 
Zones 2, 3, and 4 can adequately deliver peak hour demands under the City's minimum pressure 
criteria of 40 psi. 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the buildout system in Pressure 
Zone 1 can adequately deliver peak hour demands to most of the Zone under the City's minimum 
pressure criteria of 40 psi. These locations with pressures below 40 psi are within 5 psi of the 
acceptable range so no mitigation is recommended at this time. 

During a maximum day plus fire flow demand scenario, results indicate that many areas in the 
buildout water system in Pressure Zones 1 and 2 could not maintain a minimum system pressure 
of 20 psi under the required fire flow. 

The required upgrades to the buildout system for Zones 1 and 2 are extensive, and completion of 
pipeline upgrades for the sole purpose of improving fire flow would be cost prohibitive to the 
existing customers of the City. It is recommended that all 4-inch and 6-inch pipelines constructed 
before 1960 be replaced to improve these conditions. 

ES.7.2 Buildout Plus Dual Interest Areas Water System Evaluation and Recommended 
Improvements 

ES.7.2.1 Water Storage Capacity 

The City has sufficient storage to provide demand at buildout plus the addition of Dual Interest 
Areas A and B. 

ES.7.2.2 Pumping Capacity 

The buildout + Dual Interest Areas A and B system has a pumping capacity surplus of 875 gpm. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ES.7.2.3 Wafer Distribution System 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the buildout plus Dual Interest Area 
system in Pressure Zones 2, 3 and 4 can adequately deliver peak hour demands under the City's 
minimum pressure criteria of 40 psi. 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the system in Pressure Zone 1 can 
adequately deliver peak hour demands to most of the Zone under the City's minimum pressure 
criteria of 40 psi. These locations with pressures below 40 psi are within 5 psi of the acceptable 
range so no mitigation is recommended at this time. 

During a maximum day plus fire flow demand scenario, results indicate that many areas in the 
buildout plus Dual Interest Area water system in Pressure Zones 1 and 2 could not maintain a 
minimum system pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. 

The required upgrades to the buildout plus Dual Interest Area system for Zones 1 and 2 are 
extensive, and completion of pipeline upgrades for the sole purpose of improving fire flow 
would be cost prohibitive to the existing customers of the City. It is recommended that all 4-inch 
and 6-inch pipelines constructed before 1960 be replaced to improve these conditions. 

Because Dual Interest Areas A and B will be annexed into Pressure Zone 2, the following 
recommended improvements are required for the future system in Pressure Zone 2. 

• Installation of approximately 6,060 linear feet of 8-inch diameter ductile iron (DI) 
pipeline to provide backbone infrastructure to this new area. 

• Installation of approximately 4,570 linear feet of 8-inch diameter DI pipeline to 
provide backbone infrastructure to this new area, 

ES.7.3 UGMA Water System Evaluation 

ES.7.3.1 Wafer Storage Capacity 

The addition of the UGMA, excluding the Dual Interest Areas, to the City's water system would 
increase water demand by approximately 4.5 mgd; nearly tripling the City's current water 
demand. Because of this large increase, and because the actual timing of developments and 
annexations will vary as political, environmental or other conditions develop, specific 
recommendations for UGMA future storage are beyond the scope of this Water System Master 
Plan. The City's future water storage capacity could be increased by the construction of 
additional storage facilities as well as the addition of new groundwater wells which could 
provide an increase in the City's available groundwater storage credit. 

SS.7.3.2 Pumping Capacity 

The City has a pumping capacity deficiency of 4,631 gpm for the UGMA Water Distribution 
System. The City's future groundwater pumping capacity could be increased by the construction 
of additional groundwater wells as well as increasing water rights. 
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ES.7.4 Recommended Capital Improvement Program 

A detailed description of the City's CIP is provided in Chapter 9, Recommendations for 
improvements to the existing and future water system are described in Chapters 7 and 8, 
respectively. The following subsections present a brief overview of the recommended CIP for 
the City. 

ES.7.4.1 Existing System Improvements 

Chapter 7 provided a description of the evaluation of the City's existing water system and its 
ability to meet the established operational and design criteria described in Chapter 5. Based on 
the evaluation, several improvements to the existing system were recommended to eliminate 
existing deficiencies, as listed in Table ES-3 and illustrated on Figure ES-3. A summary of the 
recommended capital improvements to the existing system is listed below. 

Table ES-3. Recommended Pipeline CIP for Existing System 

CIP ID 
Pressure 

Zone Description of Location Length, fees 

Diameter. inches 

Existing Recommended 

PH01 1 Reconfigure Southwest portion of 
Zone 1 Boundary 

I 
450 - 8 

Public Area Fire Flow Improvements 

FF01 1 From hydrant to Wil lard Street 320 6 8 

FF02 2 Area west of Flavel Drive 600 6 8 

Fire Flow Improvements: Pipel ines Constructed Prior to 1060 

FF03 1 See Figure 9-1 10 4 8 

FF03 2 See Figure 9-1 10,582 4 8 

FF03 3 See Figure 9-1 2,975 4 8 

FF03 1 See Figure 9-1 15,156 6 8 

FF03 2 See Figure 9-1 49,373 6 8 

FF03 3 See Figure 9-1 5,329 6 8 

FF03 4 See Figure 9-1 361 6 8 

PH : Indicates a project to resolve peak hour deficiencies. 
FF: indicates a project lo resolve fire flow deficiencies. 

ES.7.4.1.1 Water Storage Improvements 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve at the Elevated Reservoir. 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve at the Concrete Reservoir. 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve at the Stanley Reservoir. 
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EST.4.1.2 Water Pumping improvements 

• Install two additional 1,750 gpm fire flow pumps to the Third Pressure Zone Booster 
Pump Station. 

ES. 7.4.1.3 Water System Facility Maintenance 

• Prepare and recoat the exterior of the Stanley Tank. 

• Prepare and recoat the top of the exterior of the Elevated Tank. 

• Perform periodic well maintenance, including well pump removal and rehabilitation 
in Pressure Zone 4. 

ES.7.5 Future System Imp rente merits 

Chapter 8 provides a description of the evaluation of the City's future water system and its 
ability to meet the established operational and design criteria described in Chapter 5. Based on 
the evaluation, several improvements to the future system were recommended to eliminate future 
deficiencies, as listed in Table ES-4 and illustrated on Figure ES-4. These have been grouped 
into recommended Buildout CIP (BCIP) projects and are listed below by pressure zone. 

Table ES-4. Recommended Pipelines CIP for Buildout System 

Pressure Diameter, inches 

CIP ID Zone Description Length, feet Existing Recommended 

BDIA01 2 
Infrastructure to support 

Dual Interest Area A 

• 

6,060 NA 8 

BDIA02 2 
Infrastructure to support for 

Dual Interest Area B 4,570 NA 8 

ES.7.5.t Wafer St.ir.-jqt-; ImgfgvgnwjJjs 

• Perform periodic well maintenance, including well pump removal and rehabilitation. 

ES.7.6 Recommended Cost and Timing of Capital Improvements 

Costs are presented in January 2011 dollars based on an Engineering News Record Construction 
Cost Index (ENR CCI) of 8,938 (20 Cities Average). Total CIP costs include the following 
construction contingency and project cost allowances: 

• Construction Contingency: 20 percent 

• Project Cost Allowances: 

— Design: 10 percent 

— Construction Management: 10 percent 
— Administration: 8 percent 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

A summary of the costs of the recommended CIP by project type is provided in Table ES-5. As 
shown in Table ES-5, the total estimated recommended CIP cost for the City system is 
$23.18 million. 

Table ES-5. Estimated Cost of Recommended CIP by Project Type 

CIP Project Type Existing System CIP Projee!s' '' Buildoui Sysiem CJP Projects 

Pipelines 19.27 2.41 

Storage Facility Maintenance 0.36 I 

Water Storage Facility 
Improvements 

0.07 

Pump Stations 0.77 -

Emergency Generators - -

Pressure Reducing Stations -

Groundwater Well Maintenance 0.08 0.23 

Total CIP Cost $20.54 million $2.64 million 

The recommended improvements for the existing system should be completed within the next 
five years. 

The construction of the improvements for the future system should be coordinated with the 
proposed schedules of future development to ensure that the required infrastructure will be in 
place to serve future customers. 
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CHAPTER 1 
Introduction 

1.1 2010 WATER SYSTEM MASTER PLAN PURPOSE 

This 2010 Water System Master Plan for the City of Milwaukie (City) identifies strategies for 
maintaining adequate water supplies and service levels for the community; guides capital 
expenditures for the system; furnishes important guidance on operational issues; and charts a 
course for future updates to water rates. To accomplish these goals, the following work tasks 
were performed in the Water System Master Plan: 

• Evaluate and summarize existing water system and key system facilities; 

• Develop water demand projections through buildout; 

• Evaluate existing and future water supplies to develop a strategy for the City to meet 
existing and future water demands; 

• Develop performance and operational criteria under which the water system will be 
analyzed and future facilities will be formulated; 

• Develop and calibrate a water distribution system hydraulic model; 

• Evaluate existing and buildout water system conditions to identify the City's water 
distribution system facility needs; and, 

• Develop a capital improvement program for recommended existing and future water 
system facilities. 

1.2 AUTHORIZATION 

West Yost Associates (West Yost) was authorized to prepare this 2010 Water System Master 
Plan by the City on February 5,2010. 

1.3 REPORT ORGANIZATION 

This Water System Master Plan is organized into the following chapters: 

Chapter 1: Introduction 

Chapter 2: Service Area Characteristics 

Chapter 3: Existing Water System 

Chapter 4: Water Demand 

Chapter 5: Water Distribution System Service Standards 

Chapter 6: Hydraulic Model Development 

Chapter 7: Evaluation of Existing Water System 

Chapter 8: Evaluation of Future Water System 

Chapter 9: Recommended Capital Improvement Program 
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Chapter 1 
Introduction 

The following appendices to this Water System Master Plan contain additional technical 
information, assumptions and calculations: 

Appendix A: Hydraulic Model Calibration - Hydrant Tests 

Appendix B: HPR Locations and Verification Results 

Appendix C: Cost Estimating Assumptions 

1.4 ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

The following acronyms and abbreviations have been used throughout this Water System Master 
Plan to improve document clarity and readability. 

ADD 

AWWA 

BCIP 

BP 

C 

C/HD 

C2 

C3 

CC 

CCFD 

CCSD 

C-factor 

CIP 

City 

CRW 

D/DBPR 

DBPs 

DHS 

ECAC 

ENR CCI 

EPA 

EPS 

fps 

Average Day 

American Water Works Association 

Buildout CIP 

Business Park 

Commercial 

Mixed Use 

Community Commercial 

General Commercial 

Corridor Commercial 

Clackamas County Fire District #1 

Clackamas County Service District No. 1 

Pipeline Friction Factor 

Capital Improvement Plan 

City of Milwaukie 

Clackamas River Water District 

Disinfection/Disinfection By-Product Rule 

Disinfection Byproducts 

Oregon State Department of Human Services 

Engineering Computer Applications Committee 

Engineering News Record Construction Cost Index 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Extended Period Simulation 

Feet Per Second 

W E 5 T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 201 1 
1-2 City of Mi lwaukie 

2 0 1 0 W a t e r System Master Plan 



Chapter 1 
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ft/kft Feet Per Thousand Feet 

gpcd Gallons Per Capita Per Day 

gpm Gallons Per Minute 

HAA5 5 Major Haloacetic Acids 

HD High Density 

HDR High Density Residential 

HPR Hydrant pressure recorder 

I o r M Industrial 

I2 Light Industrial 

13 General Industrial 

IDSE Initial Distribution System Evaluation 

ISO Insurance Services Office, Inc. 

LD Low Density 

LIDAR Light Detection and Ranging 

LRAA locational running annual average 

LTIC Low Traffic Impact Commercial 

MCLs Maximum Contaminant Levels 

MD Moderate Density 

MDD Maximum Day Demand 

MED.D Medium Density 

MG Million Gallons 

mgd Million Gallons Per Day 

MR1 Medium Density Residential 

MR2 Medium High Density Residential 

NFPA National Fire Protection Association 

OAR Oregon Administrative Rules 

OC Office Commercial 

OFC Oregon Fire Code 

OL WD Oak Lodge Water District 

OSM Open Space Management 

PHD Average Day to Peak Hour Demand 

PRY Pressure Reducing Valve 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 201 1 
o\c\38í\03-10-01 \wp\wmp\l I l7lO_lChl 

1 - 3 City of Mi lwaukie 
2 0 1 0 W a t e r System Master Plan 



Chapter 1 
tntroduclion 

R7 or RIO Urban Low Density Residential 

RCC Regional Center Commercial 

RCHD - Regional Center High Density 

RCO Regional Center Office 

RTL Retail Commercial 

SCADA Supervisory Control and Data acquisition 

SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act 

SMP Standard Monitoring Plan 

Stage 2 DBPR Stage 2 Disinfectants and Disinfection Byproducts Rule 

SWA Sunrise Water Authority 

SWTR Surface Water Treatment Rule 

TC Town Center 

TCR Total Coliform Rule 

THM Total Trihalomethanes 

TP 23 5 Water Treatment Plant 235 

TP47 Water Treatment Plant 47 

UAFW unaccounted-for water 

UGB Urban Growth Boundary 

UGMA Urban Growth Management Area 

UGMA Urban Growth Management Area 

VFD Variable Frequency Drive • 

VOCs Volatile Organic Compounds 

West Yost West Yost Associates 
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Chapter 1 
Introduction 
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Chapter 2 
Service Area Characteristics 

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the City's existing (2010) service area characteristics. 
System information has been obtained through the review of previous reports, maps, plans, 
operating records, interviews and other available data provided by the City. The following 
sections of this chapter describe the components of the City's service area: 

• S ervice Area 

— Existing Service Area 
- Land Use 

- Urban Growth Management Areas 
- Dual Interest Areas 

— Hydrology and Water Sources 
— Topography 

• Population Served 

2.1 SERVICE AREA 

This section describes the existing service area by its geographical features and its land use. This 
section also discusses growth areas that are currently unserved and those served by other water 
providers. 

2.1.1 Existing Service Area 

The City currently provides potable water service to most areas within the City limits, though 
some residents are served by other providers. The City is located in the Portland Metropolitan 
Area approximately 7 miles south of downtown Portland, and is bounded on the west by the 
Willamette River, the north roughly by Johnson Creek Boulevard, the east roughly by Linwood 
Avenue and 71s< Avenue, and the south by Kellogg Creek and Lake Road. The City limits and 
service area are shown in Figure 2-1, and include approximately 3,169 acres, or about 4.95 
square miles. 

Also shown on Figure 2-1 are neighboring water purveyors that include the City of Portland to 
the north, Oak Lodge Water District (OLWD) to the south and the Clackamas River Water 
District (CRW) and Sunrise Water Authority (SWA) to the east. The City of Portland serves 
approximately 163,000 retail customers and covers 143 square miles in their retail service area 
bordering three counties. Adjacent to the Willamette River, the OLWD was formed in 1922 and 
has a retail service population of approximately 28,000 customers. CRW serves areas that are 
mostly in unincorporated Clackamas County east of the Willamette River. Their customer base is 
approximately 80,000 customers including retail and wholesale. The SWA serves an area of 
approximately 22 square miles and encompasses the communities of Happy Valley and 
Damascus, as well as, unincoiporated county areas with a total service population of 
about 40,000. 
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Chapter 2 
Service Area Characteristics 

2-1.2 Land Use 

The City hai ¿t mix of u^ers including various density residential ¿ireas, commercial, industrial 
rind public, The City also has a town cerner designation in I he o Id downtown :irc.i near the 
Willamette Ri\er Currtait comprehensive pi fin land ose designations tor the City itrc shown on 
Figure 1-2. 

As shown op figure 2-2. the City is approximately percent developed and there ore few 
vacant areas within the City limit. Table 2-1 bummomen the acreage of The vncaiit parcels by 
[and use category. Outside die Town Center, sbom 68 aerei remain available l^r residential 
construction. There are approximately 12 neres of land zoned industrial : i v ; ululile for 
development 

Table 2*1, Vacant Parcels Within City Limits 

City Land Use Category Acr&s"" 

Commerc ia l {C} 0.1 

Mixed Use (C/HD) 2 0 

High Density (HD) 6.2 

Industrial (1) 11.9 

I.0W Density (LO) 41.0 

Moderate Density (MD) 6.9 

Med ium Density (MHO D) 13 9 

Town Center (TC) B 4 

Total Vacant Acres 90.4 

Total City Acres'"1 3,085.0 

"" BflSHid on Ciiv ianciel ttetn tiy the Cily n 1 LEziTi 00 T - r.tilwjjki- rji?m ini niiiisn 
''" "olai acreage is nasec! nr Iflnd use mpf. pncivinud by Hie CHy >m Hnm QQ'i - Camp P'ufl "rid M,rp-. 

"ola1 acreage does tot include righi of wny amt mad; 

2.1.3 Urban Growth Management Areas 

The City is under the governance of an elected regional governing body called Metro In I WO, 
approximately 7,400 A C R E S of land adjacent to the Cny WJI> de S I gutted A S an Urban Growth 
Management Area iLOMA) . This means that these hinds will he the Grsl areas growth t^r ihe 
region. Generili v. the UGMA surrounds the City with the majority of die growth management 
area located lo the east and southeast of the City limits, a.\ shown on Figure 2-3 Being ihul these 
lands are adjacent to the City, some, or all, ol ihe areas could he annexed in lo (he City. 

Although tnosi of these UGMA lands aie located within unincorporated Clackamas County, they 
are already highly developed. Based on die vacant land inventory, eleven percent of (he <irc;i is 
currently vacant. Table 2-2 summarizes die vacant atea by land use 

w ï S T Y o s t Â Ï S Û ; i ' i i 
November 301 L 

, r WJ hlW — IITItJCH 

2 2 O f f Ol Mil «nu i I* 
2ÔI0 Wal*r 3 ) M-Jifir Pktn 



Chapter 2 
Service Area Characteristics 

Table 2-2 Urban Growth Management Area Vacant Land 

County Land Use Category Acres 

Business Park (BP) 12 

Community Commercial (C2) 1 

General Commercial (C3) 5 

Corridor Commercial (CC) 5 

High Density Residential (HDR) 7 

Light Industrial (12) 32 

General Industrial (13) 22 

Low Traffic Impact Commercial (LTIC) 1 

Medium Density Residential (MR1) 3 

Medium High Density Residential (MR2) 1 

Office Commercial (OC) 31 

Open Space Management (OSM) 107 

Urban Low Density Residential 148 

Regional Center Commercial (RCC) 3 

Regional Center High Density (RCHD) 5 

Regional Center Office (RCO) 4 

Retail Commercial (RTL) 2 

I Outside County Zoning Area 5 

UGMA Vacant Land Total 394 
I 

UGMA Land Total 3,705 

Percentage of Vacant Land 11% 

Also, the lands within the UGMA receive water service from special districts and the City of 
Portland. The largest portion of the UGMA is served by the Clackamas River Water District 
(CRW), while a small area east of Interstate 205 is served by the SWA, an area south of 
downtown is served by the OLWD, and a very small area to the north is served by the City of 
Portland. 

It is unknown at this time how much of the UGMA will annex into the City, or when such 
annexations will occur. The fact that the UGMA lands are already developed and receive full 
utility service, provides less incentive to annex into the City. However, the possibility that these 
lands could annex into the City at some point in the future creates a need for the City to have a 
clear understanding of the potential impact that annexation would have on the water system. 
Such an understanding will help guide policy decisions regarding future annexation into the City 
and the supply of water service. 
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Chapter 2 
Service Area Characteristics 

2.1.4 Dual Interest Areas 

Within the UGMAs lies a subset of land, known as Dual In t er s Areas. shown qn Figure 2-3 
rhese areas rue almost entirely surrounded by the City, but currently receive water service from 

CRW. These are areas thai ¡nay come into the City's service area in the ne;ir future and therefore 
need careful planning and consideration. 

Dual Interest Area A is in the northeast comer of the City and is bounded by Johnson Creek 
Boulevard on the north, WichiLa Avenue to the East and Kjng Road on the south. rhis area 
currently receives water service from CRW, The requiremeni to annex into the City and connect 
rn recently constructed sewers has increased the likelihood the City will provide water service to 
this area in the future. As a resuh, the City must ensure the City water system is prepared and 
capable of extending Waiei sen-ice ro this area. 

Dual Interest Area B is in the southeast comer of the City hounded by Highway 224 on the nordi 
and intersected by Ktichn Road. Customers in tins area receive water service from CRW. 
Clackamas County Service District No. I provides sewer service in this area. Like the UGMA 
lands, this area is highly developed and currently receives lull sen tees. \ s a result, there is less 
incentive to annex into the City, and it may be some lime before privately driven annexations are 
sought. However, this area is nearly surrounded by the City limits. A few key developments and 
annexations could create an island and annexation of the area could be forced. Such a situation 
necessitates the City be prepared to provide water service should annexation occur. 

Both Dual Interest Areas A and B have a small amount of vacant land which is summarized in 
Table 2-3. 

Table 2-3 Dual Interest Area Vacant Land 

Coi rnly Lurnl USe Categoiy Acres 

1 Dual Interest Area A 

General Industrial (13) 1 

(M)lncfu£ trial 

Urban Law Densely Residential (R7) 5 

Urban Low Density ResidentiattRTO) 2 

Dual Interest Area A Vacant Land Total 9 

Dual interest Ar&a A Land Total 140 

Dual Interest Areas A Percentage of Vacant Land 6% 

Dual in le res l Area B 

Urban '_ow Density Residential (R7) 1 
Urban Low Density Residential (RID) 17 

Duaj Ini ere st Afe a B Vacant Land Total 18 

Dua. Pnleresi Area 0 Land Totat 97 

Dual interest Afea B Percentage nf Vacant Land 19% 

W E S T * O S T A S S O C I A T E S 2-4 C i t y Df M i l w c u k i e 

November 201 l 2010 Wnte. Syslem Masmr Plön I D-fil ì .VD ' >. I I 1 I Ü 1 I.. 



Chapter 2 
Service Area Characteristics 

2.1.5 Hydrology and Water Sources 

The City is bounded on the west by the Willamette River, whereas Johnson Creek traverses the 
northern area and Kellogg Creek traverses the southern area of the City. The Clackamas River 
runs east to west just three miles south of the City limits. While both rivers are used as sources 
for drinking water in the Portland Metropolitan area, the City's drinking water is supplied by the 
underground basin of the Troutdale Aquifer. The Troutdale Aquifer is approximately 300 square 
miles and is part of the larger Portland Basin that includes portions of the States of Oregon and 
Washington. The aquifer is synclinal, and the center of the basin is well-confined by 
low-permeability layers making it a good municipal source. 

Whereas the drinking water source for the City comes from an underground basin, the areas 
surrounding the City are primarily served by surface water. The primary source of drinking water 
for the City of Portland is the Bull Run Watershed, a protected watershed west of Mount Hood. 
Additional water for the City of Portland is supplied by groundwater sources at the South 
Columbia well field, which also taps into the Troutdale Aquifer. CRW, OLWD and the SWA are 

. supplied drinking water from the Clackamas River. SWA also has six wells that are used to meet 
peak demand. 

Supplementing the City's water supply, the City has interconnections with the surrounding water 
providers, including the City of Portland and the CWD water systems. These additional supplies 
of water are used only in the event of an emergency. 

2.1.6 Topography 

The City's service zones range from about 20 feet above sea level to approximately 205 feet of 
elevation. The rise generally occurs from west to east with the low areas at the Willamette River. 

2,2 POPULATION SERVED 

According to the Portland State University Population Research Center, the City has a 2009 
estimated population of 20,920. Table 2-4 shows population estimates for each year since the last 
census in 2000. The average annual population growth during the last decade has been 0.20 
percent. Since growth in the City is through infill, growth has been much slower than 
neighboring communities, where land is available for larger scale development. 
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Chapter 2 
Service Area Characteristics 

Table 2-4. City of Milwaukee Historical Population 

Year Peculation 

2000 20,510 

2001 20,550 

2002 20.550 

2003 20.560 

200<l 20.590 

200 5 20.655 

2006 20,335 

2007 20,920 

2008 20,915 

2009 20,920 

Rased tin 2010 census data, the population ratio for the City is 2.34 persons per housing unit. 
Using this ratio, the estimated population of Dual interest Area A is ^30, with approximately 520 
people residing outside of the current City limits. The estimated population of Dual Interest 
Area B is 560, with approximately 530 peopie residing outside of the current City limits. 
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CHAPTER 3 
Existing Water System 

The puipose of this chapter is to describe the City's existing potable water supply and 
distribution system. System infonmation has been obtained through the review of previous 
reports, maps, plans, operating records, interviews and other available data provided by the City. 
The following sections of this chapter describe the components of the City's existing water 
supply and distribution system: 

• Service Connections 

• Water Supply 

• Water System Facilities 

— Well Facilities 

— Water Treatment Facilities 
— Water Reservoirs 
— Pumping Stations 
— Distribution System 
— Pressure Zones 
— Telemetry/SCADA System 

3.1 SERVICE CONNECTIONS 

The City currently has three different revenue classes which make up its 6,787 service 
connections. A breakdown of the number of connections by revenue class is provided in 
Table 3-1. The majority of the water system connections are for residential uses, accounting for 
approximately 93 percent of the total connections to the City water system. An overview of the 
existing water system is shown in Figure 3-1. 

Table 3-1. Existing Number of Service Connections by Revenue Class 

Revenue Class 
Number of 

Connections'* 
Percent of 

Total Connections 

Residential 5,971 88 

Multiple Density Residential 314 5 

Commercial 502 7 

, Total 6,787 100 
|al Number of connection is based on City of Milwaukie 2009 - 2010 customer billing information. 
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Table 3-2. City of Milwaukie Water Rights a) 

Well Application Number 
Permit/Registration 

Number Certificate Mum ber cfs 
Water Right 

gpm mgd 

1 (Inactive) - GR-1479 GR-1428 0,85 380 0.5 

2 - - GR-1478 GR-1427 0.85 380 0.5 

3 - - GR-1480 GR-1429 0.85 380 0.5 

4 G-1779 G-1609 G-32158 1.12 503 0.7 

5 G-2531 G-2542 G-34010 1.6 718 1.0 

6 G-10760 G-9953 G-56403 1.80 808 1,2 

7 G-10762 G-9954 G-56404 2.67 1,198 1.7 

8 G-11464 G-10582 G-82571 1.62 727 1.0 

Total Water Rights 11.36 5,094 7,3 
<al Data collected from Oregon Stale Water Resources Department records of applications, permits and certificates of water rights. 
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Chapter 3 
Existing Water System 

3.3 WATER SYSTEM FACILITIES 

The City's existing system facilities consist of wells, treatment facilities, storage reservoirs, 
pump stations and pressure reducing valves (PRVs). With their locations shown on Figure 3-1, 
these facilities are described below, while the evaluation of facility capacities and their ability to 
meet existing and future potable water demands is described in Chapter 7, Evaluation of Existing 
Water System, and Chapter 8, Evaluation of Future Water System, respectively. 

3.3.1 Well Facilities 

The City has eight wells of which seven are operational. Well No. 1 is off line with capacity used 
by Wells 2, 3 and 5. Wells 2 through 8 have a combined permitted production capacity of 5,094 
gallons per minute (gpm) or 7.3 million gallons per day (mgd). Water from Wells 2, 3, 4, 5 and 7 
have historically contained elevated VOCs which is removed using packed tower aeration 
treatment. These treatment facilities are described in the next section. Wells 2, 3, and 5 are 
located close to each other and operate as a single well field, turning on and off together and 
pumping a total amount of water for the well field as permitted by the State Water Resources 
Department. Table 3-3 presents a summary of the existing well facilities, their status, and key 
characteristics. 

3.3.1.1 Wall No. 2 

Well No. 2 is located south of 
the intersection of SE Harvey 
Street and SE 40(h Avenue, 
adjacent to the Concrete Storage 
Reservoir and is part of the Well 
2, 3, 5 well field. It pumps 
approximately 394 gpm directly 
into Tower No. 2 at the Water 
Treatment Plant 235 (TP235). 
The on/off operation of Well 
No. 2 is controlled by the level 
in the Concrete Storage 
Reservoir. Well No. 2 pumps 
into a sand separator and has an 
on-site back-up generator. 
Figure 3-3 shows the Well No. 2 
pump and sand separator. This 
is a typical configuration for the 
City well pumping facilities. 

Figure 3-3. Well No. 2, 
Typical Well Discharge Configuration 
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Table 3-3. City of Milwaukie Wei J Facilities 

Well Number 
Year of We» 
Construction 

Totel 
Depth, feet 

Vear of 
Pump Installation 

Flow 
Capacity, gprn"1 

Total 
Dynamic Head ft'0' 

1 2 1936 290 1993 3&4 257 
3 1946 290 1980 511 264 

1960 2004 605 290 

5 1963 376 1930 605 234 

6 1975 336 2007 670 204 
7 19S4 327 2000 1,120 195 
« 20 0& 481 2009 700 400 

i ! Data from System Effreiency Analysis ai:d RKjcrnmendaborta by BacGen. 
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Chapter 3 
Existing Water System 

3-3-12. Weil No. 3 

Well No. 3 is located south of the intersection of SE Harvey Street and SE 40l Avenue, adjacent 
to the Concrete Storage Reservoir, and is part of the Well 2, 3, 5 well field. It pumps 511 gpm 
directly into Tower No. 3 at the TP235 site. The on/off operation of Well No. 3 is controlled by 
the level in the Concrete Storage Reservoir. Well No. 3 has a sand separator in-line with the 
pump discharge piping and a back-up generator that is located inside the Well No. 2 well house. 

3.3.13 Well No. 4 

Well No. 4 is located at the intersection of SE Monroe Street, SE Railroad Avenue, and SE Oak 
Street, adjacent to the Water Treatment Plant 47 (TP47). It pumps approximately 605 gpm 
directly into Tower No. 4 at the TP47 site. The on/off operation of Well No. 4 is controlled by 
the level in the Elevated Storage Reservoir. Well No. 4 is followed by a sand separator and has 
an on-site back-up generator. 

3.3.1.4 Wall No. 5 

Well No. 5 is located north of the intersection of SE Harvey Street and SE 40 lhAvenue, adjacent 
to the Elevated Storage Reservoir and is part of the Well 2, 3, 5 well field. It pumps 
approximately 605 gpm directly into Tower No. 5 at the TP235 site. The on/off operation of 
Well No. 5 is controlled by the level in the Concrete Storage Reservoir. Well No. 5 has an 
on-site back-up generator and a particle separator that is buried adjacent to the building. 

3.3.1.5 Well No. 6 

Well No. 6 is located near the intersection of SE Harlow Street and SE Stanley Avenue, adjacent 
to the Stanley Storage Reservoir. It pumps approximately 670 gpm directly into the Stanley 
Storage Reservoir. The on/off operation of Well No. 6 is controlled by the level in the Stanley 
Storage Reservoir. Well No. 6 has an on-site back-up generator, but is not equipped with a sand 
separator. 

3.3.1.6 Well No. 7 

Well No. 7 is located near the intersection of SE Washington Street and SE 37th Avenue, a few 
blocks away from the TP47. It pumps approximately 1,120 gpm directly into Tower No. 7 at the 
TP47 site. The on/off operation of Well No. 7 is controlled by the level in the Elevated Storage 
Reservoir. Well No. 7 has a sand separator and an on-site back-up generator. 

3-3.1.7 Weil No. 8 

Well No. 8 is located at 5393 SE Lake Road. It pumps between 300 and 700 gpm directly into 
the Zone 2 distribution system. The on/off operation of Well No. 8 is controlled by the level in 
the Elevated Storage Reservoir, and although it has a variable frequency drive (VFD), it is 
generally operated at a constant speed. Water from Well No. 8 is treated with chlorine which is 
injected upstream of the chlorine contact chamber that consists of a buried 170 feet, long 72-inch 
diameter pipe. Well No. 8 also has a sand separator and an on-site back-up generator. 
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Chapter 3 
Existing Water System 

3.3-2 Water Treatment Facilities 

The City operates two treatment facilities 
that have the same configuration and 
general operating procedures. Due to VOCs 
found in Well Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, and 7, air 
stripping towers were installed for these 
wells in 1990. Facility TP235 has three 
towers and treats the water from Well Nos. 
2, 3, and 5, and Facility TP47 has two 
towers and treats the water from Well Nos, 
4 and 7. Water is pumped from the wells 
directly to its dedicated Tower where air is 
introduced to strip the VOCs. Chlorine is 
added to the water for disinfection prior to 
entering and after leaving the stripping 
towers. Treated water flows by gravity from 
the towers to a clearwell below the facility. 
Vertical turbine booster pumps draw from 
the clearwell and pump directly into the distribution system for TP47 or to the Concrete Storage 
Reservoir for TP235. A photo of TP235 is shown in Figure 3-4 and a typical schematic of this 
system is shown in Figure 3-5. For normal operation, each tower is dedicated to a specific well. 
Piping is available to change the configuration in the event that one of the towers is not available 
due to maintenance or other factors. 

Figure 3-4. TP235 Towers 

3.3.3 Water Reservoirs 

The City currently operates one elevated steel reservoir (Elevated Reservoir), one ground level 
steel reservoir (Stanley Reservoir) and one ground level concrete reservoir (Concrete Reservoir) 
with locations shown in Figure 3-1. Table 3-4 presents a summary of the reservoir type, age, and 
capacity. As shown in Table 3-4, the City currently has a total above-ground storage capacity of 
6.0 million gallons (MG), 

Table 3-4. City of Milwaukie Storage Facilities 

Storage Facility 
Name/Number Storage Type Material 

Year 
Constructed 

Overflow 
Height feel 

Storage 
Capacity, MG 

Elevated Reservoir Elevated Tank Welded Steel 1963 292.4 1.5 

Concrete Reservoir Ground Level Concrete 1923 211.0 1.5 

Stanley Reservoir Ground Level Welded Steel 1970 187.3 3.0 

Total Storage Capacity, MG 6.0 
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Chapter 3 
Existing Water System 

3-3.3.1 Elevateci Reservoir 

Constructed in 1963, the Elevated Reservoir was 
retrofitted for seismic improvements in 2004. 
This 1.5 MG facility provides storage and gravity 
supply for the City's Zone 2 portion of the 
distribution system. It is supplied directly from 
TP47 and transfer pumps that draw from the 
City's nearby Concrete Reservoir and via the 
distribution system from transfer pumps that draw 
from the City's Stanley Reservoir. The Elevated 
Reservoir is shown in Figure 3-6. 

3,3.3.2 Concrete Reservoir 

The concrete reservoir was constructed in 1923, 
but was suspected of leaking since its 
construction. In 1995, the reservoir was retrofitted 
with a liner that operationally appears to have 
stopped the leaking. This 1.5 MG reservoir is 
supplied directly by TP235 on Wells 2, 3 and 5. 
The Concrete Reservoir is the main source of 
supply for the City's Zone 1 distribution system 
and the W2 Transfer Pump Station supplies water 
from the Concrete Reservoir to the Elevated 
Reservoir via distribution system piping. A photo 
of the Concrete Reservoir is shown in Figure 3-7. 

Figure 3-6. Elevated Reservoir 

Figure 3-7. Concrete Reservoir 
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Chapter 3 
Existing Water System 

3.3,3.3 Stanley Reservoir 

i he Stanley Reservoir is a 3,0 MG ar-grade welded stee! caiik that was constructed in 197(1 and is 
supplied directly from We!] No. 6 on the same site. The Stanley Reservoir can also be supplied 
hy Zone 1 d is Eri hut ion piping. I his facility is the main sotiree of supply, via post storage booster 
pumps for the City's distribution system Zone 3 I here are also transfer pumps that draw from 
the Stanley Reservoir and pump into the Zone 2 distribution system and the reservoir could be 
filled from the Zone 2 distribution system. The Stanley Reservoir is shown in l-'igure 3-8. 

3.3.4 Pumping Stations 

The City maintains two transfer pump stations and I wo booster pump stations Table 3-5 presents 
a summary of the existing pumping fae ill lies, their status, and key character! sties. Eaeh pump 
station configuration is described below. 

3.3.4.1 W6 Transfer Pumps 

This pumping station is located at the Stanley Reservoir Site inside the Well No. t building. It 
consists of two transfer pumps and two fire pumps that move water from the Stanley Reservoir to 
Zone 2. The transfer pumps are used regularly to assist in meeting demands in Zone 2 as well as 
to improve water quality in the Stanley Reservoir. The fire pumps must be manually operated 
and art rarely used. This pump staiion has an on-site backup generator with an a u torn a tie transfer 
switch. 
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Table 3-5. City of Milwaukie Pumping Stations'3' 

Pump Station Name Pumping From Pumping To 
Number of 

Pumps 

Pump Motor Size 
and Speed, 

HP/RPM 

Capacity of 
Each 

Pump, gprn 
Ground 

Elevation, feet 

Rated 
Discharge 
Heao. feet 

50/1750 1300 228 

W6 Transfer Pumps Stanley Reservoir Zone 2 4 
50/1750 

125 
125 

1300 
2250 
2250 

155 
228 

W2 Transfer Pumps Concrete Reservoir Elevated Reservoir 2 
20/1800 
20/1800 

900 
900 

188 
80 
80 

I 15/3575 300 116 
Lava Drive Zone 1 Zone 4 / 15/3575 300 

51 
116 

Booster Pump Station 
Zone 1 Zone 4 

100/1790 
100/1790 

1750 
1750 

51 
176 
176 1 

15/1800 200 108 

3fd Pressure Zone 
Booster Pump Station 

Stanley Reservoir Zone 3 4 
15/1800 

100/3600 
100/3600 

200 
600 
600 

155 
108 
380 
380 

Data collected from City supplied pump curves and site tour. 
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Chapter 3 
Existing Water System 

Table 3-6. City of Milwaukie Pipeline Diameters 

Diameter Length of Pipel ines, feet Percent in Water System 

Undefined'3 ' 2,113 0.36 

2 6,600 1.12 

4 72,309 12.24 

6 201,868 34.17 

8 167,419 28.34 

10 45,092 7.63 

12 78,213 13.24 

14 4,792 0.81 

16 7,166 1.21 

18 4,713 0.80 

Total 590,292 100% 
(a' There are a total of 88 pipelines (approximately 2,113 feet) without a diameter in the City of Milwaukie 

i geodatabase. 

3.3.6 Pressure Zones 

The City water distribution system has four pressure zones numbered sequentially. Zones 1 and 2 
are fed by gravity from storage reservoirs and range in elevation from 28 to 125 feet and 50 to 
195 feet, respectively. Zones 3 and 4 are both fed from pumping stations. Zone 3 ranges from 
160 to 205 feet in elevation and Zone 4 ranges from 75 to 150 feet in elevation. This layout is 
shown schematically on the hydraulic profile in Figure 3-10. 

The City operates several pressure reducing stations to manage water pressure between zones, 
Table 3-7 summarizes the existing stations. The first two stations can be used in the event of low 
pressures in Zone 4, and to help circulate a small amount of water through Zone 4. The other 
four stations are used to move water from Zone 2 to Zone 1 when the pressure in Zone 1 drops 
below the desired pressure. 

3.3.7 Telemetry/SCADA System 

The City has a complete Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) system that 
monitors all facilities in the supply and distribution systems. This system includes remote 
operation and monitoring of facilities, and is controlled at the City's Johnson Creek Facility at 
6101 SE Johnson Creek Boulevard. 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 

November 201 1 
o\c\3as\00-l0-0iw\wmp\l 117lO_3Ch3 

3 - 1 4 City of Milwaukie 
201 0 Wafer System Master Plan 



Table 3-7. Pressure Reducing Stations 

Station StreeT 
Cross 
Str&el 

From 
Zone 

To 
Zone 

PRV Sel l ing or Control Used ir. 
Hydraulic Model, psi 

DiamoTer 
in 

PRV Elevali or, n 
Hydraulic Model Motes 

V-PRV-1 SE Waverly 17th 1 
4 

4 Opens on lower Zone 4 pressure. 
Open. 

8 
2 

92 
92 

Operates as a check valve. 
Set to pass about 20 gpm. 

V-PRV-2 SE McBrod 17th 1 Opens on lower Zone 4 pressure. 8 110 Operates as a check valve. 

V-PRV-3 Harrison 32nd 2 43 8 102 Opens on Zone 1 pressure lower than 
Elev. 202 in Concrete Reservoir.1"' 

V-PRV-4 Lake 33'd 2 40 8 110 
Opens on Zone 1 pressure lower than 

Elev. 202 in Concrete Reservoir.(a) 

V-PRV-5 Sparrow River 2 30 8 132 
Opens on Zone 1 pressure lower than 

Elev. 202 in Concrete Reservoir. |a> 

V-PRV-6 32nd Lake 2 40 6 109 
Opens on Zone 1 pressure lower than 

Elev. 202 in Concrete Reservoir.'3 ' 
(a> Concrete tank top hydraulic grade line is at elevation 211. 
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CHAPTER 4 
Water Demand 

The purpose of this chapter is to present the current and projected potable water demands for the 
area served by the City. Projected water demands will be based on land use and unit demand 
factors for each type of land use. Reliable water demand estimates are necessary to: 

• Develop and calibrate the water system hydraulic model 

• Help identify deficiencies in the existing water system 

• Assist in the assessment of future water system capacity 

• Help identify and secure sufficient water supplies to serve customers under various 
hydrologic conditions 

• Help develop the final capital improvement plan (CD?) 

The following sections of this chapter describe the data and methodology utilized to determine 
the City's potable water system demands: 

• Historical Water Production and Consumption 

• Adopted Peaking Factors 

• Projected Water Demands 

4.1 HISTORICAL WATER PRODUCTION AND CONSUMPTION 

Water production is the combined quantity of water produced by the City's groundwater wells 
and water received from adjacent water districts via water system interties. Water consumption is 
the quantity of water actually consumed or used by its customers. The difference between 
production and consumption is unaccounted-for water (UAFW). 

The City currently measures all of the water produced by its wells, received from adjacent water 
purveyors, and used by all of its customers. Consequently, the City tracks water use in two ways: 
production records and meter (consumption) records. 

4.1.1 Historical Water Production 

The City meets its customers water demands with groundwater pumped from its own wells. 
Figure 4-1 presents the historical water production from 2000 to 2009. The production data was 
collected by the City and summarizes water production for the period including peak day and 
peak month data. Population data is based on Portland State University estimates. As shown in 
Figure 4-1, groundwater production varies year to year, but has not increased in the last 10 years. 

Figure 4-2 compares total historical water production and historical average annual rainfall 
during the dry season. Water demand typically increases during the dry season for landscape 
irrigation. During the ten years of records shown, the highest production occurred in the years 
2000 and 2003, which were also the driest years during this period. From 2005 through 2007, the 
water meter on Well No. 5 was not properly installed, and under-recorded the amount of water 
delivered by this well. During the two wettest summers in 2001 and 2004, the total annual 
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Chapter 4 
Water Demand 

production was lower than average. As shown in Figure 4-2, water production can vary as much 
as 50 MG between a dry summer and a wet summer. 

4.1.2 Historical Water Consumption 

Historical water consumed between 2005 and 2009, within each of the City's revenue classes, is 
summarized in Table 4-1. A review of the data from 2005 to 2009 indicates that eveiy revenue 
class saw little variation over the past 5 years. The 2009 annual average water used was 2.4 mgd. 

4.1.3 Historical Unaccounted-for Water 

UAFW in the City is the difference between the recorded production from groundwater wells, 
including water from the CRW intertie and metered consumption. 

UAFW is typically caused by uses such as hydrant testing, Fires fighting, system flushing, system 
leaks, and water main breaks. Construction water use is typically captured in the "Other" revenue 
class. City water production data for 2005 to 2007 is understated since the water meter on 
Well No. 5 was not properly installed. For planning purposes in this Water System Master Plan, 
UAFW for the City is 11 percent based on 2008 and 2009 data. 

4.1.4 Historical Per Capita Water Demand 

Historical per capita water demands were calculated by dividing the total water production by the 
estimated historical population. Table 4-2 summarizes historical per capita water demands for 
the City between 2000 and 2009. As shown in Table 4-2, the historical average per capita water 
demand has remained relatively stable, averaging about 116 gallons per capita per day (gpcd) 
over the past 10 years. Water production for 2005 through 2007 was not used because the total 
was understated. 

Figure 4-3 compares the historical per capita demand and historical population. As shown, 
population has increased at a relatively slow and constant rate from 2000 to 2009, and the per 
capita demand has hovered at around 116 gpcd. The majority of the variation observed in the per 
capita demand is tied to total water demand which appears to vaiy based on hydrologic 
conditions as discussed previously (i.e. quantity of rainfall). 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 
November 2 0 1 1 
o V \ J S 3 \ 0 3 - 1 0 - 0 1 \ « p \ « n p \ l I I7 I0_<ICM 

4 - 2 City of M i lwauk ie 
2 0 1 0 W a t e r System Master Plan 



Table 4-1. Historical Water Consumption by Revenue Class 

tfetfcn&d Use CCf Total Gallons 

V(taf RestöanUal 
Mull unii 
Dwelling Commercial Total, ccf Metered use 

Production 
(including 

CR VU Input) 
Unaccounted 

for Water Total. Percent 

2005 S13.4Û7 104,33± 257 003 975,705 729,827,340 BOI,165,000 71,340.660 0.9% 

2005 651,740 140,756 i&saos 1 051.303 766.374.644 B32,090,000 45,723,356 5.5% 

2007 612.446 193.712 267,051 1.DT3.219 BD2 767,B12 321,170.000 i8 .402. iaa 2.2% 

2000 604,105 145.811 306.976 1,036.002 775,595.216 S69.321.000 93.725,784 10. û% 

2009 594.472 153,750 290.095 1.046.317 782,645.116 879 066,000 96.420,084 11.0% 

J Avefage UAFW 11% 
Soyri-tf Fjuitì CU y Data 'fem ß Hisfarfcsd iWa.i Day tls and Itc-m Consumption Report 200Ü-2009 pdf 

fjMiu m ühotitKl ("M'h ur̂ dfl'Unfi'H fnoduclian tlNBp Ilm • art WMI 5 wru fiot optraUrtf) comedy 
Cef = 150 Pllbto leert 
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Chapter 4 
Water Demand 

Table 4-2. Historical P*r Capita Demand 

Yeat PSU Estimates1" 
Production, 

gallons 
Per Capita Demand, 

gped 

2000 20540 994,113,000 119 
2001 20550 053,567,000 114 
2002 20550 061,140,000 115 
2003 20530 910,463,000 121 
2004 20 590 066.465,000 115 
2005 20655 601.163,000 106 
2006 20835 832,095,000 109 

2007 20920 821,170,000 108 
2009 20915 aea. 321.000 114 

2009 i 20920 879,066,000 115 

| Average 116 
" Si?U'ne- From Riiftland Slal° LJniveriiry CE'irer iur Pöf;uiEil:r;ii FteS&aftb (JSbmfî  anü Hem B '-i£!or<eal Wax Davits 
" Does nn| induct uer capiM rl-Hrr:and ssrmEil h.i IltfJli 2Ü05 UlrüLlöli 200?. 
Qeia in il̂ e Kh-idEü a-rea 'jrvlHraiaifls ai:iual pi uiiud ¡Ort iinLü Iht multirOn W&ll ü was noi upsralrny CütTEWUy 

4,2 ADOPTED PEAKING FACTORS 

Peaking facrors are used to calculate water demands ex peeled under high demand conditions 
(i.e., maximum day and peak hour dem;md) The resulting demand conditions fa i maximum day 
and peak hour periods are then used m evaluate and size trans mission.1 di siri Ini ti on pipelines attd 
storage facilities, and to define water -supply needs and capacity requirements. This section 
describes the methodology used to develop the peaking factors lor die maximum day and peak 
hour demand conditions within the City. 

Table 4-3 sn mm arizes ihe historical average day and corresponding maximum day peaking 
factors, between 1999 and 2009. As shown in f ab l e 4-4, the maximum day peaking factur for the 
City lias ranged from a high oE'2.0 in 2000 to a low of 1 in 2007-2001). For planntng purposes 
iti I his Water System Master Plan, a maximum day peaking factor of 1.9 was adopted. A peaking 
factor o f l . 9 represents the average over die historical period Irom I99y to 2(H)1) and is consistent 
with the peakiEtg factor observed in other com muni lies. 

Table 4-3 also summarizes four years of data lhal was co! lee ted on the year's peak day and 
analyzed tor peak hour. While this data is limited to four years, it is representative of system 
peaks in recent years. The maximum peak hour occurred in 2007 and the minimum in 2008 
corresponding to 2.0 and 2.6 respectively. The average of ail three peaking factors is 2,7 and wi l l 
bo used for planning purposes m litis Water System Master Plan. 

Table 4-4 summarizes the maximum day and peak hour peaking factors adopted for this Water 
System Mas tei Plan 

W t S l TO S I ASSOCIATES 
Ncvembei > 
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Chapter 4 
Water Oemand 

Table 4-3. Historical M a x i m u m Day Peaking Factors 

Year 
Avenge Day. 

mgdia) 
Maximum Day, 

mgcT 
Peak Hour, 

mgd 

Average Day to 
Maximum Day 
Peaking Factor 

Average Day to 
Peak Hour 

Peaking Factor 

1 9 9 9 2 . 4 4 . 5 1.9 

2 0 0 0 2 , 5 5 .0 2 .0 

2 0 0 1 2 . 3 4 . 5 2 .0 

2 0 0 2 2 .4 4 . 4 1 .8 

2 0 0 3 2 .5 4 . 8 1 .9 

2 0 0 4 2 . 4 4 . 5 1 . 9 

2 0 0 5 2 . 2 4 .1 1.9 

2 0 0 6 2 . 3 4 .4 6 . 4 1 .9 2 .8 

2 0 0 7 2 . 3 4 . 1 6 . 6 1 .8 2 . 9 

2 0 0 8 2 .4 4 . 3 6 .2 1 .8 2 . 6 

2 0 0 9 2 . 4 4 . 4 6 . 3 1.8 2 . 6 

Average 1.9 2 .7 

From City production data - includes unaccounted for water 

Table 4-4. Adopted Peaking Factors 

Type of Factor Adopted Factor 

Average Day (ADD) to 
Maximum Day Demand (MDD) 

1.9 

Average Day to Peak Hour Demand (PHD) 2 .7 

4.3 PROJECTED WATER DEMANDS 

Water demands were projected through buildout of the City using a unit demand methodology 
based on land uses in the Comprehensive Plan. A land use based methodology was used instead 
of a per capita demand methodology, because per capita water demand projections uniformly 
distribute water use over the entire water service area, and therefore, do not account for specific 
land uses and associated water demands in specific locations. 

Subsequent sections describe the land use based methodology used, followed by a discussion of 
total projected water demands. 
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Chapter 4 
Water Demand 

4.3.1 Unit Demand Factors Adopted for this Water System Waster Plan 

Umi demand factors from ,200? were determined using meter dam, parcel data, and land use data 
Obtained from the City, t he water meter records were linked to parcels using addresses; S3 
portent of ;dt available water meter rccords were linked It) parcel*. Because ihe parcel data did 
not have 3 land use designation assigned to ¡L the Comprehens ive Plan land use da la was then 
used m assign a land use designation to each p a r c e l Figure 4-4 illustrates ihe methodology used 
to link Comprehensive PI,in land use data to water meter records using parcel data. Using this 
procedure, the total calculated water use for the year was within one percent of the actual water 
used that is shown in Table 4-1. Given this result, the unit demand factors provide a 
representative tool for estimating water demands from undeveloped areas 

The unit demand factor For each land use designation was calculated by dividing the total water 
Use by the total parcel area for which it was linked: however, the parcel area used in this Initial 
calculation did not include streets (sec hhie area On F igure4-3) and therefore, represented nei 
area Accordingly, the unit demand factors calculated were net unit demand factors. 

I he neI unit demand factors were used to project future demands by mult iplying the appropriate 
net unit demand factor by the fu ture a^Tcagc. However, acreage for future developments is gross 
wml and therefore, includes the streets l ypi ta l l j^ the net unit demand factor would not be used 
Id calculate demands ior gross areas. In order to be consistent with the use of the same unit 
demand factor for existing and future developments and to provide additional conservatism for 
planning level purposes in this water system, die net unit demands factors were used to project 
future demands, 

A normalisation factor of 1.03 was used to adjust die net unit demand factors to account for 
variation in customer Wliter use f rom year In year Since the C i ty net unit demand factors were 
developed based 0(1 one year of data l2tXW), the normalization factor was applied to each unit 
demand factory In the last five years, ihe annual water used in 2007 was three percent higher 
than ZiH!^. the normalization factor accounts for this difference, 
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Chapter 4 
Waler Demand 

Figure 4-4. Illustration of Unit Demand Factor Methodology 

Unit Factor Methodology 
Water Use 

Net Area 

Net Unit 
Factor 

Water Meter Record 

1 Parcel Data from City of Milwaukie (Net Area) j 

I Streets 
1 Land Use Data from Comprehensive Plan (Gross Area) 

Table 4-5 summarizes the acreages of each existmg land use designation within the City limits. 
The water unit demand factor for each land use category is summarized in Table 4-6. Table 4-6 
also includes recommended unit demand factors for future planning. These planning level 
demand factors allow for more intensive water consumption patterns in the future. 

Table 4-5. Land Use in Acres 

Land Use Category 2009 Served Area i d ' , acres Percentage 

Low Density Residential 1,029 48 

Moderate Density Residential 219 10 

Medium Density Residential 83 4 

High Density Residential 182 8 

Commerc ia l 57 3 

Mixed Use {Commercial /High Density Residential) 29 1 

Industrial 373 17 

Public 143 7 

Town Center 45 2 

Total 2,159 100% 
(a| Area based on Cily lots data (citylots09.shp) within ihe Cily Limils thai are linked to 2009 billing data. 
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Chapter 4 
Water Demand 

Table 4-6. Summary of Recommended Unit Water Demand Factors 

Land Use Category 

2009 Water 
Use l j ) l 

gpd 

2009 Served 
Anea, 
acres 

Calculated 
Unit Demand 

Factor, 
gpd/acre 

Normalized 
Unit Demand 

Factor^ , 
gpd/at re 

Low Density Residential 1,091,625 1,029 1,061 1,093 

Moderate Density Residential 245,623 219 1,122 1,156 

Medium Density Residential 145,350 83 1,760 1,813 

High Density Residential 152,653 182 840 865 

Commercial 72,810 57 1,279 1,317 

Mixed Use 
(Commercial/High Density Residential) 26,834 29 919 947 

Industrial 345,254 373 924 952 

Public 29,248 143 205 211 

Town Center 59,401 45 1,332 1,372 

Total 2,168,798 (c) 2,159 

Does not include unaccounted for water. 
(b) Equal to Ihe calculated unil demand factor multiplied by the normalization factor of 1.03. This factor was calculated using the 

maximum total metered use over the past five years, which was equal to 2.20 mgd in 2007 divided by the total metered used 
from 2009 (2.14 mgd). 

(l!) Annual demand within one percent of actual water used as shown in Table 4-1. 
gpd = gallons per day 

4,3,2 Future Development & Annexation 

Future increases in water demand in the City will occur in two ways, infill development and 
annexation. The available area for future infill development was determined by using the current 
City vacant land inventory and categorizing the developable land by land use designation. 

The City's UGMA lies within the Metro Regional Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) and is shown 
in Figure 4-5. This is the area outside of the current City limits that is planned for future 
annexation into the City. Most of the UGMA is unincorporated Clackamas County. A small 
section of the City of Portland and Happy Valley also lie within the City's UGMA. Expansions 
to the City's UGMA are not anticipated in the foreseeable future. The actual timing of 
annexation for lands within the UGMA is uncertain and will likely proceed on an ad hoc basis. 
For the purposes of this report, water demands for buildout of the full UGMA are being 
evaluated as they relate to the City's ability to supply the area and to help guide policy decisions 
regarding annexation. 

Dual Interest Areas A and B are smaller subsections of the City's UGMA located within 
Clackamas County. These areas are adjacent to current City limits and have been identified as 
areas likely to be annexed into the City. The process to annex properties in Dual Interest Area A 
has already begun as part of the Northeast Sewer Extension project. As a result of the present and 
future annexations, the City must be prepared to provide future water service to these identified 
Dual Interest Areas. 
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Chapter 4 
Water Demand 

Annexation of the UGMA and Dual Interest Areas includes adding both the existing developed 
areas and future infill development within these areas. The existing developed areas of the 
UGMA and Dual Interest Areas was determined and categorized by land use designation. Future 
infill development in the UGMA and Dual Interest Areas was determined by usmg the current 
vacant land available for development and categorizing by land use designation. 

4.3.3 Projected Water Demands 

Total projected water demands at buildout for the City were calculated by multiplying the 
recommended unit demand factors (see Table 4-6) by the additional developed acreage projected 
to occur as shown in Table 4-7. The resulting projection was added to existing 2009 water 
demands followed by adjustments for UAFW of 11 percent. Table 4-8 summarizes the total 
projected water demand for the City. 

At buildout, the City's total average day demand for the existing service area increases to 
2.5 mgd. If both Dual Interest Areas are added to the City water system, the total average day 
demand will increase to 2.8 mgd. The City average water demand could increase by 204 percent 
(7.3 mgd) with the annexation of the entire UGMA. 

Table 4-9 summarizes the current and buildout water demands for the City's current service area, 
the dual interest areas and the urban growth management areas. The buildout demand for the 
existing service area will only increase by about four percent since most of the area is developed. 
Serving both Dual Interest Area A and B will add an average demand of 300,000 gpd or 
13 percent. 

Water demand for the UGMA would more than double the existing water demand in the City. 
The existing average demand in the City is 2.4 mgd while the demand for the UGMA has been 
estimated at 4.2 mgd. This average demand is based on land use and has not been confirmed 
through an analysis of the billing records for CRW. 
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Table 4-7 Projected Water Demands 

Land Use Designaron 

Normalized Unit 
Demand Factor, 

gpcWac 

Additional Acreage 

Vacant Existing Total 

Addii ional 
Consumption, 

gpd 
Within City Limit 

Low Density Residential 1,093 41.0 41.0 44,813 
Moderate Density Residential 1,156 6.9 6.9 7,976 
Medium Density Residential 1,813 13.9 13.9 25,201 
High Density Residential 865 6.2 6.2 5,363 
Commercial 1,317 0.1 0.1 132 
Mixed Use (Commercial/ 
High Density Residential) 947 2.0 2.0 1,883 
Industrial 952 11.9 11.9 11,329 
Public 211 0 0 0 
Town Center 1,372 8.4 8.4 11,388 

Subtotal 90.4 90.4 108,084 

Dual Interest Area A|a| 

Low Density Residential(b| 1,093 7.4 117.3 124.7 136,297 
Medium Density Residential'1' 1,813 2.3 2.3 4,170 
Commercial 1,317 1.9 1.9 2,502 

Industrial 952 2.0 10.8 12.8 12186 

Subtotal 9.4 132.3 141.7 155,155 

Dual Interest Area B |a| 

Low Density Residential"5' 1,093 17.7 79.3 97.0 106,021 

Subtotal 1,717 79.3 97.0 106,021 

Urban Growth Management Area'3' 
Low Density Residential(b,d) 1,093 148 1,718 1,866 2,039,538 
Medium Density Residential'0' 1,813 11 235 246 445,998 
Commercial 1,317 69 675 744 979,848 
Industrial 952 54 318 372 354,144 
Forest 0 0 4 4 0 
Mixed Use Community (MUC) 1,317 0 187 187 246,279 

Planned Open Space 0 107 23 130 0 
No Water Use (PGE Property, Easement, 
Park and Ride, Rail Road) 0 5 151 156 0 

Subtotal 394 3,311 3,705 4,065,807 

Total 2,210.8 3,522.6 4,034.1 4,435,067 

'*' Land use file for Dual Interest Areas A and B, and the UGMA are obtained from the City. 
|b| Includes Single Family (SFR) and Rural Residential (RUR) land use types. 
|c) Includes Multi Family Residential (MFR) land use type. 
m Includes Agriculture Area (AGR) land use type. 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 
p \ c \ J Í 2 \ 0 3 . l 0 - 0 l \ w p \ r \ m p \ l 1 l 7 l O _ I J - 7 
l o l l Scvlicd- 08 -3 I - 11 

City of Milwaukie 
201 0 Water System Master Plan 





Tabte 4-9. Water Demand Projections, mgd 

Current Service Area Dual Interest Area A Duai Interest Area S UGMA Tota) 

Demand zoos Build nut 2005 Eu ildo ut 2009 Ei u il ci out 2009 Build out 2009 Huildout 

Average Day 2.4 2.5 0.2 0.2 0,1 0.1 4.2 4.5 6.8 7.3 

Maximum Day 4 6 4.8 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 7.9 8 6 13.0 13.9 

Pea* Hour 6.5 e a ÙA Ü.5 0.3 0 3 112 122 1 M I3.fi 
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Figure 4-1. Comparison of Annual Water Production and Population 
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Figure 4-2. Comparison of Water Production and Average Dry Season Annual Rainfall 
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CHAPTER 5 
Water Distribution System Service Standards 

The purpose of this chapter is to define the water distribution service standards for analyzing the 
performance of the City 's potable water distribution system. The service standards recommended 
in this chapter provide a basis for evaluating the City's existing water distribution system and 
guide the planning and design of those improvements to the water system that are necessary to 
meet future demands. These standards include the desired fire flow and flow duration, definition 
of "emergency events", pumping capacity, storage capacity components (including operational, 
fire flow and emergency), minimum and maximum system pressures, and maximum pipeline 
velocity and head loss. The water distribution system service standards used for this WMP are 
summarized in the following sections: 

• General Water System Reliability 

• Fire Flow Requirements 

• Water System Conditions During High Demand 

• Pumping Facility Capacity 

• Critical Pumping Facilities 

• Water Storage Capacity 

• Water Transmission and Distribution System 

• Water System Standards Summary 

5-1 GENERAL WATER SYSTEM RELIABILITY 

Attention to enhancing the reliability of the system under all conditions is an important part of 
maintaining high quality water service. Water system reliability is achieved through a number of 
system features including (1) appropriately sized storage facilities, (2) redundant or "firm" 
pumping, transmission, and treatment facilities where required, and (3) alternate power supplies. 
Reliability and water quality are also improved by designing looped water distnbution pipelines 
and avoiding dead-end distribution mains whenever possible. Looping pipeline configurations 
reduces the potential for stagnant water and the associated problems of poor taste and low 
chlorine residuals. In addition, proper valve placement is also necessary to maintain reliable and 
flexible system operation under normal and abnormal operating conditions. 

5.2 FIRE FLOW REQUIREMENTS 

While the City is the purveyor of water, the Clackamas County Fire District #1 (CCFD) is also 
concerned with the availability of adequate water supply. The City is responsible for supply and 
distribution of water; whereas, CCFD establishes minimum water flows required for firefighting 
purposes. 

CCFD uses the 2010 Oregon Fire Code Table B 105.1 Minimum Required Fire-Flow and Flow 
Duration for Buildings to assist them in establishing minimum fire flows and durations for 
individual structures. 
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Chapter 5 
Water Distribution System Service Standards 

The City's minimum design standards for fire flow are 1,000 gpm for a one or two-family 
dwellings (which is consistent with the minimum requirements of the CCFD), 3,000 gpm for a 
commercial building, and 5,000 gpm for buildings in heavy commercial areas. However, actual 
fire flow requirements are ultimately determined by CCFD and Insurance Service Office (ISO) 
on a case-by-case basis. Specific fire flow requirements are based on the size of building (in 
square feet) and type of construction (wood frame, metal, masonry, installation of 
sprinklers, etc.). Once the fire flow requirement is established, it is multiplied by the required 
duration to determine the total volume needed for fire flow storage. 

Table 5-1 represents the general fire flow requirements that have been established for planning 
the City's water system. Construction type and fire flow area are not generally known during the 
development of a master plan; consequently, fire flow requirements set forth in Table 5-1 are 
based on previous estimates for these land use types in similar communities to the City. In all 
land use types, they are at or above the minimum criteria set forth on the 2010 Oregon Fire Code. 

5.3 WATER SYSTEM CONDITIONS DURING HIGH DEMAND 

In accordance with typical industry standards, the City's water supply system should have the 
capability to meet a system demand condition equal to the occurrence of a maximum day 
demand condition concurrent with a fire flow event. For planning purposes, it is assumed that the 
maximum day plus fire flow demand condition will consist of a single concurrent fire flow event. 

5.3.1 Water Supply 

The reliable yield of all sources of water supply shall exceed the projected maximum day 
demand on the system. The definition of reliable yield of water supplies is the total potable water 
production and delivery capacity of the water system during the worst drought. The worst 
drought conditions are estimated from historical stream flow records. Generally, it is 
recommended that the total maximum production capacity be at least ten percent greater than the 
maximum day demand to allow for concurrent fire flow demands, assure compliance with 
drinking water quality standards during periods of poor source water quality, and repair of water 
system equipment. 

5.3.2 System Pressure Requirements 

Under normal operating conditions, water pressure in the distribution system should range 
between 40 and 100 psi. The lower end of this pressure range is intended to ensure that adequate 
pressure is available for the highest fixture at a service connection during maximum demand 
conditions. The higher end of this pressure range is intended to minimize system repairs, lower 
the potential for surge damage, minimize water leakage rates, and reduce pressure rating of 
pipes, thus reducing the cost of new pipeline installation. 

Under fire flow conditions, lower pressures in the distribution system are allowable. In 
accordance with Oregon State Department of Human Services (DHS) rules, the minimum system 
pressure under fire flow conditions shall be 20 psi as measured at the property line. 
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Table 5-1. R e c o m m e n d e d Fire Flow Requirements'3 ,151 

Designation Fire Flaw, gpm 

Mon-Spnnklered 

Duration hours 
Re comme n tied 

Storage, MG Fire Flow, gpm 

Sprinklered^ ^ 

Duration, hours 
Recommended 
Storage, MG*1 

Single-Family Residential1'' 1,500 2 0.18 - - -

Multi-Family Residential'3 ' 1,500 3 0.27 - -

Institutional^ 3,000 4 0.72 2,000°' 4 0.36 

Industrial/Commercial"' 5,000 4 1.20 3,000( i l 4 0.60 

Construct ion type and fire area are not generally known during the development of a master plan; consequently, fire flow r e q u i r e m e n t set forth in this table are based on previous est imates 
for these land use types and similar communit ies. 
Unique projects or projects with alternate materials may require higher fire flows and will be reviewed by the Fire Marshal on a case-by-case basis (e.g.. proposed commercial/ industr ial areas 
and schools}. 
The Fire Marshal normally al lows up to a 50 percent reduction in fire flows if a building is sprinklered. However, the Fire Code also requires that no fire flow be less than 1,000 gpm for single 
family residential or 1,500 gpm for all other building types. For a more conservative fire flow estimate, Single Family and Multiple Family buildings were considered non-sprinklered for this 
Water Master Plan Update. 
Specif ic fire flows were determined from Table B105.1 of the 2007 OFC, and depend on construction type and fire area. These fire flow requirements are based on buildings being fully 
sprinklered. 
Recommended storage volumes do not include volume associated with 500 gpm sprinkler flow. 
Single Family includes Low Density Residential and Medium Density Residential land use. 
Multiple Family includes High Density Residential land uses, 
Institutional includes Parl<s & Recreat ion and Public and Quasi-Publ ic land uses. 
Fire flow includes a 500 gpm demand for on-site sprinkler flow. 
Industr ial /Commercial includes Commerc ia l , Mixed Use Corridor, Mixed Use Downtown, Mixed Use Employment, Industrial and Future Urban land uses. 
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Chapter 5 
Water Pisir ibulbn System Service Standards 

5.4 PUMPING FACILITY CAPACITY 

Sufficient Wafer system pumping capacity should be provided to meet the greater of these two 
demand conditions: 

1. A maximum day demand concurrent with the largest single lire flow requirement m 
the pressure zone with the largest pump at each booster pump station in standby 
mode. 

2 A peak hour demand with the largest pump at each booster pump station m standby 
mode. 

5.5 CRITICAL PUMPING FACILITIES 

Critical pumping facilities are deli ned as those pumping facilities that provide water to service 
area(s) without sufficient emergency storage {see emergency storage section) and that in eel the 
following criteria: 

* The latest pujnping facility that providea water: 

* A pumping facility that provides the sole source of water to a single or multiple 
pressure zone(s): and 

* A pumping facility that provides, water from a supply well. 

All critical pumping facilities should he equipped with an on-site, hack-up power generator. At 
less critical facilities, a plug-in adapter will be used to allow interconnection to a portable 
generator, which will he brought co the site by City staff during a prolonged power nutage, 

if unavaitable by gravity storage, the fine flow should be supplied with a National hire Protection 
Association (NFPA) raced fire pump. IT an NFPA ruled lire pump is not used, then a pump(s) and 
matOris) combination with ¿1 back-up power source of sufficient capacity to meet the required 
maximum fin; flow and minimum residual pressure requirements, a* determined by the CCETVs 
Fire Marshal, is required. Pump stations serving pressure zones with elevated storage lor 
pressure control .are controlled using pies sure control valves. 

5.6 WATER STORAGE CAPACtTY 

Standards have been developed for determining treated water storage capacity needs within the 
individual pressure zones of a distribution system to meet diumal operational peaks and 
emergency conditions. Per A WW A Manual 32., storage requirements can generally he 
categorized iiilo che following four components: 

+ Operational Storage 

* Equalisation Storage 

* File Flow Storage 

* Emergency Sroragc 
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Chapter 5 
Water Pistribulion System Service Standards 

The following discussion presents design guidelines for each of these four components. 

5.6.1 Operational Storage 

The operational storage component allows for the continued supply of water to the system from 
reservoirs during temporary shutdowns of the water treatment plants or booster pump stations. 
The necessary volume of operational storage is determined based on the anticipated timing and 
duration of temporary shutdowns during the maximum demand period. As a result, the necessary 
operational storage volume is dependent on the layout and functions of each water system utility 
and is widely variable from system to system. Because the City's treatment plants and booster 
pumping stations are capable of operating as long as necessary during the maximum demand 
period, there is no need for dedicated operational storage within the City's distribution system. 

5.6.2 Equalization Storage 

Over any 24-hour period, water demand on the distribution system will vary. Typically, water 
demand will be high in the morning when people are getting ready for the day, then will decline 
to a nominal baseline level that is dominated by the water use patterns of commercial and 
industrial areas. Demand will then begin to increase again in late afternoon, reaching a higher 
level in the early evening as people return home from work. During periods when the rate of 
demand exceeds the wells' production rate, the excess demand is provided from equalization 
storage. During periods when the rate of demand is less than the treatment plant's production 
rate, the equalization storage is recharged. When a typical diurnal demand pattern is compared to 
the average daily demand, the necessary supply from equalization storage is typically equal to 25 
percent of daily demand. Therefore, to ensure the availability of adequate equalization storage 
during a maximum day demand event, equalization storage requirements should be 25 percent of 
the maximum day demand. 

5.6.3 Fire Storage 

Generally, fire flows will be provided by storage. Fire flow storage for each pressure zone must 
be provided by the reservoir(s) that serve that pressure zone. The necessary fire flow storage for 
each pressure zone is determined by the highest fire flow requirement of that pressure zone 
multiplied by the required duration the flow is to be maintained. Pumped fire flows are allowed 
for small areas where the pump station provides an adequate firm capacity, sufficient pressure, 
and reliable operation. These areas would be small, isolated zones where construction of a 
gravity storage facility is not practical. 

5.6.4 Emergertcy Storage 

A reserve of treated water is also required to meet demands during emergency outage periods, 
when normal supply is interrupted. An emergency is defined as an unforeseen or unplanned 
event that may degrade the quality or quantity of potable water supplies available to serve 
customers. There are three types of emergency events that a water utility typically prepares for: 
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Chapter 5 
Water Distr ibit ion System Service Standards 

+ Minor emergency. A fairly routine, normal, or localized event that affects tew 
cus to niers, such as a pipeline break, ma J functioning valve, hydrant break. 01 a hi ief 
power loss. Utilities'plan fot minor emergencies and typically hayé staff and 
materials available io correct them. 

• Viator emergency. A disaster that affects tin entire, and/or U;rge. portion of a water 
sysiem. lowers the qualiiy and-or quantity of the water, or places the health and safety 
of a community at risk. Examples include wafer treatment plant failures, raw water 
contain i nation, or major power grid o mages. Water utilities infrequently experience 
major emergencies. 

* ISarural disaster. A disaster caused by natural forces or events that create water utility 
emergencies. Examples include earthquakes, forest or brush fire^, humcanes, 
tomados or hegh winds, floods, and other severe weather conditions such as freezing 
or drought. 

Determination of the required volume of emergency storage is a policy decision based on the 
assessment of the risk of failures and The desired degree ot system reliability, ] he amouni of 
required emergency storage i* a function of several factors including the diversity uf the supply 
sources, redundancy and reliability ot (he production facilities, and the aniieipated length of the 
emergency outage, hi developing an emergency storage requirement for (he Qty , typical industry 
.standards were used 

The American Water Works Association (AWWAJ .scares that no fortñnla exists for determining 
the amount oí emergency storage required, and that the decision will be made by Lhe utility based 
on a judgment about the perceived vulnerability of the system. Tor tins Witter System Master 
Plan, it has been assumed that the emergency storage requirement will be based on minor 
emergencies and specific major emergency c riten a. Bused on this assumption, and the iact that 
the City does have emergency supply connections with adjatenl agencies, it is recommended diat 
the City have a minimum quantity o J emergency storage volume equivalent to the average day 
demand 

5.6.5 Total Water Si o rage 

The minimum treated waier storage capacity in the system available to each pressure ¿une shall 
equal die sum of lhe following* 

+ Operational The minimum operational storage is based on lhe layout and functions of 
the individua! water system utility. Because the City's treatmertl plants and booster 
pumping stations are capable of continuous operation during the maximum demand 
period, dedicated operational storage is no< required. 

* Equalization. 1 he storage allocated for meeting diurnal demand peaks should he 
equivalent to 25 percent of die maximum day demand This .storage volume si in u id. he 
located within the pressure zone. 
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Chapter 5 
Water Distribit ion System Service Standards 

• Fire Flow. The storage allocated to provide fire flows should be equivalent to the 
maximum fire flow in the pressure zone multiplied by the duration the flow rate must 
be maintained. 

• Emergency. The minimum emergency storage volume allocated for providing water 
during periods when normal supply is interrupted is based on the water system 
vulnerability, or the frequency and duration of water service interruption. Typically, 
the minimum emergency storage volume should be equivalent to 100 percent of the 
average day demand. 

5.6.6 Reservoirs 

Reservoir facilities are sized in accordance with the total water storage capacity required in each 
pressure zone. Reservoir inlet and outlet piping shall be designed to facilitate adequate turnover 
of stored water at the facility and avoid water quality problems. Reservoir management 
techniques such as lowering reservoir levels during periods of low demand will also ensure the 
freshness of the water supply and eliminate the need for rechlorination. 

To ensure adequate service pressures, new reservoirs are typically placed so that the overflow 
elevation is 100 feet above the normal upper service elevation of the pressure zone it is serving. 
This arrangement will allow for fluctuations in reservoir level while maintaining system 
pressures within the desired range. The City should consider equipping reservoirs with a remote-
controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve to prevent drainage after a significant earthquake. 

5.7 WATER TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

The following criteria will be used as guidelines for sizing new distribution pipelines. However, 
the City's existing system will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. For example, if an existing 
pipeline experiences head loss in excess of the criteria described below during a maximum day 
plus fire flow event, this condition, by itself, does not necessarily indicate a problem as long as 
the minimum system pressure criterion is satisfied. 

Consequently, the City's existing system will be evaluated using pressure as the primary 
criterion; and secondary criteria, such as pipeline velocity, head loss, age, and material type, will 
be used as indicators to locate where water system improvements may be needed. 

New transmission and distribution pipelines to serve the City's future planning areas should be 
located within designated utility corridors wherever possible. These designated utility corridors 
should be within public rights-of-way to minimize or eliminate the need for utility easements 
within private property: 

5.7.1 Pipeline Networks 

The pipelines in the City's distribution system will generally be sized based on the criteria 
described below for average, maximum day and peak hour demand conditions. 
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Chapter 5 
Water Distribution System Service Standards 

5.7.1.1 Average Day Demand 

• Pressures should be maintained between a maximum of 100 psi and a minimum of 
40 psi. 

• The maximum velocity within the distribution system pipelines should be 3 to 5 feet 
per second (fps). 

5.7.1.2 Maximum Day Demand plus Fire Flow 

• The minimum allowable residual pressure should be 20 psi at the flowing fire 
hydrant. 

• The maximum velocity within the distribution system pipelines should be 10 fps. 

• Head losses within the distribution system pipelines should be limited to 10 feet per 
thousand feet (ft/kft) of pipeline. 

5.7.1.3 Peak Hour Demand 

• The minimum allowable service pressure should be 40 psi. 

• The maximum velocity within the distribution system pipelines should be 7 fps. 

• Head losses within the distribution system pipelines should be limited to 10 ft/kft of 
pipeline. 

The distribution system shall be looped at all possible locations to maintain adequate circulation 
and water quality. Long, dead-end pipelines shall be avoided whenever possible to prevent water 
quality problems. When unavoidable, a fire hydrant or blow-off hydrant shall be installed at the 
end of the line to facilitate periodic system flushing. A maximum development size of 25 lots 
will be allowed on a dead-end line. 

5.7,2 Valves 

Valve location and spacing are important considerations in the design of a water distribution 
system. Pipelines must include an adequate number of properly located valves to allow for 
isolation of pipeline sections in the event of maintenance operations or new construction. Typical 
mdustry standards for valve spacing are identified in Table 5-2. The supply pipelines that deliver 
water to the City's system are those coming out of the wells and to the treatment facilities. The 
transmission and distribution pipelines provide the network grid from which most customer 
connections are served. A general guideline for locating valves in the distribution system is that 
smaller branch mains should be equipped with a valve so that any service problems on the 
branch pipeline do not require a shut-off of the major transmission line. Within the distribution 
grid, placement of a valve on all legs of tees and crosses will minimize the extent of a service 
disruption during system work. For the same reason of localizing service disruptions, system 
design should avoid direct service taps into transmission pipelines whenever possible. 
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Chapter 5 
Water Distribution System Service Standards 

Table 5-2. Maximum Valve Spacing Standards 

Pipeline Function Maximum Spacing 
Supply pipeline 1 mile 

Transmission pipeline 1 >300 feet 

Residential distribution pipeline 800 feet 

Commercial distribution pipeline 500 feet 

5.7.3 Hydrants 

Fire hydrants are dispersed throughout the distribution system to provide the emergency flows 
required for fire protection. The requirements for spacing fire hydrants are defined in 
Appendix C - Fire Hydrant Location and Distribution of the Oregon Fire Code, and are shown in 
Table 5-3. In applying the fire code, the CCFD shall determine the required fire hydrant 
distribution based on their judgment. 

Table 5-3. Number and Distribution of Fire Hydrants 
i 

Ftre Flow 
Requirement, 

gpm 
Minimum Number of 

Hydranls 

Average Spacing 
Between Hydrants'3 ' 2 \ 

feel 

Maximum Distance from 
any Point on Street or 

Road Frontage to a 
Hydra n r * 

1 , 7 5 0 o r l e ss 1 500 250 

2,000 - 2,250 2 450 225 

2,500 3 450 225 

3,000 3 400 225 

3 , 5 0 0 - 4,000 4 350 210 

4,500 - 5,000 5 300 180 

5,500 6 300 180 

6,000 6 250 150 

6 , 5 0 0 - 7,000 
I 

7 250 150 

7,500 or more 8 or more (e l 200 120 
For SI; 1 loot = 304.8 mm, 1 gallon per minute = 3-785 L/m 
(a) Reduce by 100 feet for dead-end slreels or roads. 
<b) Where slreels are provided with median dividers which cannol be crossed by fire fighters pulling hose lines, or where arterial 

streets are provided with four or more traffic lanes and have a traffic count of more than 30,000 vehicles per day, hydrant 
spacing shall average 500 feel on each side of (he street and be arranged on an alternating basis up to a fire-flow requiremenl 
of 7,000 gallons per minule and 400 feel for higher tire-flow requirements. 

(c| Where new water mains are extended along slreels where hydranls are nol needed for protection of structures or similar fire 
problems, fire hydranls shall be provided al spacing nol to exceed 1,000 feet to provide for transportation hazards. 

(s| Reduce by 50 feel for dead-end slreels or roads. 
|e| One hydranl for each 1,000 gallons per minute or fraction thereof. 
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Chapter 5 
Water Distribution System Service S land a rei s 

in general, no hydrtnt shall be installed un a water main with I « s th;trt fin S-inch inside diameter 
and the hydrant «hall have a minimum 6-anoh inside diameter. However, in certain cases where it 
is proven that the hydranl und distribution main c:in meet tlow and pressure requirements, 
connection to a water main with a ft-¡neh inside diameter will he allowed. Hydrants shall be 
located as close (o the distribution rnnin ss possible and shni! he no more than 4U feel awny To 
comply with this requirement, hvdrams will generally he located on the sanie side of the sireet as 
the distribution nunn In areas where required fire flows exceed 1,5(10 gptn, the water supply 
must he provided hv more than one hydrant (see t able 5*3). 

S B WATER SYSTEM STANDARDS SUMMARY 

A summary o f the recommended potable w m t f sys tem performance and operational criteria is 
presented in Fahle 5-4 mid icdect typical water sys I em industry standards, including the DHS, 
Oregon Administrative Rules tOAfi) , the Environmental Protection Agency t EPA ), (lie A W W A . 
the I SU, and the Oregon Fire Code t O l - O 
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T a b l e 5-4. C i t y o f M i lwaukee P l a n n i n g a n d D e s i g n C r i t e r i a 

1 CcfTtnoTÄnf £ 1 Renar« . . ' l i v j e a 
PERTOnWAiJCE C R m = R I 4 Ff?R P l A ^ f t l N G 4 D C S Q N 

1 Fire F low Requ i rements ( f low [qpm] @ dura t ion [hours ] ) 1 
Sinqte-Family Residential 1,500 qpm (5)2 hrs 

Fire flows based on new development requirements. Existing 
Multi-Family Residential 1,500 o pm @ 3 hrs 

Fire flows based on new development requirements. Existing 

Institutional (schools, hospitals, elc.) 2.000 gpm @ 4 hrs (with approved automatic sprinkler sysiem) 
Commercial/Industrial 3,000 qpm @ 4 hrs (with approved aulomaUc sprinkler syslem) 

1 Waier Supply Capaci ty 
Maximum Day Demand Plus Fire Flow Provide capacity equal to maximum day demand plus fire flow 
Peak Hour Demand Provide capacity equal to peak hou 'demand 

Pumplnq Faci l i ty Capaci ty 

Booster Pump Capacity Equal io the maximum day demand for lhe pressure ione . 
Design for maximum day plus fire flow or peak hour (whichever 
is larger), only i l no gravity storage is available wilhin lhe 
pressure zone and/or service area. 

Backup Power Equal lo lhe firm capacity of the pumping facility. On-site generator for critical stations.'*' 
Plug in portable qenerator for less critical stations. 

Water Sturane and System Peakinq Capaci ty 
Equalization 25 percent of maximum day demand 

Fire 
Varies 

(see requirements listed in remarks column) 

Varies depending on required fire flow duration. Highesl fire 
flow demand in any particular area controls size of required 
storage (see Tabie 4-2). Recommended fire storage volume 
does not include volume associaled wi th 500 gpm sprinkler 
flow, 

1.500 gpm @ 2 hrs = 0.18 MG 
1,500 gpm @ 3 hrs - 0.27 MG 
2,500 qpm @> 4 hrs = 0,60 MG 

Emergency Maximum day demand Based on DHS recommendations. 
To lai Waler Storage Capacity Equalization + Fire + Emergency 

Water T ransmiss ion Line Siz ing 

Diameter 18-inches in diameler or larger 
Averaqe Day Demand Condition 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Minimum Pressure [psi] 40 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Maximum Pressure |psi] 100 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Maximum Velocity ffl/sec| 3 fps 
Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Maximum Day Demand Condition Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Minimum Pressure [psi] 40 psi 
Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 
1 Maximum Head loss I f f 1ÛOÛ ftl 3 fl/kfl 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. Maximum Velocity [ft/sec] 5 fps 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 
Peak Hour Demand Condition 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Mi ni mum Pressure [psi] 40 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Maximum Head loss fft/lOOO ftl 3 ft/kft 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Maximum Velocity [ft/sec] 5 fps 

Criteria based on requirements for new development, existing 
transmission mains will be evaluated on case-by-case basis. 
Evaluation wi l l include age, material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Hazen Williams "C" Factor 140 Fo' consistency in hydraulic modelinq. 
Pipeline Material Duclile Iron 

Water Dis t r ibut ion Line Sizing 
Diarnete- Less than 18-inches In diameter Must verify pipeline size wi ih max day and fire flow analysis. 
Average Day Demand Condition 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Minimum Pressure [psi] 40 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Maximum Pressure |psi| 100 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Maximum Velocity IfVsec] 3 - 5 fps 
Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 

Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 
Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 

and pressure. 

Maximum Day w/ Fire Flow Demand Condil ion Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Minimum Pressure [psi] (at fire node) 20 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Maximum Head loss |fl/iOOOtl] 1 o ft/kft 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. Maximum Velocity [ft/sec] 10 fps 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Peak Hour Demand Condition 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Minimum Pressure [psi] 40 psi 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Maximum Head loss [ft/lOÛÛ ftl i o n/kft 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

Maximum Velocity [ft/sec] ? fps 

Criteria based on requirements for new development existing 
Oistnbulion mains will be evalualed on c a s e - b y o s e basis. 

Evaluation will include age t material type, velocity, head loss, 
and pressure. 

H s i e n Williams "C" Factor 140 For consistency In hydraulic modeling. 
Pipeline Material Ductile Iron 

Max imum Valve Spac ing 
Supply Pipeline 1 mile I 
Transmission Pipeline 1,300 feel (minimum) 
Residential Dislribuiion Pipeline 800 feel 
Commercial Dislribuiion Pipeline 500 feel 

Un i fo rm Fire Code Hydrant D is t r ibu t ion Requ i rements 
Residential 500 
Commercial, Industrial, and Other High Value District 200-500 

OTHER CRITERIA 
I Maximum Number of residential lois lhal can be served by a| 

non-looped waler pipeline 
25 lots 

if a non-looped waler line goes oui-of-service, all associaled 
residences lose water service. 

w A pimping facility is doflncd &s critical rt it çtovkJss s^-vice lo pressure zones ardto< service aieas withiool sufficient eweroency ilcaoe and ihal meet lhe Mkwing «Heron 

• The iafQÊSl 'ac'ity thet provides io a particular trassi» sone anû/ot service area. 
• A l«j|ily lhal provides the sole source oi wiìgi lo angle or rrultipte ptassure îOnesand/o- service aieas; and 
1 A lacilily ihai provides water from û suppfy turroui into pressure zones and/or service arees. 
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CHAPTER 6 
Hydraulic Model Development 

This chapter describes the development, calibration, and verification of the City's water 
distribution system hydraulic model. 

To develop the City's hydraulic network model, West Yost completed the following steps: 

• Used City's existing water distribution system maps (exported from City's GIS) to 
create the hydraulic model, 

• Verified that the hydraulic model system configuration (pipeline sizes, alignments, 
connections, and other facility sizes and locations) is representative of the current 
City's water system, 

• Allocated existing water demands by using City's spatially located account 
information to distribute demands within the hydraulic model, and 

• Calibrated the City's water system hydraulic model to simulate pressures and flows 
observed in the field. 

To accomplish these tasks, West Yost worked closely with City's Engineering and Operations 
staff to obtain and review: 

• Available information regarding existing transmission and distribution mains, storage 
tanks, groundwater wells, pump stations and other water facilities, 

• As-built drawings and maps detailing sections of the system to confirm pipeline sizes, 
material type, age, locations and alignments, and 

• Available metered account data. 

The water distribution system model was then calibrated and verified using tank level, flow, and 
pressure data observed in the field during July 2010. The hydraulic model development, 
calibration, and verification are described in the following sections. 

6.1 DEVELOPMENT OF THE HYDRAULIC MODEL 

West Yost developed a hydraulic model of City's water system using a series of steps that 
included the following: 

• Incorporated the description of the model and element definitions 

• Imported pipelines, nodes, and junctions into Info Water 

• Assigned roughness factors in Info Water 

• Allocated elevations in H2OMAP 

• Spatially located accounts in GIS 

• Allocated water demands in H2OMAP 

• Incorporated station elements into InfoWater 

• Applied naming scheme in InfoWater 
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Chapter 6 
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Each of these steps is discussed in more detail below. 

6.1.1 Description of the Model and Element Definitions 

MWH Soft 's LnfoWater is the hydraulic modeling software used to represent the City's water 
system. This computer simulation model transforms information about the physical system into a 
mathematical model that solves for various flow conditions based on specified demands. The 
computer model then generates information on pressure, flow, velocity and head loss that is used 
to analyze system performance and to identify system deficiencies. The model can also be used 
to verify the adequacy of recommended or proposed system improvements. 

The hydraulic model is represented as a skeletonized network of nodes (e.g., location of a tank, 
location where pressure is monitored), and node-connecting elements (e.g., pipes). However, 
because nodes are representative of various actual facilities (e.g., tanks, pump stations, or wells) 
and physical locations, a definition of each element was created during the development of the 
hydraulic model. The description of nodes and node-connecting elements are described as 
follows: 

Node: Nodes, as defined for the City's model, represent transitions in pipeline characteristics 
(e.g., diameter) or points in the system where pressure or water quality is monitored. Nodes also 
represent locations in the system where metered water demands do not exist, such as at wells, 
pump station and tanks. Elevation and physical facility location are the data requirements for 
nodes. 

Junction: Junctions, as defined for the City's model, represent locations in the system where 
water is subtracted from the system and are used in the model to mark the locations in the system 
where a water demand exists. Junctions can also include transitions in pipeline characteristics 
(e.g., diameter). Data requirements for junctions are the demand at each junction, elevation and 
location. 

Pipe: Pipes (i.e., links), as defined for the City's model, represent facilities that convey water 
from one point in the system to another and are used to represent pipelines or check valves in the 
model. Diameter, from/to node or junction, length and pipeline roughness factor are the input 
data required. 

Reservoir: Reservoirs represent external sources of water for the mode] (e.g., groundwater 
basin), and remain at a constant level irrespective of the flow unless they are specified as 
variable-head reservoirs. Reservoirs are used to represent the source for each of the groundwater 
wells in the City's model. Location, water surface elevation, and nominal pressure are the input 
data required. 

Tank: Tanks, as defined for the City's model, are distinguished from reservoirs by having 
known finite volumes and water surface elevations that change with time as water flows into or 
out of the facility. This element is used to represent the City's storage tank. Diameter, bottom 
elevation, overflow elevation, and location are the input data required. 
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Pump: Pumps, as defined for the City's model, represent locations in the model where the 
hydraulic grade line is raised to overcome elevation differences and friction losses, and are used 
to represent pump stations. Elevation, number of pumps, pump test results, pump curves, 
sequencing, and location are the input data required. 

Valve: Valves, as defined for the City's model, regulates either flow or pressure in the 
distribution system. Diameter, setting, elevation and location are the input data required. 

6.1.2 Pipelines, Nodes, and Junctions Imported into InfoWater 

City staff provided a GIS geodatabase file containing the geospatial location of existing 
pipelines, check valves, and control valves for the City water system. The geodatabase layer of 
the existing water pipelines was imported into the hydraulic model, but did not include "from" 
and "to" nodes (i.e., points designating the beginning and end of the pipeline). Consequently, 
InfoWater's Append Nodes feature was used to create and assign the beginning and end-points 
(from and to nodes) for the existing pipelines. In addition, West Yost also developed an attribute 
in the hydraulic model database to include the original GIS geodatabase Object ID, allowing City 
staff to leverage or integrate information with City's GIS. 

6.1.3 Roughness Factors Assigned in Info Water 

The original geodatabase layer for existing water pipelines did not include roughness factors. 
However, the geodatabase did include material type, which is an attribute that can be used as a 
surrogate for roughness factor. Consequently, West Yost assigned a preliminary roughness factor 
,(;.e., C-factor), based on experience and professional judgment, to each pipeline by using its 
material type and year of construction as a surrogate in the hydraulic model. Table 6-1 presents 
the C-factors assigned to each of the different material types within the City's water system. 
These C-factors were then validated during calibration of the hydraulic model. 

6.1.4 Elevations Allocated in HjOMAP 

Light Detection and Ranging (LIDAR) topography was received from the City, and was used to 
assign elevations to each node using HiOMAP's Elevation Interpolation feature. Certain service 
elevations (at the existing pump stations) were later confirmed during calibration. 

6.1.5 Accounts Spatially Located in GIS 

This section describes the methodology used to spatially locate water consumption for the 
metered accounts which include Residential, Multi-Density Residential and Commercial. 
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Table 6-1. C-Factors Assigned in the Model<a,b| 

Caa! Iron (CI} DuctiJe Iran (Dl} 
Galvanized Steel 

(GALV) 
Polyvinyl Chloride 

(PVC or CSÜ0) Steel (STL) Steel u n e d (STLRNF) Unknown 

Year 
Diameter 

£ 8-mches 
Diameter 

> 3 -nKhes 
Píamete^ 

- fi-inches 
Diameter 

> 3 - m e h e s 

Drameter 
í g-inChiiS 

Diameter 
> 8-inehes 

Diameter 
s s-mches 

Diameter 
> E-mcJies 

D;ameter 
s 3-rn ches 

Díamete.' 
> 8 - inches 

Diameter 
£ S-mches 

Diameter 
> S-mcfies 

• i ame te -
S 3- inches 

Diameter 
> 8 ' inches 

1930-1940 80 110 100 120 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 110 120 

1941-1950 90 110 100 120 NA NA NA NA N A 85 NA NA 110 120 

1951-1960 100 120 100 • 120 100 NA 140 150 NA 85 N A NA 110 120 

1961-1970 110 120 110 120 100 NA 140 150 NA 85 NA NA 120 130 

1971-1980 110 120 120 130 110 NA 140 150 NA 100 NA NA 120 130 

1981-1990 120 130 120 130 120 N A 140 150 NA 130 NA NA 130 130 

1991-2000 120 130 130 140 130 N A 140 150 NA 140 NA NA 130 130 

2001-2010 120 130 130 140 140 NA 140 150 NA 140 NA 140 130 130 

' ' 'Ac ronym obtained from geodatabase layer, PIPETYPE, for City of Milwaukie 
NA - Nat Applicable, material was not installed during these years 
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$.1.5.1 Metered Account 

The City provided billing spreadsheets containing metered accounts and their corresponding 
metered consumption data by address and customer class for each month of the year from 2005 
through 2009. The most recent data set from 2009 was used to develop the existing water 
demands for the hydraulic model and is the baseline for projecting future demands in Chapter 4. 

Consumption data from metered accounts was spatially located using two separate methods. The 
primary method is linking the consumption data by address to a separate GIS parcel file. Once no 
additional matches are found, the secondary method is applied, which is geocoding any 
remaining consumption data using a GIS street file. This secondary method assigns the billing 
data to the centerline of the street for which its address corresponds. Figure 6-1 illustrates the 
methodology used to link the addresses associated with the consumption data to the addresses in 
the GIS parcel file and street file. 

West Yost was able to spatially locate 99.5 percent of the metered accounts (6,750 out of 6,783) 
present in the 2009 billing spreadsheet provided by the City. Although there is no minimum 
industry standard for geocoding, this amounts to 98 percent of the total 2009 metered 
consumption within the City. The remaining consumption in the City was either from meters 
without proper addresses or meters with addresses that did not match up with either the GIS 
parcel file or the GIS street file. Table 6-2 presents the percentage of total metered accounts and 
metered consumption spatially located for the City. 

Table 6-2. Spatially Located Results for City of Milwaukie 

Category 
Number of Metered 

Accounts 
Total "Metered" 
Demand, afa 

Average Day 
Demand, gpm 

i Actual 2009 (a) 6,783 2,922 1,810 

. Spatially Located using Parcel file(a) 6,578 2,793 1,730 

Spatially Located using Street file 172 82 58 

Spatially Located Total"3' 6,750 2,875 1,788 

Percent of Actual 2009 99.5% 98% 98% 
|a| Data provided by Cily in May 2010 and does no1 include unaccounted-for water. 
(b| Based on West Yost's GIS. 
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Figure 6-1, Illustration of Methodology for Spatially Locating Metered Accounts 

Sleij i 
Link nie le ied ^ ^ ^ 
consiini plion a a a &y ^ 
sadness to parcels 

Step 2 

Geocode unlinked 
meteec C0nsu,tipii0nii;̂  -y 
dalfl 10 GIS street file H « 

2 5 percent. Stre-is 

W e i r e d Consumption Gala 

Parcel i fem Cl&c<anias Coimly (Met Area) 

Streeis 

+ 3 E C _ » " 1 1 

Figufe 6-2 compares (he spatial ly located water demand data with cms ring pipelines imported 
into IhfqrWater, As shown in Figufe 6-2, most areas with spatially located demands also bad an 
existing pipeline. This correlation indicates; that the geodatabase layer used the basis for the 
hydraulic model includes most of the existing pipelines. 

6,1,6 Water Demands Allocated in HrOMAP 

For the Ciiy's water syslem, waier demands were allocated in the hydraulic model using the 
spatially located demand daia developed in the previous, section and die Demand A Hue at ion/Pro 
module or HjOMAP (Allocation Module). The Allocation Module has six fully automated 
methods lor accurately computing and loading network models based on demand type. location 
and variation. The method tine J for the City's model was the ^'Closest (nearest) Pipe Method." 
This method locates the closest pipeline to each meler (i.e. If there arc parallel pipelines at the 
meter point, the demand will be allocaied to the pipeline that is closest to its position). Demands 
are then assigned to the closest or litrthest junction node on eicher side of the pipeline based on a 
distance-weigh ted approach West Yost staff reviewed the model after running the Allocation 
Module to confirm thai the demands were allocated to the C O I T C C I pipeline. 
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Water demand within the hydraulic model was allocated to each revenue class designation, 
providing City with additional flexibility in the model. Table 6-3 presents the demand column 
assigned to each revenue class within the hydraulic model. 

Table 6-3. Revenue Class Assignment 

Customer Class Description'®1 Dementi Column in Mgdet10' 
Residential Metered 1 

Multiple Residential Metered 2 

Commercial Metered 3 
|a| Customer class description provided by Ctly in May 2010. 

Column number corresponds to Demand # Column in Junction database in the InfoWater model. 

6.1.7 Station Elements Incorporated into InfoWater 

After the nodes and pipelines were imported into the hydraulic model, major system facilities 
(e.g., groundwater wells, pump stations, and storage tanks) were digitized into the model. Each 
of these facilities was entered into the model by hand based on drawings provided by the City. 

6.1.8 Naming Scheme Applied in InfoWater 

After the major facilities were digitized into the model, each model element was assigned a label 
which identifies the type of model element, the element's purpose, and the element's location. 
Assigning each model element a specific label allows the modeler to easily locate specific 
elements or more readily identify potential problems during the calibration and verification 
process. The City model was populated using the naming scheme presented in Table 6-4. 

6,2 DiURNAL CURVE DEVELOPMENT 

To add the time variable to the City's hydraulic model and to create a true extended period 
simulation (EPS) model, West Yost developed a representative 48-hour diurnal pattern for the 
City's service area. 

The extended simulation is based on station SCADA data on tank level, flows, and pump 
discharge pressures for the City's tank, wells and booster pump stations. This information was 
obtained for the period from July 6, 2010 to July 11, 2010. July 10 and 11, 2010 were selected as 
the period when recorded flow characteristics best represented system operations. Consequently, 
hourly production data from the tank, wells and booster pump station were summed using 
SCADA flow recordings to represent the total demand for each City's Pressure Zone. By using a 
48-hour demand pattern, the model can more accurately represent fluctuations in demand over 
the simulation period. 
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Table 6-4. Naming Scheme for Network Elements 

M ode I Com ponen t Na m i ng Scheme 

Pipelines 
— 

£ "100" = Sequential Number 
P-1-100 

"1" = Pressure Zone 1 

"P" = pipeline 

Junctions 
ì 

| "100" = Sequential Number 
-1-100 

"1" = Pressure Zone 1 

"J" = Junction 

Nodes 
C \> 
I I 

i "100" = Sequential Number 
M - 1 0 0 

"1" = Pressure Zone 1 
= Node 

Wells 
W-02 

t "02" = Station Number 

' ' W = Reservoir 

Well Pumps 

; "1" = Well Number 
M PMP-W-1 

t "W" = Well Station L 
"PMP" = Pump 

Tanks 
T-CONCRETE 

t * "CONCRETE" = Station Name 
L — " T = Tank 

Booster Pumps 
PMP-LAVA-HDP1 

t 

"HDP" = High Demand Pump 
"1" = Sequential Number 

"LAVA" = Facility Station Name 

"PMP" = Pump 

^ "01" = Sequential Number 
V-LAVA-1 

t * "LAVA" = Facility Station Name 
1 "V" = Valve 

Valves | "01" = Sequential Number 

V-PRV-1 

t t — "PRV" = pressure Reducing Valve 
"V" = Valve 
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There are 4 pressure zones in the City service area. All pressure zones are supplied water from 
groundwater wells. The following paragraphs provide the methodology used in the development 
of the diurnal curve for each of the City's pressure zones. 

6.2,1 Pressure Zone 1 

The main source of supply in Pressure Zone l is the Concrete Tank which is supplied by 
Wells 2, 3 and 5. Flow information from Wells 2, 3 and 5 is available from SCADA. The 
Concrete Tank level information is also available from SCADA, and was converted to flow data 
by using the volume of the tank. At Well 2 facility site, a transfer pump station (W2 Transfer 
Pump Station) is used to move water from the Concrete Tank to the Elevated Tank. Flow from 
SCADA for the W2 Transfer Pump Station is also available. 

There are three PRVs that provide supplemental supply from Pressure Zone 2 to Pressure 
Zone 1. These PRVs are regulated based on pressure. There is no recorded flow available for 
these PRVs. Based on the recorded field pressure and SCADA information for the Concrete 
Tank, and Wells 2, 3 and 5, there were flow through these PRVs when pressure in the Pressure 
Zone 1 system dropped below the pressure setting at these PRV stations. However, flows are 
minimal, and the amounts of these flows were not able to be verified since there were no 
SCADA available at these PRV stations. Consequently, flow through each PRV for development 
of the diurnal curve was assumed to be zero. 

Pressure Zone 1 also provides supply to Pressure Zone 4 through the Lava Pump Station. The 
flow at the Lava Pump Station is recorded on SCADA. 

To create the Pressure Zone 1 diurnal curve, the flow from the elevated tank was either added or 
subtracted, depending on if the tank was emptying or filling, respectively, from the total 
production from Wells 2, 3 and 5 at an hourly increment over a period of 48 consecutive hours 
from July 10 to 11, 2010. In addition, the flows through the Lava Pump Station and the W2 
Transfer Pump Station were subtracted from the total production from Wells 2, 3 and 5. The 
resulting normalized diurnal pattern is provided in Figure 6-3. 

6 2.2 Pressure Zone 2 

Pressure Zone 2 is supplied from the Elevated Tank. There are 3 main groundwater wells that 
provide supply into the Elevated Tank. These wells are Wells 4, 7 and 8. Flow information for 
these wells is available from SCADA. The Elevated Tank level information is also available 
from SCADA, and was converted to flow data by using the volume of the tank. 

Pressure Zone 2 also provides supply to Pressure Zone 1. Water can be conveyed from Pressure 
Zone 2 to Pressure Zone 1 through 3 PRVs as previously described m Section 6.2.1. In addition, 
the W2 Pump Station conveys water from the Concrete Tank to the Elevated Tank. Flow from 
SCADA for this station is available. 

An altitude valve facility located at Well 6 site is used to move water from the Elevated Tank to 
the Stanley Tank. This altitude valve may provide additional supply from Pressure Zone 2 to 
Pressure Zone 3. A valve at Well 6 must be manually operated to allow supply from Pressure 
Zone 2 to Pressure Zone 3. Once the valve is operated, the water systems can be monitored by 
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i f v f 

SCADA. For the time period selected for development of the diurnal curve, SCADA information 
for this facility indicates zero flow. 

Pressure Zone 2 can also receive water from Well 6 through the W6 Transfer Pump Station. The 
SCADA information for the W6 Transfer Pump Station indicates zero flow during the two-day 
time frame. 

The dmmal curve for Pressure Zone 2 was calculated by either adding or subtracting, depending 
on whether the Elevated Tank was emptying or filling, respectively, from the total production 
from Wells 4, 7 and 8. The flow from the W2 Pump Station was added to the Pressure Zone 2 
diumal curve. The resulting normalized diumal pattern is shown in Figure 6-4. 

6.2.3 Pressure Zone 3 

Pressure Zone 3 is supplied from the Stanley Tank through the Zone 3 Pump Station. Well 6 is 
the mam groundwater well that supplies the Stanley Tank. Flow information from- this Zone 3 
Pump Station is available from SCADA and was compiled at one hour increments over a period 
of 48 consecutive hours to develop a diurnal pattern. Figure 6-5 illustrates the normalized diurnal 
pattern for Pressure Zone 3. For the time period selected for development of the diurnal curve, 
SCADA showed that there was no water transfer to or from Pressure Zone 2. 

6.2.4 Pressure Zone 4 

Pressure Zone 4 is supplied from the Lava Pump Station. Flow information from this pump 
station is available from SCADA, and was compiled at one hour increments over a period of 48 
consecutive hours to develop a diurnal pattern. Figure 6-6 illustrates the normalized diurnal 
pattern for Pressure Zone 4. Approximately 20 gpm flows continuously from Pressure Zone 4 to 
Pressure Zone 1 to maintain fresh water in Pressure Zone 4, 

6.3 HYDRAULIC MODEL CALIBRATION 

The City's hydraulic model was calibrated to confirm that the computer simulation model can 
accurately represent the operation of the water distribution • system under varying conditions. 
Calibration of the hydraulic model used data gathered through hydrant tests, optional fire flow 
tests, and hydrant pressure recorders, as described in the following sections. 

6.3.1 Development of Hydrant (C-Factor) Tests 

After developing the hydraulic model, locations were chosen for possible hydrant flow testing 
(see Figure 6-7). The selection of these hydrant test sites was based on specific pipeline size, 
material type and age. These hydrant tests were used to evaluate pipeline friction factors 
(C-factors) and to calibrate the model to ensure that the hydraulic model closely represented 
actual observed pressure conditions in the field. 

Hydrant flow testing was scheduled and performed on July 8 and 9, 2010. Table 6-5 provides the 
field status of each hydrant test. Of the original 17 scheduled hydrant tests, 13 were performed in 
the field. Four hydrant tests were canceled due to constraint(s) identified by City staff. Each 
hydrant test involved flowing water through pipelines of a specific size, material type and age, 
and then measuring the pressure drops along the pipelines to determine friction losses. The 
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hydrant test procedure con si s led o f moni tor ing d ischarge f l o w and pressure at the key f l o w i n g 
hydrant, and pressures at other hydrants a l o n g the supply routes lo that k e y hydrant. Static 
pressures w e r e m e a s u r e d w h i l e the k e y hydrant w a s c lo sed , and residual pressures w e r e 
measured w h i l e t h e key hydrant w a s f l o w i n g . 

Table 6-5. City of Mi lwaukie Hydrartt Test Locat ions and Status1 '1 

1 Test 
é 

Clamerai', 
inches Material 

Year 
Installation Address Field Stalus 

1 e CIP 1952 
Along Cambridge Lane. 
South ofWavery Drive 

Cancelled, Golf 1 

Toumamenl 

2 6 CIP 1960 Along Clatsop Street, 
West of McLoughlin Boulevard 

Canceled Due to 
Portland's Main 

Break on McLoughlin 

3 10 DIP 19B0 
Along SE Mail well Drive, 

East of SPT Corr. Completed 

4 6 CIP 1930 
Along Madison Street, 
We si of 301h Avenue Completed 

5 8 Dtp 1981 Arong Milwaukie Marketplace Completed 

6 12 DIP 1979 Along SE international Way Completed 

7 12 CIP 1365 Along Mallard Way Completed 

8 10 CIP 1968 Wear Linwoorl Elementary 
School. Worth Of Grove Loop Completed 

9 6 DIP 1985 
Along 66in Avenue, 

Norih of Eunice Street Completed 

10 e DIP 1970 
Alrjng Lin wood Avenue, 
North of Fumberg Si reel Completed 

11 6 CIP 1958 Along Fielderest Dfive Completed 

12 8 CIP 1969 
Along Filbert St. East of 

32n i Avenue Completed 

13 6 PVC 1993 Along Sherrett Street Completed 

A1 12 CIP 1969 
Between 17,h Avenue and 
MoBrod Avenue, South ot 

Ochoco Street 

Cancelled Due to 
Portland's Main 

Break on McLoughlin 

A2 8 CIP 1952 
Along McBiod Avenue, South 

OfOctioco Slreet 

Canceled Due lo 
Portland's Main 

Break on McLoughlin 

A3 0 • I P 1990 
Along Psnnywood Drive, West 

of Freeman Road Completed 

At a DIP 1970 
Along Johnson Creek 

Boulevard, Southeasl of 
45,h Place 

Completed 

13 Test L DcaliiHis «1 -1 a >, 4 Alternate Tesi Locations 1 - A4 ) 

W f j ! Y O S 1 A S S O C 1 A T E S 
Nov em he? 201 Ì 

j s ; -.oa-1 a-oi • -I.-, «-ni • i11 ?1 o.scjii 

6 - 1 1 G t y of M i lwouk ie 
2QT0 W a f e r SyiTem Wasier f l a n 



Chapter 6 
Hydraulic Model Development 

Pipelines in the City's water system range in size from 2-inches to 18-inches in diameter. 
Pipeline materials consist mainly of cast iron, Other pipeline materials as listed in Table 6-1 are 
also found in the City's water system. The pipeline age in the City's water system is 80 years old 
or newer. 

Prior to the model runs, each pipeline was assigned a preliminary C-factor based on the pipeline 
size and material type as presented in Table 6-1. Consequently, each hydrant flow test was then 
simulated using the hydraulic model of the City's water system. Results were compared to the 
field data to determine the accuracy of the model. The differences between observed static and 
residual pressures for the field hydrant test, compared to readings predicted by the model, were 
calculated. Although no specific criteria for calibration of hydraulic models exist in the United 
States, the AWWA Engineering Computer Applications Committee (ECAC) has developed 
suggested guidelines. Based on these suggested guidelines, the goal of the calibration effort was 
to achieve no greater than a 5 psi differential between the field hydrant test data and model-
simulated results. Results from the hydrant tests are discussed in more detail in the following 
section, 

6,3.2 Hydrant (C-factor) Test Results 

The results of the simulated hydrant flow tests generally validated the system pipeline 
configuration and confirmed the preliminary C-factors presented in Table 6-1. However, based 
on the comparison of the collected hydrant flow test data and model simulation results, one of 
the hydrant flow test (Test 9) required further evaluation because it did not meet the ±5 psi 
tolerance limit established for calibration. 

The results from the remaining hydrant tests indicate that the hydraulic model accurately 
simulated the City's water system, and was able to closely replicate field-observed pressures and 
flows. The detailed result of each individual hydrant test that was performed is provided in 
Appendix A. Further discussion regarding Test 9 is provided below. 

6.3,2.1 Hydra n-Test 9: 6-inch PI Pipeline Constructed in 1965 

The difference between measured and modeled pressures for Hydrant 9A in Test 9 was 14 psi. 
However, the C-factor for 6-inch DI pipelines is reasonable for this pipeline diameter, material 
and age. Therefore, the results from the hydraulic model simulation indicate that for Test 9 there 
are system configuration issues (e.g., partially closed valve(s), inaccurate representation of 
pipeline connectivity or pipeline diameter). 

There are two potential partially closed valves in the vicinity of Test No. 9 that warrant 
additional field investigation by the City to confirm the .status of these valves. Location 1 is 
along Montgomery Drive, east of Linwood and location 2 is along Linwood, north of 
Furnberg Street. 

For Test 9, it is recommended that City staff first confirm the valve status at the two locations. 
When either of these two values were assumed to be partially closed in the hydraulic model, 
Test 9 simulated within a 5 psi differential from the field hydrant test data. 
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6.3.3 Development of the Verification Process 

Verifying that a hydraulic model replicates field conditions requires representation of how the 
system performs over a wide range of operating conditions. To ensure that the hydraulic model is 
correctly configured and capable of producing results that are consistent with those observed in 
the field, a verification process was conducted. Hydrant pressure recorders (HPRs) were used to 
record pressures in the field. The data were then compared with model-predicted pressures at the 
same system locations. Other pressure points monitored by City were also used in the 
verification process. A brief description of the verification process is presented below. 

Sixteen hydrant pressure recorders were placed at different locations within the City's water 
distribution system. Each HPR collected field-pressure data for approximately five days (from 
July 6, 2010 to July 11, 2010). The locations were selected based on their proximity to the 
transmission mains and to extreme elevations (low and high) in the water distribution system. 
Since the City has 4 pressure zones, each pressure zone was assigned with at least 1 HPR. 
Figure 6-8 shows the location of each HPR. HPR 11 was missing data due to mechanical failure 
on the recorder. However, the absence of data from HPR 11 does not compromise the 
verification process because there are 9 other HPRs in Pressure Zone 2 which recorded field 
pressure during this time period. 

Following the integration of the diurnal pattern into the hydraulic model, an EPS modeling run 
was performed and the resulting pressures at each of the HPRs, the flows and pressures at each 
well, and the tank level were graphed. To verify whether the City's hydraulic model was 
accurately predicting field-observed tank level, flows, and pressures, model-predicted tank level, 
flows, and pressures were compared to actual field data. Results from the verification process are 
discussed below. 

6.3.4 Verification Results 

Graphs of representative comparisons between model-simulated and field-observed tank level, 
flows, and pressures are provided in Figures 6-9 through 6-15. The following sections describe 
the verification results for each City's Pressure Zone. 

6.3.4 1 Pressure Zone 1 

Verification results for the City's water system indicate that the model-simulated tank level for 
Zone 1 trends well as shown in Figure 6-9. The model simulated flow at Wells 2, 3 and 5 
facilities are slightly higher than the recorded SCADA flow. This slight discrepancy might be 
due to the water that is added from the Treatment Plant for Wells 2, 3 and 5 as part of the 
chlorine solution that is not recorded on the SCADA system. The overall model results for 
Pressure Zone 1 indicate that the model was able to replicate field conditions. 

As illustrated in Figure 6-10, the simulated pressures for the pressure recorders in the City's 
Pressure Zone 1 trend closely to the recorded field pressure readings. Individual graphs of 
comparisons between model-simulated and field-observed pressures for each HPR are provided 
in Appendix B. These results indicate that the water demands are properly allocated in the model 
and that the modeled pipeline network is accurately configured. 
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Chapter 6 
Hydraulic Model Development 

6.3.4.2 Pressure Zone 2 

Figure 6-11 illustrates verification results for the City's Pressure Zone 2. Results indicate that the 
model-simulated tank level for Zone 2 trends closely to the SCADA recorded level. Well 4 
model-simulated flow trend fairly close to the SCADA recorded flow. The SCADA for Well 7 
shows hourly fluctuation in flow, however Well 7 is controlled by the level in elevated storage 
reservoir and so these fluctuations do not seem consistent with how this Well operates. The 
model simulates that once the well is on it operates at a set flow and pressure. The model is 
consistent with the high points of the SCADA data, which indicates that we are simulating the 
operation of the facility correctly. We recommend that the City review the SCADA data for 
Well 7 to evaluate where the flow is being recorded. Well 8 model-simulated flow also trends 
close to the SCADA recorded flow. The overall model results for Pressure Zone 2 indicate that 
the model was able to closely replicate field conditions. Detailed verification results for other 
Pressure Zone 2 facilities are provided in Appendix B. 

As illustrated in Figure 6-12, the simulated pressures for the pressure recorders in the City's 
Pressure Zone 2 trend closely to the recorded field pressure readings, except for HPR 3. This 
HPR is located on Dove Street at 24lh Avenue, and subsequent evaluation by the City indicates 
that this hydrant is part of the Oak Lodge Water Distribution System. 

Individual graphs of comparisons between model-simulated and field-observed pressures for 
each HPR are provided in Appendix B. These results indicate that the water demands are 
properly allocated in the model and that the modeled pipeline network is accurately configured. 

6.3.4.3 Pressure Zone 3 

Verification results for the City's Pressure Zone 3 indicate that the model-simulated Stanley 
Tank level for Zone 3 trends well as shown in Figure 6-13. The model-simulated flow at Zone 3 
Pump Station trends closely to the SCADA flow. The model results for Pressure Zone 3 indicate 
that the model was able to closely replicate field conditions. 

There were 2 HPRs installed in Pressure Zone 3. As illustrated in Figure 6-14, the simulated 
pressures for HPR 8 trend closely to the recorded field pressure readings. However, the 
simulated pressure for HPR 9 was 8 psi higher than the. recorded field pressure readings. Based 
on City staff field investigation on January 4, 2011, the field pressure reading at the location 
where HPR 9 was installed at 52nd Avenue and King Avenue, ranged from 69.7 to 70.3 psi. 
These readings are consistent with the model-predicted pressure of 71.2 psi. Therefore, the 
hydraulic model pressure at the location of HPR 9 is accurate, as predicted in the field. 
West Yost believes that the pressure discrepancy on HPR 9 during the period it was in the field 
was most likely caused by an obstruction (i.e., dirt or rock) at the pressure sensor that caused the 
inaccurate pressure readings. Therefore, we are confident that the model is accurately predicting 
pressure in Pressure Zone 3. Individual graphs of comparisons between model-simulated and 
field-observed pressures for each HPR are provided in Appendix B. 

6.3.4.4 Pressure Zone 4 

Figure 6-15 provides verification results for the City's Pressure Zone 4. Results indicate that the 
model-simulated flow through the Lava Pump Station trends well, and the model was able to 
closely replicate field conditions. 
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Figure 6-14. Verification for Zone 3 
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Figure 6-15. Verif ication for Zone 3 
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CHAPTER 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

This chapter presents an evaluation of the City's existing water distribution system 
(see Figure 7-1) and its capability to meet the recommended performance and planning criteria 
for the City under existing demand conditions. The evaluation includes an analysis of water 
storage capacity, pumping capacity and the existing distribution system's capacity to meet 
recommended operational and design criteria. The evaluation was conducted by West Yost using 
the updated hydraulic model described in Chapter 6. The evaluation, approach, findings and 
recommendations for addressing the existing water distribution system deficiencies are included 
and are organized by pressure zone. A description of the recommended CIP to implement the 
recommended improvements including an estimate of construction costs is provided in 
Chapter 9. 

7.1 EXISTING WATER DEM AMD 5 

The existing water demands for the City's water system are based on production data provided 
by the City and are presented in Chapter 4. Table 7-1 summarizes the existing demands for each 
of the City's pressure zones. 

Table 7-1. Existing Demands for the City 

P r e s s u r e Z o n e 
A v e r a g e D a y D e m a n d ' " 

g p m 
M a x i m u m D a y D e m a n d 1 1 ' . 

g p m 
P e a k hi o u r D e m a n d * ' 1 , 

g p m 

1 3 1 7 6 0 2 8 5 6 

2 1 , 1 9 4 2 , 2 6 8 3 , 2 2 3 

3 1 1 6 2 2 1 3 1 4 

4 4 6 8 7 1 2 4 
I 

T o t a l 1 , 6 7 3 3 , 1 7 8 4 , 5 1 6 

|a' City average day demands are based on 2009 production data. 
Maximum day demand is 1.9 times the average day demand. 

(c) Peak hour demand is 2.7 times the average day demand. 

7.2 WATER STORAGE CAPACJTY 

7.2.1 Evaluation 

There are two ground-level reservoirs and one elevated storage tank in the City's water system. 
Together, the storage shall be sufficient to meet the City water system's operational, 
equalization, fire flow, and emergency storage criteria. The volumes required for each of these 
storage components are presented in Chapter 5 and summarized below: 

• Operational Storage: Because the City's treatment plants and booster pumping 
stations are capable of operating as long as necessary during the maximum demand 
period, there is no need for dedicated operational storage within the City's 
distribution system. 

• Equalization Storage: 25 percent of maximum day demand; 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

• Emergency Storage: 100 percent of average day demand; and 

• Fire Flow Storage: Per the Clackamas Fire District #1, fire flow storage is equivalent 
to the maximum fire flow in the pressure zone multiplied by the required duration. 
For Zones 1, 2 and 3, a fire flow of 2,500 gpm for a duration of 4 hours 
(Industrial/Commercial) was assumed for this analysis. This fire flow rate is less than 
the 3,000 gpm listed in Table 7-6 (City Fire Flow Requirements) in that the 500 gpm 
for fire sprinklers is not included in the storage calculation. For Zone 4, a fire flow of 
1,500 gpm for a duration of 3 hours (Multi-Family Residential) was assumed for this 
analysis. 

Because the City's water supply includes wells, the groundwater basin can account for a portion 
of the recommended water storage and system peaking capacity in the form of a groundwater 
credit. The emergency storage credit reflects only that groundwater supply which can be reliably 
accessed when needed (i.e., only wells equipped with auxiliary power). The maximum credit is 
equal to the required emergency storage capacity. 

7.2.2 Resul t s 

The existing storage facilities have been evaluated to determine whether they have sufficient 
capacity to provide the required operational, fire flow, and emergency storage. The City 
currently has 6.0 MG of water storage as shown in Table 7-2. Analysis of the City's water 
system indicates that the existing level of water storage is sufficient. 

Although it is desirable for each pressure zone to have its own gravity storage, this is not always 
feasible, especially with small pressure zones or pressure zones that have inadequate elevation 
for a storage site. In these cases, sharing storage between pressure zones is allowed provided 
there is a way to convey the required water into the adjacent pressure zone via pressure reducing 
valves or pump stations. In the case of a pump station, it is also desirable to provide reliable 
pumping capacity necessary to deliver the storage provided in the adjacent pressure zone. 

As shown in Table 7-2, Zone 4 has a storage deficiency of 0.37 MG. However, Zone 4 has 
access to Zone 1 storage via the Lava Drive Pump Station. Since Pressure Zone 1 has a storage 
surplus of 0.68, no additional storage is recommended for Zone 4 at this time. However, the 
Zone 4 booster pump station does not have reliable capacity to pump the required fire flow. Due 
to space constraints at the Lava Drive Booster Pump Station, serving Zone 4, a dedicated on-site 
backup generator was not constructed. In lieu of a dedicated on-site generator, a portable 
generator is stored at the Milwaukie Johnson Creek facility and is dedicated for emergency use 
only at the Lava Drive Booster Pump Station. Due to the small service area and lack of critical 
facilities in Zone 4, a dedicated portable generator is acceptable for providing emergency back-
up power to convey the fire flow from Zone 1 to Zone 4. 

As discussed in Chapter 5, it is important to prevent drainage of reservoirs after a significant 
earthquake. The recommended improvements are as follows: 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve on each of the three 
reservoirs. 
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Table 7-2. Summary of Existing Storage Requirements 

Existing Required Storage Capacity 
Rssetvoir Groundwater j o (a | Rsquira<J Storage Surplus 
Capacity, E q u a t i o n , Fire Flew. Emergency. Subtotal Storage Credos"11 Storage fDeficiencyK 

Pressure Zone Storage Facility MG M G ^ M G ^ MG MG MG MG 
Zone t Concrete Reservoir 1.50 0.22 0.60 0 . *6 1.27 2.17 itì) 0.82 0.6Ü 

Zone 2 Elevated Reservoir 1.50 0.82 0.60 1.72 3.14 3.49 (d| 1.42 0.08 
Zone 3 Stanley Reservoir 3.00 0.08 0.60 0.17 0.85 0.96 ld) 0.68 2.32 

Zone 4 None 0.00 0.03 0.27 0.07 0.37 0.00 0.37 (0.37) 

System Total: 6.00 6.62 3,28 
|a> Based on 25 percent of maximum day demand. 

">> Fire flows based on 4 hf duration x 2,500 gpm sprinklered flow for Industrial/Commercial for Zones 1, 2 and 3 and a 3 hr duration x 1.500 gpm Multi-Family Residential lor Zone 4. 
Ic> Based on 100 percent of average day demand. 

"" Groundwater storage credit is equal to 100% of the total pumping capacity for active wells with backup power. Groundwater storage credit can be used to offset required emergency storage capacity only. 
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7.3 PUMPtNG CAPACITY 

7.3,1 Ground Water Pumping Capacity 

7.3.1.1 Evaluation 

Fhe c i f y ' s pumping capacity was evaluated to assess its ability to deliver a relict bit: linn capacity 
to the ex ii Ling service area, A WW A Manual 3! "Distribution System Requirements fur Fire 
Protection' suggests that a standby pump anil reliable power be provided to each pump station. 
Since a standby pump tor groundwater well pumps is not practical, öle firm groundwater 
pumping capacity is defined for the City's groundwater wells as the total well capacity for till 
wells [hat can be accessed during a power outage, or all welis with back-up pnwer. All the City's 
groundwater well pump stations are equipped with backup power; therefore, (he ground water 
pumping capacity in the City rs equal to the total well capacity. 

in addition, AWWA suggests thai the pumping capacity crii er ion lor tha Watet system be 
sufficient to meet maximum day demand within the service area, assuming that gravity storage is 
available. If there is no gravity storage available within ihe service area, the total pumping 
capacity must be equivalent to the larger design demand which in the CityTs case is either 
maximum day demand plus fire flow or peak hour demand, win che ver is greater. 

7.3.1.2 Results 

I he City has gravity storage available within the service area. As a result, ihe pumping capacity 
for the water system must be sufficient to meet the maximum day demand, ' ihe pumping 
capacity analysis indieates that the City's existing fimi groundwater pumping capacity meets the 
pumping capacity criterion for the entire service area during a maximum day demand condition. 
As shown in Table 7- j , the City has a pumping capacity surplus of 1,427 gpm. Table 1A 
summarizes die pumping capacity of each pump station. 

Table 7-3. Evaluation of Total Firm Pumping Capacity and Maximum Day Demand 

P u m p s t a t i o n 

E x i s t i n g F i r m P u m p i n g 

C a p a c i t y , 

g p m 

E n i s l i n g M a x i m u m D a y 

D e m a n d ^ , 

g p m 

G r o u p e t w a t e r W e l l s 4 , G 0 5 ( h > 3 , 1 7 6 

P u m p i n g C a p a c i t y S u r p l u s , g p m 1 , 4 2 7 

" M a x i n i i j n n n a y d e m a n d is 1 9 l i m « i h e n v e r n ^ e ? r t ^ y d e m a n d 

D e i i n e c t a s t h e M a i a c t i v e w e l l c a p a c i t y f n r a l i w e l l s ( h a i c j n f i e m e s s e n d u r i n g a p n v v e r o u t a g e o r a l l w e l l s w i i n b a c k u p 

OOWOf 
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Table 7-4. Summary of Existing Pumping Facilities 

Pump Station Backup Power Sis lus 
Pump 1|a|, 

gpm 
Firm Capacity""', 

gpm 

Well 02 • Active 394 394 
Well 03 • Active 511 511 
Well 04 • Active 605 605 
Well 05 • Active 605 605 

Well 06 Active 670 670 
Well 07 S Active 1,120 1,120 

Well 08 Active 700 700 ' 

Total 4,605 
Pump flow data provided by the City of Milwaukie in Data Request llem 16. 

(6) For groundwater well pumps, the firm groundwater pumping capacity is defined as the total well capacity for all wells that can be 
accessed during a power outage, or all wells with backup power. 

7.3,2 Distribution Pumping Capaci ty 

7.3.2.1 Evaluation. 

The City's water system must be capable of providing the required peak hour demand or 
maximum day plus fire flow demand to each pressure zone. The distribution pump firm capacity 
of each pressure zone is defined as the pumping capacity of each pump station serving the 
pressure zone with the largest pump out of service. If a pump station has a single pump with a 
back-up generator, the pump capacity is included in the firm capacity. However, if the pressure 
zone has gravity storage, the required distribution pump firm capacity can be reduced to equal 
the maximum day demand of the pressure zone. Each pressure zone was analyzed individually 
taking into consideration that all pressure zones must meet the requirements at the same time. 
Table 7-5 summarizes the available capacity by pressure zone. 

7.3.2.2 Results 

Both Zone 1 and Zone 2 have access to gravity storage. As a result, the distribution pump firm 
capacity must be capable of providing the maximum day demand of the pressure zone. As shown 
in Table 7-5, the existing firm capacity of Zone 1 exceeds the existing maximum day demand. 
As a result, the pumping capacity of Zone 1 is sufficient. 

The existing firm capacity of Zone 2 is less than the existing maximum day demand. However, 
the hydraulic model indicates that approximately 668 gpm can be supplied from Zone 1 through 
the W2 pump station during maximum day demand conditions. With this additional pumping 
from Zone 1, the resulting pumping capacity of Zone 2 is sufficient. 
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Both Zone 3 and Zone 4 do not have acccss to gravity storage. As a result. the distri billion pumf) 
firm capacity muni be equal co fJic larger of the required peak hour demand or maximum day plus 
flte How Jema ml. Tablfe 7-5 indicates that the 7-one 3 maximum day plus fire flow demand is 
greater than ihc peak hour demand. When the Zone 3 maximum day plus fire .flotti is compared 
to the ex i s liny linn capacity, the pumping capacity of Zone ? has an existing deficiency of 
L72I gpni. Adding two 1,750 gpm fire flow pumps lo the Zone j pump slat ion would resolve 
this deficiency. 

The exiàtìtìg fimi capai®ty of Zona 4 exceeds the existing maximum day plus fire How demand 
and ihe existing peak hour demand. As a result, (he pumping capacity of Zone 4 is sufficient. 

7,3.3 Critical Pumping Facilities 

Ai! critical pump in g facilities should be equipped with an on-site, siiind-b> power genera I ur 
Cnlieal pumping facilities arc defined as l ho se facilities chai provide service lo pressure Zones 
and/or service areas Without sufficient emergency storage and l hat meet che fo i lowing en term: 

* The largest facility time provides waier io a particular pressure zone and/or service 
area; 

* A fací\ i ly that ppt v i des the so le fia uftjé ú T w b ter to single or multiple |n3fcssui& zones 
and/or service area(s); 

* A faeiiily iliac provides water from key groundwater supply wells fdepends on 
capacity, quality, and location) into a pressure zone and /nr service area. 

As indicated in Table 7-4 and "fable 7-5, all wells, pump stations and treatment facilities are 
equipped with back-up generators ab I e to provide pumping capacity during a power outaye. Due 
to space constraints at the Lava Drive Rooster Pump Station, sev\ mg Zone 4. a dedicated on-site 
back-up generator was not Constructed. A portable generator is stored at che Milwauiie Johnson 
Creek facility and is dedjeated for emergency use only at the Lava Drive Booster Pump Staüon. 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water Sys tem 

7.4 WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

7,4,1 Methodology 

A steady state hydraulic analysis using the City's updated and calibrated hydraulic model 
(discussed in Chapter 6), was conducted to identify areas of the existing water distribution 
system that do not meet the recommended system performance criteria. The results of the 
evaluation of the water distribution system are presented below for the following existing 
demand scenarios: 

• Peak Hour Demand—peak hour demands are met by either flows from the storage 
reservoirs or from the pump stations. A peak hour flow condition was simulated for 
the existing distribution facilities to evaluate their capability to meet this peak hour 
demand condition. 

• Maximum Day Demand plus Fire Flow—to evaluate the system under the maximum 
day demand plus fire flow condition, a two-step analysis was performed. The first 
step used the InfoWater's "Available Fire Flow Analysis" option to determine if the 
minimum pressure and required fire flow could be met with the existing water 
facilities. Fire flow demands were assigned by land use type and simulated at existing 
hydrant locations in each pressure zone. If the analysis indicated that the system 
failed to meet the minimum requirements for pressure and flow, a second analysis 
was performed. The second analysis involved running the model with pipeline 
improvements/system modifications added to the distribution system to eliminate 
previously identified deficiencies. 

As shown in Table 7-1, the City's existing service area peak hour demand was calculated to be 
4,516 gpm (6.5 mgd). This peak hour demand represents a peaking factor of 2.7 times the 
average day demand. During a peak hour condition, a minimum pressure of 40 psi must be 
maintained throughout the system. Maximum head loss per thousand feet of distribution main 
generally should not exceed 10 ft/kft and maximum velocities should not exceed 7 fps. Details of 
system pressures in each of the City's pressure zones as simulated in the model under the peak 
hour demand condition are discussed below. 

Fire flow demands were simulated at various locations within the City's service area to 
determine whether or not the minimum residual pressure criterion of 20 psi within the pressure 
zone could be maintained during a maximum day demand condition with a concurrent fire flow. 
Table 7-6 presents fire flow demand requirements based on land use categories (illustrated in 
Figure 7-2). This fire flow data is also illustrated on Figure 7-3. 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

Table 7-6. City Fire Flow Demand Requirements'"' 

Land Use 
Fire Flow. 

gpm 
Duration, 

hours 

Single-Family Residential'1^ 1,500 2 

Multi-Family Residential 1,500 3 

Institutional'^ 2,000(e) 4 

Industrial/Commercial^' 3,000(e) 4 
(a) Specific fire llows were determined from Table B105.1 of the 2007 OFC, and depend on construction type and fire area. These 

fire flow requirements are based on Institutional and Industriai/Commercial buildings being fully sprinkled. 
(b) Single-Family includes Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential and Moderale Density Residential land use. 
(c| Institutional includes Public and Town Center land uses. 
(d> Industrial/Commercial includes Commercial, Mixed Use and, Industrial land uses. 
(e> Includes a 500 gpm demand for on-site sprinkler flow. 

Pipelines are typically designed to deliver peak hour flows and maximum day demands, plus fire 
flows within acceptable pressure, velocity, and head loss ranges as stated in Chapter 6. 

7,4.2 EVALUATION & RESULTS 

The following addresses the results of the peak hour demand and maximum day demand plus fire 
flow analyses by individual pressure zone. 

7.4,2.1 Piggsms Zopg 

7.4.2, If Peak Hour 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the existing system in Pressure 
Zone 1 can adequately deliver peak hour demands to most of the Zone under the City's minimum 
pressure criteria of 40 psi (see Figure 7-4). System pressures in the zone range from 29 to 74 psi. 
There are two general areas within Zone 1 with pressures below 40 psi. These areas are either 
within a couple of psi of the acceptable range, or are located above the elevation that will support 
a 40 psi pressure given the HGL of Pressure Zone 1. 

• Lake Road (East of 32nd Avenue): Peak hour pressures in this area range from 38 to 
39 psi. Since this pressure is so close to the City minimum requirement, no mitigation 
is recommended. 

• Sparrow Street & River Road: Peak hour pressures along River Road near Wren 
Street range from 29 to 38 psi. Locations near the intersection of Sparrow Road and 
River Road are situated at an elevation of 133.5 feet, which is above the service 
elevation of Zone 1. Because this area is near the Zone 2 boundary, and the pressure 
deficiency is not related to pipeline configuration, West Yost recommends the City 
adjust the pressure zone boundary to include this area in the Zone 2 service area 
(see Figure 7-5). 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

As illustrated on Figure 7-4, the majority of the pipelines in Pressure Zone 1 meet the City's 
head loss criteria of 10 ft/kft. There were several short segments of pipeline that exceeded the 
recommended head loss criteria; however after discussions with the City, it was agreed that these 
segments are located at non-critical locations, thus no mitigation is recommended at this time. 

7.4.2.1.2 Maximum Day plus Fire How Demand 

Before running the maximum day plus fire flow demand analysis, all 4-inch diameter pipelines 
in Zone 1 were upsized to 8-inch diameter pipelines. Forty three pipelines comprising 1,894 
linear feet of pipeline were upsized. 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 1 based on land use. Figure 7-6 
represents the residual pressures at Zone 1 hydrants during maximum day plus fire flow 
conditions. The fire flow simulation results show that many areas in Pressure Zone 1 cannot 
maintain a minimum system pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. Figure 7-7 presents 
the available fire flow at a 20 psi residual throughout Pressure Zone 1 system. Forty four (44) 
hydrants could not meet the minimum flow requirements for each of the associated land uses. 
This represents approximately 27 percent of the modeled hydrants within the pressure zone. 

Approximately 12 percent of the modeled hydrants in Pressure Zone 1 were unable to provide 
even the minimum fire flow of 1,500 gpm. However, when the fire f low demand of 1,500 gpm 
was split between two hydrants, the required residual pressure of 20 psi could be met. These 
locations are illustrated in red on Figure 7-7. 

The required upgrades to the existing system for Zone 1 are extensive, and completion of 
pipeline upgrades for the sole purpose of improving fire flow would be cost prohibitive to the 
existing customers of the City. Therefore, it is not recommended that all of the improvements 
necessary to increase fire flow capacity in the existing water system be identified as projects in 
the City's Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Instead, the improvement projects have been 
prioritized based on the existing water system's size, age, and proximity to public facilities. The 
highest priority projects are mcluded in the CIP and consist of correcting existing fire flow 
deficiencies in areas zoned "public", replacing existing 4-inch diameter water mains constructed 
prior to 1960, and replacing existing 6-inch diameter water mains constructed prior to 1960. 

Figure 7-8 illustrates the location of 4-inch and 6-inch diameter pipelines that were constructed 
prior to 1960. The total length of the 4-inch diameter pipeline prior to 1960 is 10 feet. The total 
length of the 6-inch diameter pipeline prior to 1960 is 15,126 lineal feet. The maximum day plus 
fire flow demand analysis was rerun after upsizing these 4-inch and 6-inch diameter pipelines to 
8-inch diameter pipelines. Figure 7-9 illustrates the residual pressures within Zone 1 under these 
pipeline improvements. As illustrated in Figure 7-9, there are few less areas that could not meet 
the minimum required fire flow while maintaining the minimum 20 psi residual pressure. West 
Yost recommends the City improve the fire flow requirement in these areas once the capital 
improvement program is in place in the future. Figure 7-10 presents the available fire flow at a 
20 psi residual during maximum day plus fire flow demand condition with the upsizing of 4-inch 
and 6-inch diameter pipelines prior to 1960 to 8-inch diameter pipelines. 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

Hydrants serving areas zoned "public" were evaluated to insure they could meet the required fire 
flow of 2,000 gpm (Figure 7-7). One hydrant in Zone 1 was unable to meet this requirement. The 
recommended improvements are as follows: 

• Upsize approximately 320 feet of 6-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter pipeline 
from the hydrant location to Willard Street. See Figure 7-11. 

7.4.2.2 Pressure Zone 2 

7.4.2.2.1 Peak Hour 

During a peak hour demand condition, results mdicate that the existing system in Pressure 
Zone 2 is adequate to deliver peak hour demands under the City's minimum pressure criteria of 
40 psi (see Figure 7-12). Pressures within Pressure Zone 2 ranged from 40 to 114 psi. Those 
locations with pressures greater than 100 psi are located below the minimum service elevation of 
Zone 2. This includes SE Whitcomb Avenue between Short Street and Oatfield Road. 

As illustrated on Figure 7-12, the majority of the pipelines in Pressure Zone 2 meet the City's 
head loss criteria of 10 ft/kft. There were several short segments of pipeline that exceeded the 
recommended head loss criteria; however, after discussions with the City, it was agreed that 
these segments are located at non-critical locations, thus no mitigation is recommended at this 
time. 

7.4 2.2.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Before running the maximum day plus Fire flow demand analysis, all 4-inch diameter pipelines 
in Zone 2 were upsized to 8-inch diameter pipelines; 296 pipelines comprising 28,358 linear feet 
of pipeline were upsized. 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 2 based on land use. Figure 7-13 
represents the residual pressures at Zone 2 hydrants during maximum day plus fire flow 
conditions. The Fire flow simulation results show that many areas in Pressure Zone 2 cannot 
maintain a minimum system pressure of 20 psi under the required Fire flow. Figure 7-14 presents 
the available Fire flow at a 20 psi residual throughout Pressure Zone 2. Thirty-eight (38) hydrants 
of the 504 hydrants modeled could not meet the minimum flow requirements for each of the 
associated land uses. This represents approximately eight percent of the hydrants within the 
pressure zone. Approximately six percent of the modeled hydrants in Pressure Zone 2 were 
unable to provide even the minimum fire flow of 1,500 gpm. However, when the 1,500 gpm fire 
flow demand was split between two hydrants, the required residual pressure of 20 psi could 
be met. These locations are illustrated in red on Figure 7-14. 

The required upgrades to the existing system for Zone 2 are extensive, and completion of 
pipeline upgrades for the sole purpose of improving fire flow would be cost prohibitive to the 
existing customers of the City. Therefore, it is not recommended that all the improvements 
necessary to increase fire flow capacity in the existing water system be identified as projects in 
the City's CIP. Instead, the improvement projects have been prioritized based on the existing 
water system's size, age, and proximity to public facilities. The highest priority projects are 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

included in the CIP and consist of correcting existing fire flow deficiencies in areas zoned 
"public", replacing existing 4-inch diameter water mains constructed prior to 1960, and replacing 
existing 6-inch diameter water mains constructed prior to 1960. Figure 7-8 illustrates the location 
of any existing 6-inch diameter water mains constructed prior to 1960. The total length of the 
6-inch diameter pipeline prior to 1960 is 49,373 lineal feet. The total length of the 4-inch 
diameter pipeline prior to 1960 is 10,582 lineal feet. These 4-inch and 6-inch diameter pipelines 
were upsized to 8-inch diameter pipelines, and reran in the hydraulic model. Figure 7-15 presents 
the residual pressures within Zone 2 under these pipeline improvements, and Figure 7-16 
presents the available fire flow at 20 psi residual pressure. 

Hydrants serving areas zoned "public' ' were evaluated to insure they could meet the required fire 
flow of 2,000 gpm (Figure 7-14). Two hydrants in Zone 2 were unable to meet this requirement. 
The recommended improvements are as follows: 

• Upsize approximately 600 feet of 6-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter pipeline 
and upsize approximately 95 feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter 
pipeline in the area to the west of Flavel Drive (see Figure 7-17). 

7 . 4 . 2 . 3 P r e s s u r e Z o n e 3 

7.4.2.3 1 Peak Hour 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the existing system in Pressure 
Zone 3 could adequately deliver peak hour demands under the City 's minimum pressure criteria 
of 40 psi (see Figure 7-18). System pressures within the pressure zone ranged from 65 to 88 psi. 

Head losses and velocities in Pressure Zone 3 meet the City design criteria of not more than 
10 ft/kft and 7 fps, respectively. 

7.4.2.3.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Before running a maximum day plus fire flow demand analysis, all 4-inch diameter pipelines in 
Zone 3 were upsized to 8-inch diameter pipelines. Forty-five pipelines comprising 6,683 linear 
feet of pipeline were upsized. 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 3 based on land use. Figure 7-19 
represents the residual pressures at Zone 3 hydrants during maximum day plus fire flow 
conditions. The fire flow simulation results show that many areas in Pressure Zone 3 cannot 
maintain a minimum system pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. 

Figure 7-20 presents the available fire flow at a 20 psi residual throughout the Pressure Zone 3 
system. Eight (8) of the 47 hydrants modeled could not meet the minimum flow requirements for 
each of the associated land uses. This represents approximately 17 percent of the hydrants within 
the pressure zone. Approximately 15 percent of the modeled hydrants in Pressure Zone 3 were 
unable to provide a minimum fire flow of 1,500 gpm at the required residual pressure of 20 psi. 
However, when the 1,500 gpm fire flow demand was split between two hydrants, the required 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

residual pressure of 20 psi could be met, with the exception of two locations, shown on 
Figure 7-20. 

With the previously recommended addition of two 1,750 gpm fire flow pumps to the Zone 3 
pump station, the fire flow simulation results indicate that the existing system in Pressure Zone 3 
is able to meet the required residual pressure of 20 psi under maximum day plus fire flow 
demand conditions, see Figure 7-21. 

The required upgrades to the existing system for Zone 3 are extensive, and completion of 
pipeline upgrades for the sole purpose of improving fire flow would be cost prohibitive to the 
existing customers of the City. Therefore, it is not recommended that all the improvements 
necessary to increase fire flow capacity in the existing water system be identified as projects in 
the City's CIP. Instead, the improvement projects have been prioritized based on the size and age 
of the existing pipelines. The highest priority projects are included in the CIP and consist of 
correcting existing fire flow deficiencies by replacing existing 4-inch diameter water mains 
constructed prior to 1960 (2,975 lineal feet) followed by 6-inch diameter water mains 
constructed prior to 1960 (5,329 lineal feet) with 8-inch diameter pipelines. Figure 7-22 presents 
the available fire flow at 20 psi residual pressure with the new pumps and pipeline upgrades. 

Figure 7-8 illustrates the location of 4-inch and 6-inch diameter pipelmes that were constructed 
prior to 1960. 

7.4.2.4 Pressure Zone 4 

7.4.2.4.1 Peak Hour 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the existing system in Pressure 
Zone 4 is adequate to deliver peak hour demands under the City's minimum pressure criteria of 
40 psi (see Figure 7-22). System pressures in Pressure Zone 4 range from 60 to 97 psi. 

Head losses in Pressure Zone 4 meet the City's maximum design criteria of 10 ft/kft. 

7.4.2.4 2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Before running maximum day plus fire flow demand analysis, all 4-inch diameter pipelines in 
Zone 4 were upsized to 8-inch diameter pipelines. There were only two pipelines comprising 
12 linear feet, so no pipelines were upsized. 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 4 based on land use type. 
Figure 7-23 represents the residual pressures at Zone 4 hydrants during maximum day plus fire 
flow conditions. Results indicate that the existing system in Pressure Zone 4 is able to meet the 
required residual pressure of 20 psi under maximum day plus fire flow demand. 

Figure 7-8 illustrates the location of 6-inch diameter pipelines that were constructed prior to 
1960. The total length of the 6-inch diameter pipeline prior to 1960 is 361 lineal feet. 
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Chapter 7 
Evaluation of Existing Water System 

7 5 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS FOR EXISTING POTABLE WATER 
SYSTEM 

The recommended improvements needed to eliminate deficiencies identified in the analysis of 
the existing distribution systems are summarized below. 

7.5.1 Water Storage 

Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve on each of the three reservoirs to 
prevent drainage after a significant earthquake. 

7.5.2 Pump Stations 

The addition of two 1,750 gpm fire flow pumps to the Zone 3 pump station, to resolve the City's 
firm pumping capacity deficiency, and to assist Zone 3 in meeting its fire flow requirements. 

7.5.3 Pipelines 

The following improvements are recommended: 

Peak Hour Improvements 

• Reconfigure a portion of the Southwest comer of Pressure Zone 1 so that it is served 
by Pressure Zone 2. Construct approximately 450 feet of 8-inch diameter pipeline 
from existing 8-inch diameter pipeline along Kellogg Lake Apartments to SE River 
Road. Isolate 6-inch diameter pipeline along SE 22" Avenue from Zone 1. The exact 
locations to isolate this pipeline should be verified by City field staff. 

Fire Flow Improvements in Areas Zoned "Public" 

• Upsize approximately 320 feet of existing 6-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter 
pipeline from the hydrant to Willard Street in Zone 1. 

• Upsize approximately 600 feet of existing 6-inch diameter pipeline to 8-inch diameter 
pipeline and upsize approximately 95 feet of existing 4-mch diameter pipeline to 
8-inch diameter pipeline in the area to the west of Flavel Drive in Zone 2 

Fire Flow Improvements to 4" Pipelines Constructed Prior to 1960 

• Replace approximately 10 lineal feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline in pressure Zone 1 
with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure 7-8. 

• Replace approximately 10,582 lineal feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 2 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure 7-8. 

• Replace approximately 2,975 lineal feet of 4-inch diameter pipeline in pressure 
Zone 3 with 8-inch diameter pipeline, see Figure 7-8. 
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CHAPTER 8 
Evaluation of Future Water System 

This chapter presents an evaluation of the City's future water distribution system (see Figure 8-1) 
and its capability to meet the recommended performance and planning criteria for the City under 
future demand conditions. The evaluation includes an analysis of water storage capacity, 
pumping capacity and the future distribution system's capacity to meet recommended 
operational and design criteria. 

The future system analysis was conducted by West Yost using the City's buildout hydraulic 
model. In addition to including all of the projected buildout demands, the buildout model also 
incorporates any improvements identified through the evaluation of the existing system 
(see Section 7.5, Chapter 7). This allows for any identified deficiency to be associated with the 
buildout configuration and not the existing system configuration. 

The evaluations, findings, and recommendations for addressing the identified water system 
deficiencies at buildout are organized by pressure zone. A description of the recommended CIP 
to implement the recommended improvements, including an estimate of construction costs, is 
provided in Chapter 9. 

8.1 FUTURE WATER DEMANDS 

8,1.1 City of Mifwaukte Buildout 

Projected water demands at buildout for the City were calculated by multiplying the 
recommended unit demands factors (see Table 4-7) by the additional developed acreage 
projected to occur within the City limit boundary. These vacant parcels are shown on Figure 8-2. 
Table 8-1 summarizes the additional buildout demands by land use type. Table 8-2 summarizes 
the additional buildout demands by Pressure Zone. 

Table 8-1. Additional Buildout Demand for the City of Milwaukie(a> 

City Lanci Use Category 

Additional 
Acreage to be 
Developed'6' 

Normalized Unit 
Demand 

Factor, gpd.'acre 

Additional 
Demand, 

gpd 

Additional 
Demand, 

gpm 

Low Density (LD) 41.0 1,093 44,813 31.1 

Moderate Density (MD) 6.9 1,156 7,976 5.5 

Medium Density (MED.D) 13.9 1,813 25,201 17.5 

High Density (HD) 6.2 865 5,363 3.7 

Commercial (C) 0.1 1,317 132 0.1 

Mixed Use (C/HD) 2.0 947 1,883 1.3 

Industrial (I) 11.9 952 11,329 7.9 

Town Center (TC) 8.3 1,372 11,388 7,9 

Total 90.3 108,084 75.1 
(s) Based on city parcel da la provided by the City in Hem 001 - Mi lwaukie Geodatabase. Does not include UAFW, est imated al 11%. 
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Chapter 8 
Evaluation of Future Water System 

Table 8-3. Future Demand for Dual Interest Areas A and B(a) 

Dual Isteresi Area A Duai Interest Area B 

Cily L a i d Use 
Calegory Acres'3' 

Normalized 
Unii 

Demand 
Facto*, güd 

facro 

Additional 
Demand, 

gpd 

Additional 
Demand, 

9 pm Acres'3 ' 

Woimaiized 
Unit 

Demand 
Factor, gpd 

/acne 

Additional 
Demand, 

gpd 

Additional 
Demand, 

gpm 

Low Density (LD) 124.7 1,093 136,297 94.7 97.0 1,093 106,021 73.6 

Medium Density 
(MEO.D) 2.3 1,813 4,170 2.9 0.0 1,813 0 0.0 

Commercial (C) 1.9 1,317 2,502 1.7 0.0 1,317 0 0.0 

Industrial (1) 12.8 952 12,186 8.5 0.0 952 0 0.0 

Total: 141.7 155,155 107.7 97.0 106,021 73.6 

Based on city parcel data provided by the City in Item 001 - Milwaukie Geodatabase Total acreage includes 9.4 and 17.7 acres of 
vacant acreage for Dual Interest Area A and B respectively. Does not include UAFW. estimated at 11%. 

Table 8-4 summarizes the future demand for each of the City's pressure zones. This future 
demand consists of existing demand, buildout demand and demand from Dual Interest Areas A 
and B. Based on the service elevations and proximity to the existing City's water system, both 
Dual Interest Areas will be served by Pressure Zone 2. 

Table 8-4. Future Demand for the City 

Buildout Demand, gpm 
Buildout + Dual Intóresi 

Arsa s A &nd B Demand^, gpjm 

Pressure 
Zone/Area 

Average 
Day 

Demand 

Maximum 
Day 

Demand 
Peak Hour 
Demand'1^ 

Average 
Day 

Demand 

Maximum 
Day 

Demand 
Peak Hour 
Demand 

1 324 616 875 324 616 875 I 
2 1,260 2,394 3,402 1,461 2,776 3,945 
3 121 230 327 121 230 327 

4 52 99 140 52 99 140 

Total 1,757 3,339 4,744 1,958 3,721 5,287 
l>) Dual Interest Areas A and B will be served by Pressure Zone 2. 
(b) Maximum day demand is 1.9 times the average day demand. 
(c) Peak hour demand is 2.7 times the average day demand. 
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Chapter 8 
Eyaluation of Future Water System 

8 2 WATER STORAGE CAPACITY 
5.2.1 Evaluation 

There Eire two gaumd-level reservoirs and one elevated storage [¿ink in the City's water system. 
Together, the .storage will he sufficient to meet the City water system's operational, equalization, 
fire flow, and emergency storage criteria. The volumes required for each of these storage 
components are presented in Chapter 6 and are summarized below: 

* Op era ti o n a 1 S torsige: Because the City's treatment pi ants and booster pumping 
stations are capable of operating as long as necessary dwnng the maximum demand 
period, there is no need toe dedicated operational storage within i he City's 
distribution system. 

* jEqualizat ion S lotsags: 25 pencant of ttiax irrium day d emand; 

* Emergency Storage: 100 percent of average day demand; and 

* Fiie Flow Storage: Per ihe Clackamas Fine District #1, tire flow storage is equivalent 
to the maximum fire flow in the pressure zone rmii tip lied by the required duration. 
For Zones 1, 2 and 3, a firte How of 2T5U0 gpm for a duration of 4 hours 
t Indus trial ••Commercial > was assumed for this analysis. This fine flow rate is less than 
(he 3,00i.l gpm listed in Table 7-6 (City,Fire Flow R e q u i r e m e n t s ) in that the 500 gpm 
for fire sprinklers is not included in the storage calculation. For Zone 4, a fire flow of 
1,50a gpm for a duration of 3 hours (Multi-Family Residential) was assumed tor this 
analysts. 

Because the City's water supply includes welis, the groundwater basin can account tor a portion 
of the recommended water storage and system peaking capacity in the form of a groundwater 
credit. Tlic emergency storage credit reflects only groundwater supply which can be reliably 
accessed when tieeded (f,s. only wells equipped with auxiliary power). The maximum credit is 
equal to the required emergency storage capacity. 

8.2.2 Results 

The existing storage facilities have been evaluated to determine whether they have sufficieni 
capacity to provide the required operational, fire flow, and emergency storage. The City 
currently has 6,0 M & of water storage as shown in Table S-i. 

8 . 2 , 2 . 1 S i i i l d o o t 

The City has suff icient storage in the system to accommodate builtlout demand, as shown m 
Table 8-5. Although it is desirable for each pressure ¿one to have its own gravity sioragt;, this is 
not always feasible, especially with small pressure /ones or pressure zones thai have in adequate 
elevation for a storage site- In (hi:St; eases, sharing storage between pressure zones is allowed 
provided there is a way K) convey the required water into the adjacent pressure zone via pressure 
reducing valves or pump stations In the case of a pump station, it is also desirable to provide 
reliable pumping capacity necessary to deliver [he storage provided in the adjacent 
pressure zone. 

W E 5 1 V O S 1 A S S O C I A T E S tM City a t Milwoukie 
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Table 8-5. Summary of Storage Requirements: Bulldout 

Pressure Zeri e Storage Facility 

Existing 
Reservoir 
Capacity 

MG 
tqua ligation, 

MG'*' 

Required Storage Capacity 

Fire Flow, Emergency, 
MGlb| MG':t' 

Subtotal. 
MG 

Potential 
Groundwater 

Storage Credits, 
MG|d> 

Totaj Required 
Storage, 

MG 

Storage Surplus 
•(Deficiency), 

MG 
Zone 1 Concrete Reservoir 1.50 0.22 0.60 0.47 1.29 2.17 w 0.82 0.68 
Zone 2 Elevated Reservoir 1.50 0.86 0.60 1.81 3.28 3.49 <di 1.46 0.04 
Zone 3 Stanley Reservoir 3.00 0.08 0.60 0.17 0.86 0.96 ,d) 0.68 2.32 
Zone 4 None 0.00 0.04 0.27 0.08 0.38 0.00 0.38 (0.38) 

System Total 6.00 6.62 3.35 

Based on 25 percent of maximum day demand. 

r ' Fire (lows based on 4 hr duration x 2,500 gpm sprinklered flow for Industrial/Commercial for Zones 1, 2 and 3 and a 3 hr duration x 1,500 gpm Multi-Family Residential for Zone 4. 
Ic) Based on 100 percent of average day demand. 
(a| Groundwater storage credit is equal to 100% of the total pumping capacity for active wells with backup power. Groundwater storage credit can be used to offset required emergency storage only. 
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Chapter 8 
Evaluation of F u t i l e Water Sys tem 

8.3 PUMPfNG CAPACITY 

8.3.1 Groundwater Pumping Capacity 

0.3.1.1 Evaluation 

The City's pumping capacity was evaluated to assess its nbiJily to deliver a reliable tinn capacity 
to the existing service area, A W W A Manual 31 Di&Uihutjnn System Kcttuiicmenis for Fire 
Protection" suggests I hat a standby pump and reliable power be provided to each pump station. 
$ Lnee a standby pump for groundwiner well pumps i -. no'i pi.itiii . i l 1 lie li i m jj round1water 
pumping capacity is defined for the City's groundwater wells Ihc tots) well capa< u.' !"i mil 
wells that can he accessed during a powi'i outage • ill wells ••i.rli hi» kuppowct \ i l (he Cily' j 
groundwater well pump stations are equipped wtth hack-up power, therefore, the groundwater 
pumping capacity in the City is equal to the total Well ^ oparily 

In addition, A W W A suggests that the pumping capaL-ii> crtlenon lot the vA.ner system be 
sufficient to meet maximum day demand within the scrvicc area, assuming that gravity storage is 
available. I f there is no gravity storage available wiihin the service ansa, the lotnl pumping 
capacity must he equivalent lo the larger design demand, which in the City's case is sillier 
maximum day demand plus tire flow or peak hout demand, whichev er is greater 

8.3.1.2 Bsiulls 

The City has graviiy storage available within die service area \s a result, the pumping capacity 
for the water system must be sufficient to meet the maximum Jay detnaml 1 lie pumping 
capacity analysis indicates tftat the City's etisimg, firm groundwater pumping capacity meets the 
pumping capacity criterion for the entire service area dunng a maximum day demand condition 
Table S-7 summarizes the pumping capacity of each pump station ^ shown in fable the 
City has a pumping capacity surplus t>f 1,266 gpm tor (lie Buddout System. The BtliMout plus 
the Dual Interest Areas A and B system has a pumping capacity surplus oTSK4 gpm 

As outlined in Chapter 4. addition of the L'CiMA. excluding the Dual Interest Areas, (o ihc t ityN 
•a;:lt syiiciM would iriLiease wiwt demand by appr^ximnlcK 4 S mgd; nearly innhiiL'. the ( ' i ( y \ 
currvitt water demand. Because o f this sizeable increase, ihc City Would have to make 
significant investment to construct additional welLs to increase supply and pumping facilities lo 
distribute (he water to the U C M A . As shown in Table N-Rr by providing water service to ihc 
U G M A , the City would have a pumping capacity deficiency o f 4,631 gpm. The City'a future 
groundwater pumping capacity could be increased by the construction Of Additional groundwater 
we 11 which would require increasing water lights. For example, the groundwater pumping 
capacity deficiency could be corrected with the addition often new 500 gpm groundwater wells 
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Chapter 8 
Evaluation of Future Water System 

Table 8-7. Summary of Existing Pumping Facilities 
1 

Pump Station Backup Power Status 
Pump 1(a>, 

gpm 
Firm Capacity'111, 

gpm 

City Water 
Rights1", 

gpm 

Well 02 y Active 394 394 557 

Well 03 y Active 511 511 585 

Well 04 y Active 605 605 538 

Well 05 y Active 605 605 718 

Well 06 y Active 670 670 809 

Well 07 y Active 1,120 1,120 1,198 

Well 08 y Active 700 700 727 

Total 4,605 
(8) Pump flow data provided by the City of Milwaukie in Data Request Item 16. 
|b| For groundwater well pumps, Ihe firm groundwater pumping capacity is defined as the tolal well capacity for all wells thai can be 

accessed during a power outage, or all wells with backup power. 
(c) Based on data provided by City in Item 014. 

Table 8-8. Evaluation of Total Firm Pumping Capacity and Maximum Day Demand 

Pump Station 

Existing Firm 
Pumping 
Ca paci ly, 

gpm 

City Water 
Rights1* 

gpm 

Buiidout 
Maximum Day 

Demand(t)1. 
gpm 

Buitdoui + Dual 
Interest Areas A 
and B Maximum 

Day Demand, 
gpm 

UGMA. 
Maximum Day 

Demand 
( deficiency}, 

gpm 
Groundwater Wens 4,605w I 5,132 3,339 3,721 9,236 

Pumping Capacity 
Surplus, gpm 

1,266 884 (4,631) 

(ä) Based on dala provided by City in Item 014. 
(b) Maximum day demand is 1.9 times the average day demand. 
(c) Defined as the total active well capacity for all wells that can be accessed during a power outage, or all wells with backup power. 

8.3.2 Distribution Pumping Capacity 

a . 3 . 2 . 1 Evaluation 

This evaluation was conducted assuming all recommendations made in the existing system 
chapter (Chapter 7) have been implemented. The City's water system must be capable of 
providing the required peak hour demand or maximum day plus fire flow demand to each 
pressure zone. The distribution pump firm capacity of each pressure zone is defined as the 
pumping capacity of each pump station serving the pressure zone with the largest pump out of 
service. If a pump station has a single pump with a backup generator, the pump capacity is 
included in the firm capacity. However, if the pressure zone has gravity storage, the required 
distribution pump firm capacity can be reduced to equal the maximum day demand of the 
pressure zone. Each pressure zone was analyzed individually taking into consideration that all 
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Chapter 8 
Evaluation of Future Watei System 

pressure zones must meet the require men is at the sum e time. Tables and S-iO summarize the 
•vallatile capacity by pressure zone for the two fu lure scenarios. 

5,3,2,2 Resulti; 

Both Zone 1 and Zone 2 have access to gravity storage. As a result, the distribution pump firm 
capacity must be capable o f providing the maximum day demand of the pressure zone. As shown 
in Tabic ¡8-9 and Table 8-1 (ft the tlrm capacity of Zone 1 exceeds the maximum day demand with 
addition of the Bud do Ul and Dual interest Areas A and B scenarios. As a result, the pumping 
capacity is sufficient to serve Zone I fur Lire development comi ¡Hons. 

The firm capacity of Zone 2 is ìéss than the maximum day demand under both the Rujldout and 
Dual Interest Areas A and B scenarios. However, the hydraulic model indicates that 
approximately 641.1 gpm can he supplied from Zone I through the W2 pump station and iOO gpm 
can be supplied from Zone 3 through the W6 pump station during maximum day demand 
conditions. With this additional pumping from Zone I and Zone V ¡lie resulting pumping 
capacity is sufficient to serve Zone 2 future development conditions. 

Both Zone i and Zone -I do not have access to gravity sto rag c. As a result, the distribuì ion pump 
firm capacity must be equal to the larger of the required peak hour demand or maximum day plus 
fire flow demand. The maximum day plus fire tlow demand is greaier than the peak hour 
demand in both ¿ones. As a result, the distribution finn capacity of Zone 3 and Zone 4 must he 
equal to the maximum day plus tire flow demand. 

As discussed in Chapter 7, two 1/7 50 gpm pumps are recommended to be tns tal led m Zone 3 to 
meet existing pumping deficiencies in Zone 3, Assuming that these improvements have been 
made. Table 8-9 and Table confirm that the firm capacity of Zone ? exceeds the maximum 
day plus fire flow demand with addition of the Buddout and Dual Interest Areas A and B 
scenarios. As a result, the pumping capacity is sufficient to serve Zone 3 future development 
conditions 

1'he turn capacity of Zone 4 exceeds the maximum day plus fire flow demand with addition of 
the Umidorit and Dual Interest Areas A and B scenarios. As a result, the pumping capacity of 
Zone 4 is sufficient to serve Zone 4 fu Lure develop] nenl. 
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Chapter 6 
Evaluation of Future Water System 

8.3.3 Critical Pumping Facilities 

All critical pumping facilities should be equipped with an on-site, stand-by power generator. 
Critical pumping facilities are defined as those facilities that provide service to pressure zones 
and/or service areas without sufficient emergency storage and that meet the following criteria: 

• The largest facility that provides water to a particular pressure zone and/or service 
area; 

• A facility that provides the sole source of water to single or multiple pressure zones 
and/or service area(s); 

• A facility that provides water from key groundwater supply wells (depends on 
capacity, quality, and location) into a pressure zone and /or service area. 

All wells, pump stations and treatment facilities are equipped with back-up power generators to 
provide pumping capacity during a power outage. The Lava Drive Booster Pump Station lacks 
an on-site generator. Due to space constraints at the Lava Drive Booster Pump Station, serving 
Zone 4, a dedicated on-site back-up generator was not constructed. A portable generator is stored 
at the Milwaukie Johnson Creek facility and is dedicated for emergency use only at the Lava 
Drive Booster Pump Station. 

B.4 WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 

3.4.1 Methodology 

A steady state hydraulic analysis using the model, as discussed in Chapter 6, was conducted to 
identify areas of the existing water distribution system that do not meet the recommended system 
performance criteria. The results of the evaluation of the water distribution system are presented 
below for the following existing demand scenarios; 

• Peak Hour Demand—peak hour demands are met by either flows from the storage 
reservoirs or from the pump stations. A peak hour flow condition was simulated for 
the existing distribution facilities to evaluate their capability to meet this peak hour 
demand condition. 

• Maximum Day Demand plus Fire Flow—to evaluate the system under the maximum 
day demand plus fire flow condition, a two-step analysis was performed. The first 
step used the InfoWater's "Available Fire Flow Analysis" option to determine if the 
minimum pressure and required fire flow could be met with the existing water 
facilities. Fire flow demands were assigned by land use type and simulated at existmg 
hydrant locations in each pressure zone. If the analysis indicated that the system 
failed to meet the minimum requirements for pressure and flow, a second analysis 
was performed. The second analysis involved running the model with pipeline 
improvements/system modifications added to the distribution system to eliminate 
previously identified deficiencies. 
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Chapter 8 
Evaluation of Future Water System 

As shown in Table 8-4, the City's existing service area peak hour demand was calculated to be 
4,744 gpm for the buildout system and 5,287 for the buildout system plus Dual Interest Areas A 
and B, This peak hour demand represents a peaking factor of 2.7 times the average day demand. 
During a peak hour condition, a minimum pressure of 40 psi must be maintained throughout the 
system. Maximum head loss per thousand feet of distribution main generally should not exceed 
10 ft/kft and maximum velocities should not exceed 7 fps. Details of system pressures in each of 
the City's pressure zones as simulated in the model under the peak hour demand condition are 
discussed below. 

Fire flow demands were simulated at various locations within the City's service area to 
determine whether or not the minimum residual pressure criterion of 20 psi within the pressure 
zone could be maintained during a maximum day demand condition with a concurrent fire flow. 
Table 8-11 presents fire flow demand requirements based on land use categories. This fire flow 
data is also illustrated on Figure 8-3. 

Table 8-11 
I 

. City Fire Flow Demand Requirements'3' 
I 

Land Use Fire Flow, gpm Dural Ion, hours 
i i 

Single-Family Residential1 ' 1,500 2 
Multi-Family Residential 1,500 3 
Institutional10' 2,000{d) 4 
Industrial/Commercial'®' 3,000(d) 4 
(a) Specific fire flows were determined from Table B105.1 of the 2007 OFC, and depend on construction type and building square 

foolage (fire area). The fire flow requirements for Institutional and Industrial/Commercial buildings assume these building types 
are fully sprinkled. 

|h| Single-Family includes Low Density Residential, Medium Density Residential and Moderate Density Residential land use. 
Institutional includes Public and Town Center land uses. 

|d| Includes a 500 gpm demand for on-site sprinkler flow. 
|e| Industrial/Commercial includes Commercial, Mixed Use and, Industrial land uses. 

Pipelines are typically designed to deliver peak hour flows and maximum day demands plus fire 
flows within acceptable pressure, velocity, and head loss ranges as stated in Chapter 6. 

3.4.2 Evaluation and Results 

The following addresses the results of the peak hour demand and maximum day demand plus fire 
flow analyses by individual pressure zone for the Buildout plus Dual Interest Areas A and B 
system. 

8.4.2.1 D K I S SUITS Zone 1: ijiuiiinjot fry^r.-n- g LJS I juaj Interest ¿ rega A a n d B 

Because Dual Interest Areas A and B are not served by Pressure Zone 1, there was no difference 
in the analysis results between the buildout and buildout plus Dual Interest Areas A and B 
systems. The analysis for Pressure Zone 1 was conducted assuming all existing system 
recommendations made in Chapter 7 have been implemented. 
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Chapter 8 
Evaluation of Future Water System 

8.4.2.1.1 Peak Hour 

During a peak hour demand condition, results indicate that the existing infrastructure and 
distribution system in Pressure Zone l can adequately deliver peak hour demands to most of the 
Zone under the City's minimum pressure criteria of 40 psi (see Figure 8-4). System pressures in 
the zone range from 36 to 74 psi. The locations with pressures below 40 psi are within 5 psi of 
the acceptable range, so no mitigation is recommended at this time. As illustrated on Figure 8-4, 
essentially all of the pipelines in Pressure Zone 1 meet the City's head loss criteria of 10 ft/kft. 

There were several short segments of pipeline that exceeded the recommended head loss criteria. 
After discussions with the City, it was agreed that these segments are located at non-critical 
locations, thus no mitigation is recommended at this time. 

8.4.2.1.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone I based on land use. The fire 
flow simulation results show that many areas in Pressure Zone I cannot maintain a minimum 
system pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. The results of this analysis are shown on 
Figures 8-5 and 8-6. Figure 8-6 presents the available fire flow at a 20 psi residual throughout the 
Pressure Zone 1 system. Thirteen (13) hydrants could not meet the minimum flow requirement. 
This represents approximately eight percent of the modeled hydrants within the pressure zone. 
Approximately two percent of the modeled hydrants in Pressure Zone 1 were unable to provide a 
minimum fire flow of 1,500 gpm at the required residual pressure of 20 psi. However, when the 
fire flow demand was split between two hydrants, the required residual pressure of 20 psi could 
be met. Because it was assumed that all recommended existing system improvements have been 
implemented, these results were an improvement over those in Chapter 7. 

8.4.2.2 Pressure Zone 2: Builriout System 

The analysis for Pressure Zone 2 was conducted assuming all existing system recommendations 
made in Chapter 7 have been implemented. 

8.4:2.2.1 Peak Hour 

The results of the peak hour demand analysis by including the Buildout scenario did not differ 
significantly from the existing system analysis performed in Chapter 7. The results indicate that 
the existing infrastructure and distribution system in Pressure Zone 2 is adequate to deliver peak 
hour demands under the City's minimum pressure criteria of 40 psi (see Figure 8-7). Also, 
essentially all of the pipelines in Pressure Zone 2 meet the City's head loss criteria of 10 ft/kft, as 
illustrated in Figure 8-7. 

8.4.2.2.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 2 based on land use. The fire 
flow simulation results show that many areas in Pressure Zone 2 cannot maintain a minimum 
system pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. The results of this analysis are shown on 
Figures 8-8 and 8-9. Figure 8-9 presents the available fire flow at a 20 psi residual throughout 
Pressure Zone 2. Twenty-eight (28) hydrants of the 504 hydrants modeled could not meet the 
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Evaluation of Future Water System 

minimum flow requirement. This represents approximately six percent of the hydrants within the 
pressure zone. Approximately five percent of the modeled hydrants in Pressure Zone 2 were 
unable to provide a minimum fire flow of 1,500 gpm at the required residual pressure of 20 psi. 
However, when the fire flow demand was split between two hydrants, the required residual 
pressure of 20 psi could be met. Because it was assumed that all recommended existing system 
improvements have been implemented, these results were an improvement over those in 
Chapter 7. 

8-4.2.3 Pressure Zone 2: Buiidout plus Dual Interest Areas A and B System 

The analysis for Pressure Zone 2 was generally conducted assuming all existing system 
recommendations made in Chapter 7 have been implemented. The peak hour demand analysis 
was also completed without the improvements identified m Chapter 7. 

8.4.2.3.1 Peak Hour 

The results of the peak hour demand analysis by including the Buildout plus Dual Interest Areas 
A and' B scenario did not differ significantly from the existing system analysis performed m 
Chapter 7. The results indicate that the buildout system plus Dual Interest Areas A and B in 
Pressure Zone 2 is adequate to deliver peak hour demands under the City's minimum pressure 
criteria of 40 psi (see Figure 8-10). This is the case even if the improvements recommended in 
Chapter 7 are not included. Also the majority of the pipelines in Pressure Zone 2 meet the City's 
head loss criteria of 10 ft/kft, as illustrated in Figure 8-10. 

8.4.2.3.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 2 based on land use, The fire 
flow simulation results show that many areas in Pressure Zone 2 cannot mamtain a minimum 
system pressure of 20 psi under the required fire flow. The results of this analysis are shown on 
Figures 8-11 and 8-12. Figure 8-12 presents the available fire flow at a 20 psi residual 
throughout Pressure Zone 2. Thirty-four (34) hydrants of the 504 hydrants modeled could not 
meet the minimum flow requirement. This represents approximately seven percent of the 
hydrants within the pressure zone. Approximately five percent of the modeled hydrants in 
Pressure Zone 2 were unable to provide a minimum fire flow of 1,500 gpm at the required 
residual pressure of 20 psi. However, when the fire flow demand was split between two hydrants, 
the required residual pressure of 20 psi could be met. Because it was assumed that all 
recommended existing system improvements have been implemented, these results were an 
improvement over those in Chapter 7. 

Dual Interest Areas A and B will be annexed into Pressure Zone 2, the following recommended 
improvements are required for the future system in Pressure Zone 2. 
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Dual Interest Area A 

• To serve Dual Interest Area A, CRW has an 12-inch diameter water line in SE 
Linnwood Avenue, 8-inch and a 6-inch diameter pipelines in SE Hollywood Avenue 
that form a loop with the rest of their system. Without additional analysis of their 
system, it is not clear whether CRW would be willing to transfer ownership of these 
lines to the City when the area is annexed to the City. New 8-inch lines are included 
at this time to serve the area. West Yost has assumed installation of approximately 
6,060 linear feet of 8-inch diameter DI pipeline as shown on Figure 8-13 to provide 
backbone infrastructure to this new area. 

Dual Interest Area B 

• To serve Dual Interest Area B, CRW has an 8-inch diameter water line in SE Lake 
Road and a 6-inch diameter Ime in SE Kuehn Road that form a loop with the rest of 
their system. Without additional analysis of their system, it is not clear whether CRW 
would be will mg to transfer ownership of these lines to the City when the area is 
annexed to the City. New 8-inch lines are included at this time to serve the area. West 
Yost has assumed installation of approximately 4,570 linear feet of 8-inch diameter 
DI pipeline as shown on Figure 8-14 to provide backbone infrastructure to this new 
area. 

8.4.2.4 PressureZone 3: Buildout_System plus Duaj_Interest Areas A and B 

The analysis for Pressure Zone 3 was conducted assuming all existing system recommendations 
made in Chapter 7 have been implemented. 

Because Dual Interest Areas A and B are not included in Pressure Zone 3, there was no 
difference in the analysis results between the buildout and the buildout plus Dual Interest Areas 
A and B systems. 

8.4.2.4,1 Peak Hour 

The results of the peak hour demand analysis by including the Buildout scenario did not differ 
significantly from the existing system analysis performed in Chapter 7. The results indicate that 
the future system in Pressure Zone 3 could adequately deliver peak hour demands under the 
City's minimum pressure criteria of 40 psi (see Figure 8-15). Head losses and velocities in 
Pressure Zone 3 meet the City maximum design criteria of 10 ft/kft and 7 fps. 

8.4.2.4.1.1 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 3based on land use type. Results 
indicate that the existing system in Pressure Zone 3 is able to meet the required residual pressure 
of 20 psi under maximum day plus fire flow demand conditions (see Figure 8-16). 
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8.4.2,5 Pressure Zorte 4: Buildout System plus Dual Interest Areas A and B 

The analysis for Pressure Zone 4 was conducted assuming all existing system recommendations 
made in Chapter 7 have been implemented. 

Because Dual Interest Areas A and B are not included in Pressure Zone 3, there was no 
difference in the analysis results between the buildout and the buildout plus Dual Interest Areas 
A and B systems. 

8.4.2.5.1 Peak Hour 

The results of the peak hour demand analysis by including the Buildout scenario did not differ 
significantly from the existing system analysis performed in Chapter 7. The results indicate that 
the future system in Pressure Zone 4 is adequate to deliver peak hour demands under the City's 
minimum pressure criteria of 40 psi (see Figure 8-17). Head losses in Pressure Zone 4 meet the 
City's maximum design criteria of 10 ft/kft. 

8.4.2.5.2 Maximum Day plus Fire Flow Demand 

Fire flows were simulated at hydrant locations throughout Zone 4 based on land use type. Results 
indicate that the future system in Pressure Zone 4 is able to meet the required residual pressure of 
20 psi under maximum day plus fire flow demand conditions (see Figure 8-18). 

8 5 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS FOR EXISTING POTABLE WATER 
SYSTEM 

The recommended improvements needed to eliminate deficiencies identified in the analysis of 
the future distribution systems are summarized below. 

8.5.1 Pipelines 

The following improvements are recommended: 

Dual Interest Area A and B Connection Projects 

• Installation of approximately 6,060 linear feet of 8-inch diameter DI pipeline in Dual 
Interest Area A. 

• Installation of approximately 4,570 linear feet of 8-inch diameter DI pipeline in Dual 
Interest Area B. 

General Fire Flow Improvements 

• Improve fire flow capacity in the existing water system as part of future pipeline 
replacement projects. 
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CHAPTER 9 
Recommended Capitai Improvement Program 

This chapter presents the recommended CIP for the City's existing and buildout water system. 
Several recommendations for improvements to the existing and buildout water system are 
described previously in Chapters 7 and 8, respectively. This chapter provides descriptions of the 
recommended CIP program, along with estimates of probable construction costs. 

Costs are presented in January 2011 dollars based on an Engineering News Record Construction 
Cost Index (ENR CCI) of 8,938 (20 Cities Average). Total CIP costs include the following 
contingencies and project cost allowances: 

• Construction Contingency: 20 percent 

• Project Cost Allowances: 

— Design: 10 percent 
— Construction Management: 10 percent 
— Administration: 8 percent 

A complete description of the assumptions used in developing the estimates of probable 
construction costs is provided in Appendix C. 

9.1 EXISTING WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS 

Chapter 7 provided an evaluation of the City's existing water system and its ability to meet the 
established operational and design criteria described in Chapter 5. Based on the evaluation, 
several improvements to the existing system were recommended to eliminate existing 
deficiencies, which are illustrated on Figure 9-1 and summarized as follows: 

9.1.1 Water System Investigations and Studies 

As part of the evaluation of the City's existing water system in Chapter 7, review of water 
system data and inspections, and interviews with City staff, there were a number of instances 
where additional information was needed to evaluate the condition of water system 
infrastructure. The following is a list of recommended water system investigations and studies to 
further determine the condition of water system infrastructure and to schedule future 
improvement projects as needed. 

• Conduct a comprehensive structural and operational inspection of the Concrete 
Reservoir, including recommendations on needed improvements and expected 
remaining operational life of the current reservoir. This inspection is needed due to 
the age of the reservoir and the retrofitted liner installed in 1995. 

• Conduct a comprehensive operational inspection to reconfigure a portion of the 
Southwest corner of Pressure Zone 1 so that it is served by Pressure Zone 2. This 
includes a verification of the connection between Kellogg Lake Apartments to SE 
River Road, and the isolation of the 6-inch diameter pipeline along SE 22' 
from Zone 1. 
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9.1.2 Water Storage Improvements 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve at the Elevated Reservoir. 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve at the Concrete Reservoir. 

• Install a remote controlled shut-off valve or seismic valve at the Stanley Reservoir. 

3.1.3 Water Pumping Improvements 

• Install two additional 1,750 gpm fire flow pumps to the Third Pressure Zone Booster 
Pump Station. 

9.1.4 Water Pipeline Improvements 

As shown in Chapter 7, there are system deficiencies for both peak hour and fire flow demand 
conditions. As discussed previously, the peak hour deficiencies were mitigated through the 
reconfiguration of a portion of Pressure Zone 1 into Pressure Zone 2. However, the fire flow 
deficiencies will require a large number of projects to eliminate these deficiencies. A series of 
queries have been conducted to identify those pipeline replacements that are most urgent. These 
improvement projects have been prioritized based on the existing water system's size, age, and 
proximity to public facilities. The highest priority projects are included in the CIP and are 
prioritized as follows: 

Peak hour deficiencies. 

Small diameter steel pipe: None Identified. 

2-inch diameter pipes that are part of a looped system: None Identified. 

Fire flow deficiencies in areas zoned "public". 

4-inch diameter pipe installed before 1960. 

6-inch diameter pipe installed before 1960. 

In addition, pipelines slated for replacement should be moved ahead on the priority list if a street 
is scheduled for resurfacing. A summary of water pipeline improvement projects as determined 
by the criteria above is presented in Table 9-1. 
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Table 9-1. Recommended Pipeline CIP for Existing System 
I 

C I P ID 
Pressu re 

Z o n e Descr ip t ion of Loca t ion Length, feet 

D iamete r , i n c h e s 

Exis t ing R e c o m m e n d e d 

P H 0 1 1 
Recon f i gu re S o u t h w e s t por t ion o f 
Z o n e 1 B o u n d a r y 4 5 0 _ 8 

Publ ic A rea Fi re F low I m p r o v e m e n t s 

FF01 1 From hydran t to Wi l l a rd St reet 320 6 8 

FF02 2 Area w e s t of F lavel Dr ive 600 6 8 

Fire F low I m p r o v e m e n t s P ipe l ines Cons t ruc ted Prior to 1960 

FF03 1 S e e F igure 9-1 10 4 8 

FF03 2 See F igure 9-1 10,582 4 8 

F F 0 3 3 See F igure 9 -1 2 , 9 7 5 4 8 

F F 0 3 1 See F igu re 9-1 15 ,156 6 8 

F F 0 3 2 S e e F igu re 9-1 49 ,373 6 8 

FF03 3 S e e F igure 9 -1 5 ,329 6 8 

FF03 4 S e e F igure 9-1 361 6 8 

PH : Indicates a project lo resolve peak hour deficiencies 
FF: indicates a project to resolve lire flow deficiencies. 

9 1 , 5 Water System Facility Maintenance 

As part of the evaluation of the City's existing water system in Chapter 7, review of water 
system data and inspections, and interviews with City staff, a number of facility maintenance 
projects were determined. These projects do not add capacity or reduce demand on the water 
system, but are meant to extend the remaining useful life of water system facilities. The 
recommended projects include the following: 

• Prepare and recoat the exterior of the Stanley Tank. 

• Prepare and recoat the top of the exterior of the Elevated Tank. 

• Perform periodic well maintenance, including well pump removal and rehabilitation. 

9.2 BUILDOUT WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS 

Chapter 8 provided an evaluation of the City's buildout water system and its ability to meet the 
established operational and design criteria described in Chapter 5. Based on the evaluation, 
several improvements were recommended for the City's water system to meet buildout demands 
and are illustrated on Figure 9-2. These include the following: 
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9.2.1 Water Storage Improvements 

The existing water itoragc, with the improvements identified tn Section id place, i.s able to 
meet the projected increase in water demaiuLi under the Bui I dam and Dual Interest A and ii 
scenarios. No water storage improvement have been identified, 

9 2.2 Water Pumping Improvements 

J he existing water pumping, with the improvements identified in Section Li I in place, ia able to 
meet the projected increase in water demands Under the Buildnut mid Dual IntereM Area A and B 
scenarios No water pumping improvement have been uientitled 

9.2.3 Water Pipeline Improvements 

As discussed in Section 9 I 4, significant existing system deficiencies w*ro identified under the 
maximum day plus fire Dow demand condition As a result, Improvement projects have been 
prioritised based on the existing water system's ^i/e, nge, and proximity to public facilities 
Because the existing deficiencies affect I lie entire water pipeline system, the project prioritization 
also applies to die Bmldutu and Dual Interest Area A and B scenarios. T h e liighe&t priority 
projects are included m the CiP and .ire prioritized jis lollows 

* Small d i ame te r steel pipe: N o n e Identif ied, 

» 2-incb diameter pipes thai arc pan ol'.i looped system None Identified 

* Installation H approximately 6,Q6(1 linear feet o f &-jnch diameter D1 pipeline to 
suppon the annexation oI Dual Inieresi Area A. 

* ins ta l la t ion of a p p r o x i m a t e l y 4*570 linear feet o f 8 - inch d i a m e t e r 1)1 p ipe l ine it> 
suppor t die annex at ion of Dual b i te r est Area 11 

In addii lori, pipelines slated (hi replacement shoyld he moved ahend on the priority lisi it a siieei 
is schei ini ed for resurfacing. A aummary of water pipeline i$provoment project» as detennined 
by the cri lena ttbovc are Siimmnrized in Tali le 9-2. 

Tabic 9-2. Recommended Pipelines CIP for Bulldout System 

CIP to 
Pressure 

ione •ascription Length fout 
üirtninior indies 

Enisling ftecc mmenUßd 

BDIA01 2 
Infrastrutture lu Support 

Dual interest Area A 6.060 NA a 

BDIA02 2 Infrastructure lo Support for 
Dual intere si Are& B «.570 NA a 
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Tabic 9-J. Summary of Pro ha Pic Const ruction Costs for Existing System CIP1 • 

C I P C o s i 

F s N m a ( s d G oh i s t n j e t i D n ( m d u d j n a c D n ti n g e v a r<u 

l i - i p D v e m e n t T y p e I m p r o v e m e n t D e s c r i p t i o n C I P I D Q u a n t i t y C o s t c o s i a l l o w a n c e s ) 

EXISTING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 
P-f.it;line Improvement h y'drant p i p a n e .n Zone 1 FF01 3¿a if S -37,139 S 72,403 

Pipeline Improvement Ups i le t-.ydre:it p ra l ine i r Zone 2 FF02 eoo if 3 ae.383 S 135.756 

Pipsline improvement Fiepfacs 4-lnch pipelines consirxjctesi prior Id I960 FF03 ¡3.5E7 It $ 1,990,484 S 3,009671 

Pipel-ne Improvement Replace 6-mch pipelmos cnnsiructed pnof to 196O FF03 70,219 If $ 10.3^3,593 S l5.flB7.75S 
Pump Stalion Add two 1 750 Fire Flow Pumps to Zone 3 PS FF0<¡ 2 es S 500,000 S 768.000 

Peak Hour Improvement Reconfigure Southwest Portion ol Zane 1 BOUndary PHOT 450 It 5 66,207 S 101.B17 

Stanley Tank Mil ntenface Prepare and re eoa l liink e ytono r CIPOI 1 oa S 195,313 S 300,000 

Eleva'ed Tank NJsmtenanca Prepare antl recoat top w Ishk ejtterinr CIPO? 1 ea S 39,003 $ 60,000 
Pe nodic We lh Va I p te n an ce Wal' Pump R e m o l i and Rehabilitation c i r -03 1 LS . 5 50,000 $ ve.eoo 
Water Storage- Improvement IlMftll • rj 11 iTj' ri ̂ llllrUllHj^eliHI ^ ihul-ol' ^Iv^ Riî ifYHWi, Cl POrt 3 ea •15 000 S 69,120 

Total % 14.373,260 î 20,541,000 
Construction Cortinggflcy (30%) í 2.S74.E52 

Total Construction Cost 1 16,047,912 
Ens lnaa r t i t t f lO^ ) ï 1.004,791 

Construrtion Management •. 1G%1 ï 1,604,791 
Program Implementation (8%; í ; n 3..-::-. -

Total Existing System CIP Cost"11 % 20.541,000 

' " Cgüís E-hcïwri ars nased iin January 2011 dí:| jrs ana an ¿NR C t l L>r U33ü Cities A v e r c i . 
l l" Total cost rwjnjed to nearest ¡£1,0011. 

W [ 5 ' YOST A S S O C U T F 3 
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Table 9-4. Summary of Probable Construction Costs for Buildout System CIF3^' 

Improvement Type Improvement Description CIP ID CHianbly 
Estimated 

Conslrucl ion Cost 

CIP Cost 
{including contingency 
and cost al lowances) 

Buildout Capital Improvements 

Pipeline Improvement Install 8-inch diameter pipeline in Dual Interest Area A BDIA01 6,060 If S 892,667 $ 1,371,136 

Pipeline Improvement Install 8- inch diameter pipeline in Dual Interest Area 8 BDIA02 4,570 If $ 673,183 $ 1,034,009 

Periodic Well Maintenance Well Pump Removal and Rehabilitation CIP05 3 L.S. $ 150,000 $ 230,400 

Total $ 1,715,850 S 2,636,000 
Construction Contingency (20%) $ 343,170 

Total Construction Cost $ 2,059,020 

Engineering (10%) Î 205,902 

Construction Management (10%) $ 205,902 
Program Implementation (8%) $ 164,722 

Total Existing System CIP Cost (b) $ 2,636,000 

<a) Costs shown are based on January 2011 dollars and an ENR CCI of 8938 (20 Cities Average). 
(b) Total cost rounded to nearest $1,000. 
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Chapter 9 
Recommended Capital Improvement Program 

9.4 RECOMMENDED CJP BY PROJECT TYPES 

A summary of the costs of the recommended CIP by project type is provided in Table 9-5. As 
shown in Table 9-5, the total estimated recommended CIP cost for the City system is 
$23.18 million. 

Table 9-5. Estimated Cost of Recommended CIP by Project Type 
1 

CIP Pro jec t T y p e Ex is t tng S y s t e m C I P Projects*" ' Bu i ldout S y s t e m CIP Pro jec ts 

P ipe l ines 19.27 2 .41 

Storage' Faci l i ty M a i n t e n a n c e 0 .36 -

W a t e r S to rage Faci l i ty 
I m p r o v e m e n t s 

0 .07 

P u m p Sta t ions 0.77 -

E m e r g e n c y Genera to rs - -

Pressu re R e d u c i n g Sta t ions - -

G r o u n d w a t e r W e l l M a i n t e n a n c e 0 .08 0 .23 

To ta l C IP Cos t $20 .54 mi l l ion $2 .64 mi l l ion 

9.5 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION 

As shown in Tables 9-3 and 9-5, several improvement projects are recommended for the existing 
system and the buildout system. The recommended improvements for the existing system should 
be completed within the next five years. 

The construction of the improvements for the buildout system should be coordinated with the 
proposed schedules of future development to ensure that the required infrastructure will be in 
place to serve future customers. 

W E S T Y O S T A S S O C I A T E S 
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APPENDIX A 
Hydraulic Model Calibration - Hydrant Tests 

H 
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HYDRANT (C-FACTOR) TESTS 

Seventeen (17) tests were developed to confirm C-factors for the City of Milwaukie's water 
system, but only thirteen (13) tests were performed in the field on July 8 and 9, 2010. Four (4) 
hydrant tests were canceled due to constraint(s) identified by City staff. The selection of these 
hydrant tests was based on the location, size, material type, and age of the pipelines. These 
hydrant tests were used to evaluate pipeline friction factors (C-factors). As part of the model 
calibration process, these C-factors were adjusted, if necessary, to more closely represent actual 
observed field conditions. 

Hydrant tests were simulated using West Yost's developed hydraulic model of the City's water 
system, and the preliminary C-factor values shown in Table 7-1. Results were then compared to 
actual field data to verify the preliminary C-factors and to determine the accuracy of the 
hydraulic model in replicating observed field pressures and flows. C-factors were then adjusted 
where necessary to minimize differences between static and residual hydrant pressures observed 
in the field to pressures simulated with the hydraulic model. The goal of the calibration effort 
was to achieve no greater than a 5 psi differential between the field hydrant test data and the 
model-simulated data. 

Initial comparisons of model-simulated and field-observed data indicated possible issues 
associated with Hydrant Test No. 9. Additional discussion is presented later in this Appendix. 

• Hydrant Test No. 9 - Measured and modeled pressures varied at all hydrants by up to 
14 psi. Since the C-factor required for the model to simulate the ±5 psi pressure 
differential for Test No. 9 is unreasonable for this pipeline diameter, material and age, 
the results from the hydraulic model simulation indicate that for Test No. 9 there are 
either system configuration issues (e.g., partially closed valve(s), inaccurate 
representation of pipeline connectivity or pipeline diameter) or there may have been 
an error with the residual pressure reading at the flowing hydrant. Additional field 
investigation to identify potential close valve is required. Two locations are identified 
based on the hydraulic results. Location 1 is along Montgomery Drive, east of 
Linwood. Location 2 is along Lrnwood, north of Furnberg Street. 

The following sections describe each of the specific hydrant test locations and discuss a 
comparison between the model predicted pressures and the pressures observed in the field. A 
schematic describing the locations of the flowing and observed fire hydrants is also provided for 
each hydrant test location. 

SUMMARY OP CALIBRATION RESULTS 

Overall, the results of the hydrant tests generally validated the system pipeline configuration and 
confirmed preliminary C-factors. The average pressure differentials between those pressures 
observed in the field and those simulated by the model were within ±5 psi, except for 1 of the 13 
hydrant tests that were performed. The results of the calibration runs from the hydrant tests 
performed indicated that the hydraulic model simulated the City's water system and was able to 
match field-observed pressures and flows. 

The detailed results of individual calibration tests are provided in the following Tables A1 
through A17. 
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Hydfant Test No. 1 





Hydfant Test No. 2 

Hydrant Test No. 2 is located along Clatsop Street, west of McLoughlin Boulevard. This test was 
intended to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 100) of a 6-inch diameter, CI 
pipeline constructed in 1960. This test was canceled due to constraint(s) identified by City staff. 

Table A-2. Hydrant Test No. 2 

H y dram"' 

Flowing 

Static 
Pressure 
(psi) (a) 

Field Data 

Res idua i 
Pressure 
(pai.) (b} 

Mode led Data 

Comparison 
Different ial of D iff eren tia< 

Differential Static Residual Pressure Pressures 
Pressure Pressure Pressure (psi) (psi> 
[c - a-b) (psi) (d) (psi) (e) ( f - d - e ) fg = c - f l 

Location SBC re h y d r y i t s / a n b ^ h f f d F i g i j B f t - 2 " 
The S t r U t , w ^ M U U T c i i 

(3) Hydrant 2A is located at Moores Street, northeast of McLoughlin Boulevard. 
(a) Hydrant 2B is located at Intersection of Moores Street and 25 l h Avenue. 
(5) Hydrant 2C is located at 25 i h Avenue, north of Ochoco Street. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydfant Test No. 3 

Hydrant Test No. 3 was performed along SE Mailwell Drive, east of SPT Corridor. This test was 
conducted to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to be 130) of a 10-inch diameter, DI 
pipeline constructed in 1980. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated 
model results and the field data are shown in Table A-3 and indicate that the use of a C-factor 
equal to 130 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

T a b l e A - 3 . H y d r a n t T e s t N o . 3 

Field Data Mode led Data 

Hydrant'1* 

SLatic 
Pressure 
(psi) (a) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(psi) (b) 

Dif ferent ial 
Pressure 

s ia r l c 
Pressure 
(PSI) id ) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(pai) (é) 

Differential 
Pressure 

{psi} 
(f = d -e ) 

Compar ison 
• f Differential 

Pressures 
(psi) 

(a -

F lowing® 60 23 58 31 

3A ( Î ) 60 36 24 58 38 20 4 

3B (4 ) 63 42 21 58 42 16 5 

3C(5> 59 44 15 58 45 12 3 

3D ( 8 i 59 50 9 58 50 8 1 
(1) Localion of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-3. 

The "Flowing Hydrant" is located al SE Mailwell Drive, easl of S P T Corridor. 
<3) Hydrant 3A is located at Mailwell Drive, north of the southeasl corner. 
(4) Hydrant 3 8 is located at Mailwell Drive, north of Test 3A. 
(5> Hydrant 3C is located at Mailwell Drive, north of Test 38 . 
m Hydrant 3D is located at Mailwell Drive, north of Test 3C. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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H y d f a n t T e s t N o . 4 

Hydrant Test No. 4 was performed at Madison Street, west of 30' Avenue. This test was 
conducted to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to be 80) of a 6-inch diameter, CI pipeline 
constructed in 1930. During field testing, zone break was identified at north and south of hydrant 
test location. Consequently, the test location was rearranged, and observed hydrant 4A was 
eliminated. 

A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the hydraulic model, compared 
to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the pressures predicted by the 
model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated model results and the field 
data are shown in Table A-4A and indicate that the use of a C-factor equal to 80 for this size and 
type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-4A Hydrant Test No. 4 

Field Da ta M o d e l e d D a t i 

C o m p a r i s o n 
Di f ferent ia l o f D i f fe rent ia ! 

S ta t ic Res idua l Di f ferent ia l S ta t ic Res idua l P r e s s u r e P ressu res 

Hydran t ' 1 ' 
P ressu re P r e s s u r e P ressu re P r e s s u r e P ressu re (psi) {ps i ) 

Hyd ran t ' 1 ' (psi) fa ) (psi) (b) (c - a - b ) {ps i ) (d) (psi) fe ) (f - d -e ) (9 = c - f ) 

Flowing1* ' 82 ~0 66 6 

4A ( 3 i NA N A NA N A N A N A NA 

4 B W 78 43 35 81 47 34 1 

4C<5) 85 80 5 81 76 5 0 
ID 
(J) 
(3) 
W 
(5) 

NA = Noi Applicable 

Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-4. 
The "Flowing Hydrant" is located at Madison Street, west of 30 l h Avenue . 
Hydrant 4 A w a s eliminated. 
Hydrant 4 B is located at SO"1 Avenue, north of Madison Street . 
Hydrant 4 C is located at S E Washington Street, east of 29 l h Avenue. 
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H y d f a n t T e s t N o . 5 

Hydrant Test No. 5 was performed along Milwaukie Marketplace. This test was conducted to 
confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to be 120) of an 8-inch diameter, DI pipeline constructed 
in 1981. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the hydraulic model, 
compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the pressures predicted 
by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. This result indicates that the 
preliminary C-factor assigned to 8-inch DI pipelines was appropriate. The calibrated model 
results and the field data are shown in Table A-5A. 

Table A-5A. Hydrant Test No. 5 

Hydrant ' 1 1 

Stat ic 
P ressu re 
psi) (a) 

Fie ld Da ta 

Res idua l 
P r e s s u r e 
(psi) f b ) 

D i f fe rent ia l 
P r e s s u r e 
{c = a -b ) 

Stat ic 
P ressu re 
{ps i } (d) 

Mode led D a t i 

Res idua l 
P ressu re 
(ps i } (e) 

Qif ferenti si 
P r e s s u r e 

(psi) 
(f = d - e ) 

C o m p a r i s o n 
of Di f ferent ia l 

P r e s s u r e s 
{ps i ) 

(g - of) 
Flowing1 2 ' 8 5 18 85 21 

5A<3' 85 28 57 84 29 56 1 

5 B W 
80 37 4 3 84 39 45 -2 

SC (5) 
84 48 36 84 45 39 - 3 

(1) Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-5 . 
(2) T h e "Flowing Hydrant" is located along Milwaukie Marketplace. 
P 1 Hydrant 5A is located at Milwaukie Marketplace, northwest of flowing hydrant. 

Hydrant 5 8 is located at Milwaukie Marketplace, northwest of Test 5A. 
[5) Hydrant 5 C is located at Milwaukie Marketplace, southeast of Oak Street. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydfant Test No. 6 

Hydrant Test No. 6 is located at along SE International Way. This test was intended to confirm 
the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 130) of a 12-inch diameter, DI pipeline constructed in 
1979. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the hydraulic model, 
compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the pressures predicted 
by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated model results and the 
field data are shown in Table A-6 and indicate that the use of a C-factor equal to 130 for this size 
and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-6. Hydrant Test No. 6 

Field Da la Mode led Data 

Compar i son 
Differential of Differential 

Static Residuai Differential Static Residual Pressure F'ressures 

H y d r a n t ' n 
Pressure Pressure Pressure Pressure Pressure (psi) (psi) 

H y d r a n t ' n 
(psi) (a) (psi) (b> (c = a-b) (psi)(cf) (psi) (e) (f = cf-e) ( g - c - f ) 

Flowing'2* 88 50 86 61 

6A (3 ) 
88 70 18 86 67 20 -2 

6 B W 
80 67 13 83 67 17 -4 

6C(S> 73 63 10 72 59 14 -4 
111 Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-6. 
<! ) T h e "Flowing Hydrant" is located along S E International W a y . 
(3) Hydrant 6A is located at International W a y , northwest of F reeman W a y . 
( , ) Hydrant 6B is located at F reeman W a y , southwest of International W a y . 
(s) Hydrant 6 C is located at F reeman W a y , north of Lake Road. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydfant Test No. 7 

Hydrant Test No. 7 is located at Mallard Way, southeast of northwest end. This test was intended 
to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 120) of a 12-inch diameter, CI (assumed to be 
lined) pipeline constructed in 1965. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted 
by the hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that 
the pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The 
calibrated model results and the field data are shown in Table A-7 and indicate that the use of a 
C-factor equal to 120 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-7. Hydrant Test No. 7 

Field Data Modeled Dat i ì 
Compar ison 

Differential üf Di f fereni ia l 
Static Residual Dif ferent ial Static Residuai Pressure Pressures 

Hydrant*11 
Pressure Pressure Pressure Pressure Pressure (psi) (psi) 

Hydrant*11 (psi) (a) (pgi)(J>) (c = a-b) ( ps i ) ( d ) (psO (a) (f - d-e) Í9 - o f ) 

Flowing12 ' 1 87 48 86 59 
¡ i 

7A<3) 87 64 23 85 62 23 0 

7B<4' 84 63 21 86 66 20 1 
7 c (5 ) 87 71 16 86 69 17 -1 
7d(6> 89 74 15 87 73 14 1 

Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-7. 
The "Flowing Hydrant" is located at Mallard Way, southeast of northwest end. 
Hydrant 7A is located at Mallard Drive, northwest of southeast corner. 
Hydrant 7B is located at Mallard Drive north of International Way. 
Hydrant 7C is located at International Way, east of Mallard Way. 
Hydrant 7C is located at International Way, southeast of Test 7C. 

NA = Not Applicable 
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H y d f a n t T e s t N o . 8 

Hydrant Test No. 8 was performed near Linwood Elementary School, north of Grove Loop. This 
test was conducted to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to be 120) of a 10-inch diameter, 
CI (assumed to be lined) pipeline constructed in 1968. A comparison of the differential pressure 
readings predicted by the hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, 
demonstrates that the pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field 
value. The calibrated model results and the field data are shown in Table A-8 and indicate that 
the use of a C-factor equal to 120 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-8A. Hydrant Test No. 8 

Hydrant01 

Static 
Pressure 
mm 

Fiefd Data 

Residual 
P r e s s u r e 
( p $ (b) 

Different^! 
Pressure 
(c - a-b) 

Sta lie 
Pressure 
(psiï (d) 

Modeled Dats 

Residual 
Pressure 
( P # ) 

Differential 
Pressure 

(psi) 
(f = d-e) 

Comparison 
of Differential 

Pressures 
(psi) 

(g = c-f) 
Flowing'2 1 56 19 55 15 
8A<3' 56 26 30 54 20 33 -3 
8B<4) 54 25 29 54 27 27 2 
(1) Localion of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-8. 
(2) The "Flowing Hydrant" is located near Linwood Elementary School, north of Grove Loop. 
(3) • Hydrant 8A is located near Linwood Elementary, southeast of flowing hydrant. 
iJ) Hydrant 8B is located at near Linwood Elementary, west of Linwood Avenue. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydfant Test No. 9 

Hydrant Test No. 9 was performed on 66' Avenue, north of Eunice Street. This test was 
conducted to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 120) of a 6-inch diameter, DI 
pipeline constructed in 1985. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are not within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The 
calibrated model results and the field data are shown m Table A-9. 

Since the C-factor required for the model to simulate the ±5 psi pressure differential for 
Test No. 9 is unreasonable for this pipeline diameter, material and age, the results from the 
hydraulic model simulation indicate that for Test No. 9 there are either system configuration 
issues (e.g., partially closed valve(s), inaccurate representation of pipeline connectivity or 
pipeline diameter). West Yost Associates has identified potential partially closed valve in the 
vicinity of Test No. 9. There are two locations that require additional field investigation for 
potential close valve. Location 1 is along Montgomery Drive, east of Linwood. Location 2 is 
along Linwood, north of Fumberg Street. 

For Test 9, it is recommended that City staff first confirm the valve status on the two location 
identified by West Yost. When the partial closed valve on these two locations were assumed in 
the hydraulic model, Test 9 simulates within a 5 psi differential from the field hydrant test data. 
This result indicates that the preliminary C-factor of 120 that was assigned to 6-inch DI pipelines 
was appropriate. 

T a b l e A - 9 . H y d r a n t T e s t N o . 9 

Field Data Mode led Date 

Hydrant11 

Static 
Pressure 
(ps iHa ) 

Residua! 
p ressu re 
(psi) i b j 

Di f iorentini 
Pressure 
(c = e-b.) 

Stat ic 
Pressure 
(psi) (d) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(P$l) ( * ) 

Di f ferent ial 
Pressure 

(psi) 
i f 

Compar i son 
of Dif ferent ial 

P ressures 
(psi) 

[g = o f ) 

Flowing'2 ' 65 7 71 0 I 

9A<3» 65 12 53 68 1 67 -14 

9B<4' 69 34 35 75 40 35 0 

9C (5 ) 67 43 24 71 51 20 4 
(11 Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-9. 

The "Flowing Hydrant" is located al 66 ,h Avenue, north of Eunice Street. 
(3' Hydrant 9A is located al Eunice Street, west of 66 lh Avenue. 
'<J Hydranl 9 8 is located at 64 lh Avenue, north of Montgomery Drive. 
<5) Hydrant 9C is located at Montgomery Drive, west of 63"1 Court. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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H y d f a n t T e s t N o . 1 0 

Hydrant Test No. 10 was performed on Linwood Avenue, north of Montgomery drive. This test 
was conducted to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 110) of an 8-inch diameter, DI 
pipeline constructed in 1970. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated 
model results and the field data are shown in Table A-10 and indicate that the use of a C-factor 
equal to 110 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-10. Hydrant Test No. 10 

Hydrant 1 ' 1 

Stat ic 
P r e s s u r e 
{ps i ) (a) 

F ie ld D a t i 

Res idua l 
P ressu re 
(psi) (b) 

Differential 
Pressu re 
( 0 = p -b ) 

Stat ic 
P r e s s u r e 
(ps i ) (d) 

M o d e l e d DaU 

Res idua l 
P ressu re 
(ps i ) (e) 

Di f ferent ia l 
Pre&suro 

(psi) 
( f - d - e ) 

C o m p a r i s o n 
of D i f f e r e n t i 

P ressu res 
(ps i ) 

(S = c - f ) 

F lowing ' 2 1 65 10 71 12 

10A |3> 70 23 47 70 21 48 -1 

, 10B ( 4 ) 71 36 3 5 75 44 31 4 
(1) Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-10. 
(2) The "Flowing Hydrant" is located at Linwood Avenue, north of Montgomery drive. 
p ) Hydrant 10A is located at Linwood Avenue, south of Montgomery Drive. 
(4) Hydrant 10B is located at Linwood Avenue, north of Furnberg Street. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hyd fant Test No. 11 

Hydrant Test No. 11 was performed on Middle of Fieldcrest Drive. This test was conducted to 
confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 100) of a 6-inch diameter, CI pipeline 
constructed in 1958. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated 
model results and the field data are shown in Table A - l l and indicate that the use of a C-factor 
equal to 100 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-11. Hydrant Test No. 11 

FieJd Data Mode led Dat i 

H y d r a n t ' 

Stat ic 
Pressura 
(psi) (a) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(ps iHb ) 

Differential 
Pressure 
(c = a-b) 

Stetic 
Pressure 
(psi) (d) 

Residuai 
Pressure 
(psi) (e) 

Differential 
Pressure 

(psi) 
( ' - d-e) 

Compar i son 
of Dif ferent ial 

Pressures 
(psi) 

( g # - f > 

Flowing'2 ' 56 8 55 2 i 

11A<3) 56 27 29 54 22 32 -3 

1 1 B w 55 38 17 54 40 14 3 

11 C (S| 56 50 6 55 50 5 1 

11 D ( s ) 54 48 6 55 47 8 -2 
(1' Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-11. 

I | z | The "Flowing Hydrant" is located at Middle of Fieldcrest Drive. 
131 Hydrant 11A is located at Fieldcrest Drive, west of flowing hydrant. 

I w Hydrant 118 is located at Fieldcrest Street, west of Fieldcrest Drive. 
(5) Hydrant 11C is located at Fieldcrest Street, east of 42nd Avenue. 
(6) Hydrant 11D is located at 47 lh Avenue, north of Fieldcrest Street. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydfant Test No. 12 

Hydrant Test No. 12 was performed on Filbert Street, east of 32nd Avenue. This test was conducted 
to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 110) of an 8-inch diameter, CI pipeline 
constructed in 1969. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated 
model results and the field data are shown in Table A-12 and indicate that the use of a C-factor 
equal to 110 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-12. Hydrant Test No. 12 

Field Data Mode led Dat i i 

Hydrant1 '1 

Sialic 
Pres suri? 
(psi) (a J 

Residual 
Pressure 
(ps i ) {b ) 

Differential 
Pressure 
(c = a-b) 

Static 
Pressure 
( p s i X d ) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(psi) (è) 

Dif ferenl ial 
Pressure 

{psi) 
(f = d-e> 

Compar ison 
of Differential 

Pressures 
{psi} 

(fl = c-f> 

' Flowing'2 ' 58 58 38 I 

12A , 3 ) 58 45 13 55 40 14 ' -1 

12B<«> I 50 43 7 55 46 9 
- 2 

' 12C ( 5 ) 56 48 8 55 47 8 0 

12D ( 6 ) 52 45 7 51 44 8 -1 

Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-12 . 
<J) T h e "Flowing Hydrant" is located at Filbert Street , east of 32nd Avenue. 
(;l) Hydrant 12A is located at Filbert Street , east of flowing hydrant. 
(S) Hydrant 12B is located at Filbert Street, eas l of Test 12A. 
|S| Hydranl 1 2 C is located at Filbert Street, eas l of Tes t 1 2 8 . 
"" Hydranl 1 2 D is located at Olsen Street. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydfant Test No. 13 

Hydrant Test No. 13 is located at Sherrett Street, west of 29' Avenue. This test was intended to 
confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 140) of a 6-inch diameter, PVC pipeline 
constructed in 1993. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated 
model results and the field data are shown in Table A-13 and indicate that the use of a C-factor 
equal to 140 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-13. Hydrant Test No. 13 

Field Data Mode led Data 

Hydrant '® 

Static 
Pressure 
(psi) {a) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(psi) fb) 

Differential 
Pressure 
fc - a -b } 

Sia He 
Pressure 
(psi) (d) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(ps i ) {e ) 

Differential 
Pressure 

{psi) 
(f = d-e) 

Compungen 
of Differential 

Pressures 
(psi) 

(9 = c-f) 

Flowing'2 ' 62 10 59 11 

13A (3 ' 62 23 39 60 2 4 36 3 

138 ( 4 ) 58 29 29 61 33 28 1 
111 Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A - 13 . 

The "Flowing Hydrant* is located at Sherre l l Street, west o f 29"1 Avenue. 
|0) Hydrant 13A is located at 28 i n Avenue , south of V a n W a t e r Street. 
( , ) Hydrant 13B is located at 2 8 , n A v e n u e , north of Rosewel l Street . 
NA = Not Applicable 
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Hydrant Tesi Wo. A3 

Hydrant Test No. A3 was performed along Pennywood Drive, west of Freeman Road. This test 
was conducted to confirm the C-factor (initially assumed to equal 120) of a 6-mch diameter, DI 
pipeline constructed in 1990. A comparison of the differential pressure readings predicted by the 
hydraulic model, compared to pressures actually measured in the field, demonstrates that the 
pressures predicted by the model are within ±5 psi of the measured field value. The calibrated 
model results and the field data are shown in Table A-16 and indicate that the use of a C-factor 
equal to 120 for this size and type of pipeline is valid. 

Table A-16. Hydrant Test No. A3 

Field Data Modeled Dat i 

Hydra nt(1> 

Stat ic 
Pressure 
(psi) (a) 

Residual 
Pressure 
{psi} (b) 

Differential 
Pressure 
(c h a-b) 

Sia tic 
Pressure 
(psi} (d) 

Residual 
Pressure 
(psi) (e) 

Differential 
Pressure 

(psi) 
(1 - d-e) 

Cû i î ipar ison 
of Dif ferent ia! 

Pressures 
(psi) 

(9 - c-f) 
Flowing'2 ' 84 15 78 21 I 

A-3A ( 3 ) 84 42 42 81 42 39 3 

A - 3 B w 79 60 19 82 64 18 1 

I A-3C ( 5 ) és 69 16 83 66 17 -1 
<1> Location of fire hydrants can be found on Figure A-16. 

The "Flowing Hydrant" is located at Pennywood Drive, west of Freeman Road. 
(3) Hydrant A-3A is located at Pennywood Drive, north of Pennywood Court. 
(<) Hydrant A-3B is located at Pennywood Drive, east of Pennywood Court, 
(5) Hydrant A - 3 C is located at Pennywood Court, south of Pennywood Drive. 
NA = Not Applicable 
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APPENDIX B 
HPR Locations and Verification Results 
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Valve Flows 
Z o n e 2 to Zone 1 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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Wel ls 4 and 7 F lows 
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Well 6 Flow 
Zone 2 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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Well 8 Flow 
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Stanley Tank Level 
Zone 3 
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Concrete to Elevated Tank Flow (W2 Transfer Pump) 
Zone 2 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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HPR 1 : Cul-de-sac of Oxford Lane 
Zone 4 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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HPR 2: On 22nd Avenue, at Eagle Street 
Zone 1 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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HPR 4: Lake Road and Oakfield Road 
Zone 2 
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HPR 6: On Wood Avenue, at Railroad Avenue 
Zone 2 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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HPR 8: On Unwood, cross street is Jack Road 
Zone 3 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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HPR 9: On 52nd Ave, Cross Street is King Road 
Zone 3 

July 10 to 11, 2010 

Time (hour) 
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HPR 12: 42rid Avenue, South of Johnson Creek Boulevard 
Zone 2 
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HPR 13: 20th Avenue and Van Water Street 
Zone 2 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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HPR 16: 29th Avenue and Monroe Street 
Zone 1 

July 10 to 11, 2010 
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APPENDIX C. COST ESTIMATING 
ASSUMPTIONS 

This appendix provides the assumptions used by West Yost to estimate the construction costs for 
the planning and design of recommended water system facilities for the City of Milwaukie. The 
costs were developed based on data supplied by manufacturers, published industry standard cost 
data and curves, construction costs for similar facilities built by other public agencies, and 
construction costs previously estimated by West Yost for similar facilities with similar 
construction cost indexes. 

Additionally, these costs are for construction only and do not include estimating uncertainties or 
unexpected construction costs (e.g., variations in final quantities) or cost estimates for land 
acquisition, engineering, legal costs, environmental review, inspections and/or contract 
administration. These additional cost items are referred to as construction contingency costs and 
project cost allowances, and are further described in the last section of this appendix. 

All construction costs have been adjusted to reflect January 2011 costs at an Engineering News 
Record (ENR) Construction Cost Index (CCI) of 8938 (20 Cities Average). These costs are to be 
used for conceptual cost estimates only, and should be updated regularly. Construction costs 
presented in this appendix are not intended to represent the lowest prices in the industry for each 
type of construction; rather they are representative of average or typical construction costs. The 
planning level cost estimates have been prepared for guidance in evaluating various options, and 
are intended for budgetary purposes only, within the context of this master planning effort. 

CONSTRUCTION COSTS 

Pipelines 

Unit construction costs for potable water pipelines 6 through 36 inches in diameter are provided 
in Table 1. These costs are to be used for typical pipeline construction in developed areas and for 
construction across open fields or areas that are not yet developed (undeveloped). These costs 
generally include pipeline materials, trenching, placing and jointing pipe, valves, fillings, 
hydrants, service connections, placing imported pipe bedding, native backfill material, and 
asphalt pavement replacement, if required. The costs presented in Table 1 do not include the cost 
of boring and jacking pipe. The costs shown in Table 2 should be added where required for this 
purpose. 
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Table 1. Unit Construction Costs for Pipelines'3' 

Un i i Cons t ruc t i on Cos t , S/ l inear f o o l 

P ipe D i a m e t e r , i n c h e s D e v e l o p e d A r e a s Uncte v e f o p e d A r e a s 

6 113 104 

6 147 125 

10 170 147 

12 204 170 

14 232 193 

1 6 261 2 1 5 

16 2 8 9 244 

20 312 266 

24 363 300 

30 442 374 

36 516 431 

i
 (a) Based on the January 2011 ENR index of 8938. 

Table 2. Unit Construction Costs for Jack & Boring(a) 

Size Uni t Cons t ruc t i on Cos t , 5 / i i near f o o f h ; 

8- inch p ipe (16 -mch cas ing) 4 0 6 

12- inch p ipe (21- inch cas ing) 4 6 5 

16- inch p ipe (24- inch cas ing) 538 

20- inch p ipe (30- inch cas ing) 663 

54- inch p ipe (66- inch cas ing) 1 ,331 

T u n n e l 2 ,776 

Based on (he January 2011 ENR index of 8938. 
(b) Conductor pipe not included in cost. 

Treated Water Storage Reservoirs 

Table 3 lists the estimated construction costs for water storage reservoirs between the size ranges 
of 0.1 to 6.0 MG. These costs generally include the storage tank, site piping, earthwork, paving, 
instrumentation, and all related sitework. As previously stated, these costs are representative of 
construction conducted under normal excavation and foundation conditions, and would be 
significantly higher for special or difficult foundation requirements. 
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Table 3. Construction Costs for Treated Water Storage Reservoirs'3' 

Es t ima ted Cons t rue ! i on Cost , mi l l ion do l lars 

Capac i t y . M G 
Part ia l ly Bu r ied 

P re -S t rossed Conc re te W e l d e d Stea l 

0.1 1.7 1.0 

0 .5 2 .0 1.4 

1.0 2 .4 1.7 

2.0 3.1 2.2 

3.0 3 .9 2 .8 

4 .0 4 .6 3.5 1 

5.0 5.3 4.1 

6.0 6.2 4.7 
l a ) Based on the January 2011 ENR index of 8938. 

Treated Water Booster Pump Stations 

Distribution pumping station costs vary considerably, depending on such factors as architectural 
design, pumping head, and station capacity. Estimated average construction costs for distribution 
pumping stations, as shown in Table 4, are based on enclosed stations with architectural and 
landscaping treatment suitable for residential areas. Booster pump station cost estimates include a 
chemical feed system (hypochlorite or fluoride), backup/standby generator plus SCADA, and are 
based on the typical Cal Water configuration, which includes 1 to 3 pumps at approximately 1 to 
2 mgd. 

Table 4. Construction Costs for Booster Pump Stations'3' 

F i r m Capac i t y ^ ' , m g d Es t ima ted Cons t ruc t i on Cos t , mission do l lars 

0 .5 1.0 

1 1.0 

2 1.2 

3 1.4 

5 1.6 

10 2 .2 
(a) Based on the January 2011 ENR index of 8938. 
(i>> The pumping capacity with the largest pump out of service or on standby. 

Groundwater Production Wells 

Well construction consists of pilot hole drilling, water quality/soil sampling, pilot hole reaming, 
well construction, well development and providing the necessary housing, pump, motor, 
automatic control equipment, discharge piping, SCADA, and disinfection equipment. Costs are 
estimated to be approximately $1,257,000 per well. These costs are representative of construction 
conducted under normal drilling conditions, and would be significantly higher for special or 
difficult locations. 
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CONTINGENCIES AND OTHER PROJECT COSTS 

Contingency costs must be reviewed on a case-by-case basis because they will vary considerably 
with each project. However, to assist the City with budgeting for these future construction 
projects, contingency costs have been added to the planning budget as percentages of the 
estimated construction cost using these two categories: Construction Contingency Costs and 
Other Project Cost Allowances. 

Construction Contingency Costs 

The construction costs presented above are representative of the construction of water system 
facilities under normal construction conditions and schedules; consequently, it is appropriate to 
allow for estimating and construction uncertainties unavoidably associated with the conceptual 
planning of projects. Factors such as unexpected construction conditions, the need for unforeseen 
mechanical items, and variations in final quantities are only a few of the items that can increase 
project costs for which it is wise to make allowances in these preliminary cost estimates. An 
allowance of 20 percent of the base construction cost will be included to cover such project 
related construction contingencies. 

Other Project Cost Allowances 

Other project cost allowances are divided into three subcategories, totaling 28 percent: 

• Design services associated with new facilities include preliminary investigations and 
reports, right-of-way acquisition, foundation explorations, preparation of drawings and 
specifications for construction, surveying and staking, sampling of testing material, 
and start-up services. The cost of these items may vary, but for the purpose of this 
study, it is assumed, that engineering design costs will equal 10 percent of the 
construction costs after construction contingencies have been applied. 

• Construction management covers items such as contract management and inspection 
during construction. The cost of these items may vary, but for the purpose of this 
study, it is assumed that construction management costs will equal 10 percent of the 
construction costs after construction contingencies have been applied, 

• Administration costs cover items such as legal fees, environmental/CEQA compliance 
requirements, financing expenses, and interest during construction. The cost of these 
items may vary, but for the purpose of this study, it is assumed that program 
implementation costs will equal 8 percent of the construction costs after construction 
contingencies have been applied. 

An example application of these allowances to a project with an assumed base construction cost 
of $1.0 million is shown in Table 5, As shown, the total cost of all project construction 
contingencies (construction, design, construction management, and administration costs) is 
approximately 54 percent of the base construction cost for each project. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
EXHIBIT C Proposed Comp. Plan Amendments 

Underline/Strikeout Amendments 
ADDITIONS TO EXISTING CÖMPREHENSIVE PLAN TEXT ARE SHOWN IN DOUBLE 
UNDERLINE. DELETIONS ARE SHOWN IN STRIKEOUT. 

Comprehensive Pian 
CHAPTER SMTRANSPORTATION, PUBLIC FACILITIES 

AND ENERGY CONSERVATION 

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES ELEMENT 
Background and Planning Concepts 

Water Services 

Milwaukie meets all of its customer potable water demand through a system of groundwater 
wells, pumping stations, water treatment plants, reservoirs and distribution system piping. 7 
wells provide all of the water for the Citv. which averages 2.4 rnilliongallons per dav frriodl; Well 
No. 8 was placed into service in 2009 and, when it is combined with the other wells, the Citv can 
produce 7.3 mqd. Intérties tòthé Citv Of Portland and Clackamas River Water fCRWV svstems 
are maintained for emergency water supplies. 

Water pumped from several wells is treated usino stripping towers to remove Trichloroethvlene. 
This compound is not detectable after treatment. 3 water reservoirs provide storage with a 
combined storage volume of 6 million gallons. The network of reservoirs, pumping stations, and 
distribution system piping has adeguate capacity to meet both average and peak-hour water 
demands in the Citv;This is the Gàse for lhè easting development and to 
vacant land-

Within the Urban Growth Management Area (UGMAÌ lie two areas known as Dual Interest 
Areas that are almost entirely surrounded bv the Citv. These areas receive water service from 
CRW. The Citv water system has adeguate capacity to serve the Dual Interest Areas for both 
existing development and for full huild-out of available vacant land in the areas. The existing 
water system does not have adeguate capacity to serve the entire UGMA. Serving the UGMA 
would increase the average build-out vraier demand from 2.5 mod for the Citv to 7.3 mod for the 
entire UGMA including the Citv. 

Some of the existing pipino in the Citv is over 50 years old and will need to be replaced. In 
addition, much of this old pipino was not designed to provide the level of fire flows that are 
règùirisd bv dürfeht Ci tvMä A program for pipe replacement is planned which will 
provide new pipino and will improve fire flows, 
Milwaukio has, in tho past, had difficulty supplying all the wator that rocidonts roquiro during tho 
hot summer months. Tho City studied tho problem and has constructed now wator storage) 
facilities and wolls in tho southoast portion of tho City. With 7 doop wolle and 6 million gallons of 
storage capacity, wator resources aro adequate to serve the City at full development. Tho 
distribution system operated by tho City forms a oorvioo area bounded by Johnson Crook 
Boulevard on the north, Linwood Avonuo on tho oast, Lake Road and Kellogg Crook to tho 
south and Willamotto Rivor to tho west. System improvomonts in the Island Station area were 
complotod in 1982, completing a gonoral upgrading of tho distribution systom to urban sorvico 
levels begun in the oarly 1970's. 
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Proposed Compi Plan Amendments 

Over the last 7 years major changes in water provision havo occurred in tho aroa oaot of 
Milwaukio. Two small districts havo been absorbed: Clackamas Water took over Stanley and 
Milwaukio took over Wichita through annexation, adding almost 500 now water customers to tho 
Gttyr 

Ac a result of Milwaukio's growth policies and tho region's wator needs, Milwaukio is in tho 
process of renegotiating its intergovornmontal agreements to address facility and service needs: 

Milwaukjo's water system is also facing aquifer contamination problems. In tho summer of 1988, 
three of tho City's sovon municipal wolls wore found to bo contaminated by trichioroothylono 
(TCE), an industrial solvont. Tho City closod down its wolls and has contracted with tho City of 
Portland for water supply. The City is cooperating with DEQ to determine if the contamination is 
of regional concorn and is also exploring methods, such as aeration systems, to eventually 
return the City wells to use for water supply. 

OBJECTIVE #4—WATER SERVICE 

To develop and maintain water services and cooperate with other agencies to provide an 
adequate and efficient provision of water services. 

Policies 

1. The City will maintain and safeguard groundwater as the primary water supply source for 
the community, but will also insure a reliable supply through the development and 
maintenance of alternate water sources for use during emergencies or periods of extremely 
high demand. 

2. The City will continue to develop water storage and well sources to ensure the availability of 
adequate water supply and water pressure in all areas of the City. Water pressure will be 
provided at standard pressures (40-100 lbs. per sq. inch) to all users whenever possible. 

3. The City will strive to be self-sufficient in meeting the water demands of its residents. 

4. The City will coordinate the development of water supply and storage facilities with the 
water distribution system to make maximum efficient use of all existing and future facilities. 

5. The City win participate in regional studies and programs aimed at defining water needs, 
demands and service delivery systems. 

6. The City will provide facilities, as necessary, to maintain an adequate level of water quality 
for all of its users. 

7. The Citv will encourage programs and incentives to reduce water use bv customers of the 
City's water system. 
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Proposed Comp. Plan Amendments 

CHAPTER 6—CITY GROWTH AND GOVERNMENTAL RELATIONSHIPS 

CITY GROWTH ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE #2—URBAN SERVICES AREA 

4. The City will support the operation of existing service districts until such time as an area is 
annexed unless other contractual arrangements are made. Service districts operating within 
the Milwaukie urban service planning area are: 

a. Clackamas County Rural Fire District #1 

b. Clackamas River Water District 

c. Clackamas County Service District #1 

d. Clackamas County Urban Renewal 
e. Clackamas Cauhty Service District for Enhanced Law Enforcement 

f. Clackamas County Service District No. 5 for Streetlights 

a. Oak Lodge Water District #4 

h, Sunrise Water Authority 

i. Portland Water Bureau 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
EXHIBIT P Proposed Comp. Plan Amendments 

Clean Amendments 

Comprehensive Plan 
CHAPTER 5—TRANSPORTATION, PUBLIC FACILITIES 

AND ENERGY CONSERV/triON 

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES ELEMENT 
Background and Planning Concepts 

Water Services 

Milwaukie meets all of its customer potable water demand through a system of groundwater 
wells, pumping stations, water treatment plants, reservoirs and distribution system piping. 7 
wells provide all of the water for the City, which averages 2.4 million gallons per day (mgd). Well 
No. 8 was placed into service in 2009 and, when it is combined with the other wells, the City can 
produce 7.3 mgd. Interties to the City of Portland and Clackamas River Water (CRW) systems 
are maintained for emergency water supplies. 

Water pumped from several wells is treated using stripping towers to remove Trichloroethylene. 
This compound is not detectable after treatment. 3 water reservoirs provide storage with a 
combined storage volume of 6 million gallons. The network of reservoirs, pumping stations, and 
distribution system piping has adequate capacity to meet both average and peak-hour water 
demands in the City. This is the case for the existing development and for build-out of available 
vacant land. 

Within the Urban Growth Management Area (UGMA) lie two areas known as Dual Interest 
Areas that are almost entirely surrounded by the City. These areas receive water service from 
CRW. The City water system has adequate capacity to serve the Dual Interest Areas for both 
existing development and for full build-out of available vacant land in the areas. The existing 
water system does not have adequate capacity to serve the entire UGMA. Serving the UGMA 
would increase the average build-out water demand from 2.5 mgd for the City to 7.3 mgd for the 
entire UGMA including the City. 

Some of the existing piping in the City is over 50 years old and will need to be replaced. In 
addition, much of this old piping was not designed to provide the level of fire flows that are 
required by current City standards. A program for pipe replacement is planned which will 
provide new piping and will improve fire flows. 

OBJECTIVE #4—WATER SERVICE 

To develop and maintain water services and cooperate with other agencies to provide an 
adequate and efficient provision of water services. 

Policies 

1. The City will maintain and safeguard groundwater as the primary water supply source for 
the community, but will also insure a reliable supply through the development and 
maintenance of alternate water sources for use during emergencies or periods of extremely 
high demand. 
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2. The City will continue to develop water storage and well sources to ensure the availability of 
adequate water supply and water pressure in all areas of the City. Water pressure will be 
provided at standard pressures (40-100 lbs. per sq. inch) to all users whenever possible. 

3. The City will strive to be self-sufficient in meeting the water demands of its residents, 

4. The City, will coordinate the development of water supply and storage facilities with the 
water distribution system to make maximum efficient use of all existing and future facilities. 

5. The City will participate in regional studies and programs aimed at defining water needs, 
demands and service delivery systems. 

6. The City will provide facilities, as necessary, to maintain an adequate level of water quality 
for all of its users. 

7. The City will encourage programs and incentives to reduce water use by customers of the 
City's water system. 

CHAPTER 6—CITY GROWTH AND GOVERNMENTAL RELATIONSHIPS 

CITY GROWTH ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE #2—URBAN SERVICES AREA 

4, The City will support the operation of existing service districts until such time as an area is 
annexed unless other contractual arrangements are made. Service districts operating within 
the Milwaukie urban service planning area are: 

a. Clackamas County Rural Fire District #1 

b. Clackamas River Water District 

c. Clackamas County Service District #1 

d. Clackamas County Urban Renewal District 

e. Clackamas County Service District for Enhanced Law Enforcement 

f. Clackamas County Service District No. 5 for Streetlights 

g. Oak Lodge Water District #4 

h. Sunrise Water Authority 

i. Portland Water Bureau 
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