
City Council Work Session Handouts 

July 28, 2014 

 

I. Review and Discuss Approval of Building Elevations for Brick Row 
Townhomes 
 

II. Review and Discuss Sign Control Board Case 14-09, Applebee’s 
 

III. Review and Discuss Proposed Fee Recommendations for the Fiscal Year 
2014-2015 Budget 
 

IV. Review and Discuss the Recycling Marketing Plan 
 

V. Review and Discuss the Drainage Utility Program Update 
 
 
 
 



 
Agenda Item 5  

Building Elevations 
Brick Row Townhomes 





Site Plan 
Brick Row Townhomes 



Elevations 
Brick Row Townhomes 



Elevations (4 Unit Bldg.) 
Brick Row Townhomes 



Elevations (5 Unit Bldg.) 
Brick Row Townhomes 



Elevations (6 Unit Bldg.) 
Brick Row Townhomes 



Body Color: 
Babouche - 
Kwal 
CL 2802M 
 
Trim Color: 
Linen – Kwal 
056 
 
Accent Color: 
Soiree - Kwal 
CL 2997N 
 
Front/garage 
Door: 
Zorba – Kwal 
CL 2727N 

Fall Creek 

Color Scheme #1 

Milsap Random 



Auburn Hills 
 

Color Scheme #2 

Granbury Chopped 

Body Color: 
Statuesque – 
Kwal 
CLC 1220M 
 
Trim Color: 
Linen – Kwal 
056 
 
Accent Color: 
Global Spice 
Kwal – CL 1457N 
 
Front/garage 
Door: 
Zorba – Kwal 
CL 2727N 



Brenner Pass 
 

Color Scheme #3 

Oklahoma Chopped 

Body Color: 
Land Lover 
Kwal - 034 
 
Trim Color: 
Linen – Kwal 
056 
 
Accent Color: 
Black - Kwal 
 
 
Front/garage 
Door: 
Zorba – Kwal 
CL 2727N 



Old Dominion 
 

Color Scheme #4 

Milsap Chopped 

Body Color: 
Statuesque – Kwal 
CLC 1220M 
 
Trim Color: 
Linen – Kwal 
056 
 
Accent Color: 
Global Spice 
Kwal – CL 1457N 
 
Front/garage 
Door: 
Zorba – Kwal 
CL 2727N 



Highland Gray 
 

Color Scheme #5 

Oklahoma Random 

Body Color: 
Land Lover 
Kwal - 034 
 
Trim Color: 
Linen – Kwal 
056 
 
Accent Color: 
Black - Kwal 
 
 
Front/garage 
Door: 
Zorba – Kwal 
CL 2727N 



Roof Shingles 
Weathered Wood 



Existing Townhomes  



Elevations 
Brick Row Townhomes 



Sign Control Board of Adjustment 
July 9, 2014 Meeting 



SCB Case # 14-09 
Applebee’s Restaurant 

125 N. Plano Road 



Applicable Ordinance #1 

Chapter 18, Article III, Section 18-96 

23. Pole Signs 

b. Size 

3. Retail, commercial zoning districts: 

i. Single-use signs: 60 sq. ft. in area, 20 feet in height. 

 
 

 
 
 



Requested Variance #1 
 
1. To allow for a pole sign 207 sq. ft. in area and 35’ tall. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Applicable Ordinance #2 

Chapter 18, Article III, Section 18-96 

23. Pole Signs 

d. Location 

3. Pole signs must be located a minimum of 60 feet 
from any attached building sign 

 
 

 
 
 



Requested Variance #2 
 
1. To allow for a pole sign 207 sq. ft. in area and 35’ tall. 

 
2. To allow for a pole sign 35’ from attached building 

signage. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Applicable Ordinance #3 

Chapter 18, Article III, Section 18-9 

2. Attached Sign 

b. Size 

3. Retail, Commercial Zoning Districts: 

iii. Attached signs may be located on building walls 
or other outdoor structures other than the building 
frontage. The sum of the base allowable area of all 
attached signs combined on these elevations cannot 
exceed two times the length of the building 
frontage up to 200 square feet 

 
 
 
 



Requested Variance #3 
 
1. To allow for a pole sign 207 sq. ft. in area and 35’ tall. 

 
2. To allow for a pole sign 35’ from attached building 

signage. 
 

3. To allow for a total of 202.82 sq. ft. of attached signage. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Reason for request 
 
• The surrounding buildings will make the property less visible 

from Plano Rd.  
 

• Due to the dimensions of the lot and building location on the 
lot, there is not a location where a pole sign could be installed 
to meet all required setbacks. 
 

• The store front is more narrow than the sides of the building.  
Due to having a narrow store front, this limits the amount of 
attached signage on the remaining longer elevations. 
 

• Desires signage that is consistent with Applebee’s established 
branding. 
 
 
 

 
 





Overall Sign Project 



East Elevation  

South Elevation  

North Elevation 

Attached Signs 



Proposed Sign 



Similar Sign - 
Taylor, Texas 



Sign Control Board Action 
 
• The Sign Control Board voted unanimously to approve 

SCB Case 14-09 with the following stipulations 
 
• The pole sign cannot be taller than 21’ tall and 87.75 

sq. ft. in area. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 



Pole Sign –  
As Approved by the 
Sign Control Board 





Existing 
Proposed 



Existing 
Proposed 



Existing 
Proposed 



Existing 
Proposed 



Existing 
Proposed 



Existing 
Proposed 

l l 



Existing 
Proposed 



Sign Control Board of Adjustment 
July 9, 2014 Meeting 



 
 
 

City of Richardson, Texas 
 

2014-2015 Municipal Budget  
 

Fee 
Recommendations 

  
July 28, 2014 

1 



City Council 2014-2015 
Strategic Goals 
Optimizing the Use of Fees Goal 

 
• “Optimize use of fees” is defined as fees should be 

competitive without being punitive or cost-prohibitive. 
 
• Goals: 

• Ensure (where appropriate) that the receiver of the benefit pays 
(at least in part) for the services 

• Recognize that some fees are fines that are intended to “change 
behavior” 

• Reduce burden on property taxpayers 
• Improve the collection of fees and fines 
• Identify potential new fees 
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City Council 2014-2015 
Strategic Goals 

Departments reviewed all of their fees in Spring 2014: 
 

• Researched fee structures – methodology, resident/non-
resident variations, amount of the fee, administration of 
the fee 

• Are Richardson’s fees comparable to the benchmark 
cities? 

• Are there departmental recommendations for modifying 
existing fees? 

• Are there departmental recommendations for charging 
new fees where appropriate? 
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City of Richardson  
Fee Benchmarking  

Benchmark Cities: 
• Allen 
• Arlington 
• Carrollton 
• Dallas 
• Fort Worth 
• Frisco  
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• Garland 
• Grand Prairie 
• Irving 
• Mesquite 
• McKinney 
• Plano 
 



Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Fee 
Recommendations 
Development Services: 
• Increase of development fees to match the city survey averages: 

$5,525 
• Preliminary Plat – Increase from $250 to $400 

• Benchmark city average:  $395.50 
• Plat for Non-Residential/Apartments – Increase from $25/acre to $35/acre 

• Benchmark city average:  $33.33/acre 
• Civil Plan– Increase from $25/acre to $50/acre 

• Benchmark city average:  $50/acre 
• Civil Plan Review Fee – Increase from $500 to $700 

• Benchmark city average:  $900 
• Site Plan – Increase from $500 to $600 

• Benchmark city average:  $591.67 
• Utility Verification Letter – Increase from $50 to $100 

• Benchmark city average:  $200 
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Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund 
Fee Recommendations 
Development Services: 
• Creation of two new development fees:  $10,750 

• Non-residential variance fee  - $325 
• Benchmark city average:  $319.17 

• Comprehensive Plan amendment - $1,500 
• Benchmark city average:  $1,462.50 

 
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
TOTAL ESTIMATED FY 14-15 IMPACT:  $16,275 
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Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Fee 
Recommendations 

Building Inspection: 
• Increase of building inspection fees to match the city survey 

averages  
• New Finished Office Building  - $22,400 

• Per square foot costs are determined by number of square feet in 
the building plus a minimum fee 

• Benchmark city average: 13% above Richardson 
• Interior Finish of Shell Building - $18,000 

• Per square foot costs are determined by number of square 
feet in the building plus a minimum fee 

• Benchmark city average:  87% above Richardson 
 

BUILDING INSPECTION 
TOTAL ESTIMATED FY14-15 IMPACT:  $40,400 
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Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund Fee 
Recommendations 
Health: 
• Increase of food service and environmental health fees to match the city 

survey averages: $7,500 
• Food Services Inspection – Commercial Childcare – Increase from $100 to $150 

• Benchmark city average: $226 
• Inspection of additional pools on same property – Increase from $50 to $150 

• Benchmark city average:  $216 
 

• Creation of three new fees to discourage behavior: $12,500 
• Administrative fee for stagnant residential pools  - $250 

• Benchmark city average:  Matches Community Services nuisance administrative fees 
and covers the cost of draining pools  

• Food Service Permit Late Renewal Fee- $50 
• Benchmark city average:  $61 

• Food Service Re-inspection Fee $50 
• Benchmark city average:  $65 
 
HEALTH 
TOTAL ESTIMATED FY14-15 IMPACT:  $20,000 
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Fiscal Year 2014-2015 General Fund 
Fee Recommendations 

City Secretary: 
• The Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commission (TABC)  authorizes cities 

to collect a fee for certain liquor and beer permits/fees to help 
compensate for administration of these permits. 
• Permit fees are set by TABC 
• 73 different permit/license types are used by TABC; 60 of those can be 

collected by cities 
• The City has 193 active license holders, of which the City is authorized to 

collect from 165 license holders 
• Permit fees range from $60.00 (i.e. QuikTrip) for off-premise permit for 

beer and wine to $750.00 for a mixed beverage permit with food and 
beverage certificate (i.e. Chili’s Bar and Grill) 

• The City Secretary’s Office currently certifies TABC applications, but does 
not collect the authorized fee 

  
 CITY SECRETARY 
 TOTAL ESTIMATED FY14-15 IMPACT:  $30,000 
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Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Water and Sewer 
Fund Fee Recommendations 
 
• Increase in late fee charges from 5% to 10%:  $335,000 

• 7 of the benchmark cities charge 10% for late fees 
• 4 of the benchmark cities charge 5% for late fees 
• 1 of the benchmark cities charge a flat fee 

 
• Creating a base fee for irrigation meters:  $269,000 

• A base fee helps recover cost for managing irrigation accounts 
• The proposed fee is a $8.00 charge per irrigation meter per month 
• 2,802 customers (1,670 residential and 1,132 commercial) currently have an 

irrigation meters 
• All of the benchmark cities* that have irrigation meters charge a base fee. 
 
These two fees have been included in the Water/Sewer Fund proposed budget for 
FY14-FY15 
 

 WATER AND SEWER FUND 
 TOTAL ESTIMATED FY14-15 IMPACT:  $604,000 
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*  The City of Allen does not have irrigation meters. 



Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Water and Sewer 
Fund Fee Recommendations 

Deposit Recommendations*: 
• Increase deposits for residential meters** from $50 to $75 

• Benchmark city average:  $73.96 
• Increase deposits for irrigation meters from $45 to $75 

• Benchmark city average:  $70.00 
• Recommend moving to determining commercial deposits 

amounts using meter size instead of determining deposits by 
customer category (i.e. apartment, restaurants, car wash, etc.)   

• Deposits would range from $110 for a ¾ inch meter (average bill 
amount of $333)  to $6,000 for a 10 inch meter (average bill 
$20,538) 

• If approved, staff recommends grandfathering existing customers 
 11 

*  Does not impact Water/Sewer Operating Fund 
**  Average monthly residential bill is $95 



Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Water and Sewer 
Fund Fee Recommendations 

Fee Recommendations  
• Increase after-hours reconnection fee from $50 to $60 (discourage 

behavior) 
• Benchmark city average:  $51.79 

• Increase pulled meter fee* from $15 to $100 (discourage behavior) 
• Benchmark city average:  $61.22 

• Increase meter tampering fee* from $15 to $250 (discourage 
behavior) 

• Benchmark city average:  $122.21 
• Discontinue information research charge (current customers are not 

being charged for staff assistance) 
• Increase two-way clean-out fee from $60 per clean-out to $120 per 

clean-out 
• Benchmark city average:  Helps offset the cost of supplies/labor to 

provide this services.  Most cities do not offer this service. 
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*  Pulled meter fee and meter tampering fees are typically charged in tandem. 



Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Solid Waste Fund    
Fee Recommendations 
• Increase of 5% in commercial frontload service to better achieve 

market average:  $200,000 
 Examples: 

• 4 yard picked up once a week:  From $82 to $86 
• 4 yard picked up six times a week:  From $384 to $403  
• 8 yard picked up once a week:  From $131 to $138 
• 8 yard picked up six times a week:  From $645 to $677 

 
Benchmark city average: 
• 4 yard commercial frontload service:  5.21% below 
• 8 yard commercial frontload service:  5.72% below 

 
This fee increase has been included in the Solid Waste Fund proposed budget for 
FY14-FY15 

 
 SOLID WASTE FUND 

 TOTAL ESTIMATED FY14-FY15 IMPACT:  $200,000 
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Summary  
             General Fund 
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Fee Changes Amount 

Development Services $16,275 

Building Inspection $40,400 

Health $20,000 

City Secretary $30,000 

TOTAL $106,675 

Other Funds 

Fee Changes Amount 

Water/Sewer Fund $604,000 

Solid Waste Fund $200,000 

TOTAL $804,000 



Summary 
• City staff requests direction from the City Council regarding these 

proposed fee recommendations 
• Based on City Council feedback:  

• City staff will prepare Ordinances/Resolutions for City Council 
consideration at the September 8, 2014  City Council meeting 

• City staff will begin to communicate with key stakeholders about these 
fee changes. 

• City staff will continue to monitor fee collection on a quarterly basis 
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RECYCLING MARKETING PLAN & 
IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 

 
CITY COUNCIL BRIEFING:  JULY 28, 2014 



Solid Waste Services Study 
• Evaluate Solid Waste services to ensure consistency with City 

Council Goals, explore opportunities to increase cost-
effectiveness of the system and enhance customer services. 
– Parameters:  The City is committed to maintaining: 

• Manual collection of residential trash collection twice a 
week, 

• Residential recyclables using the blue bag system once 
a week, and 

• Offering brush and bulky item collection once a week. 
 

2 



System Findings 
• COR’s twice a week residential trash collection, once a week 

brush and bulky item collection, and once a week residential 
recycling collection combine to provide one of the most 
robust, comprehensive services in the region. 

• Current value of services provided to residential customers is 
$24 per month; current charge is $18. 
– A rate increase will likely be necessary in the future to 

maintain current service levels and the required fund 
balance - No increase proposed for FY 14/15. 

• COR’s commercial trash collection rates continue to be 
evaluated in light of the ever-changing market. 
– 5% increase in commercial frontload rate proposed for FY 

14/15. 
3 



System Findings 
• COR’s overall diversion rate from the NTMWD’s 121 Regional 

Disposal Center is approximately 12%. 

– Includes compostable brush items and recyclables. 

• COR’s residential recycling program is diverting approximately 
18% of residential waste from the single family waste stream. 

– Diversion rate has remained flat for past several years. 

• COR’s recycling education and outreach programs have not 
kept up with industry or regional programs. 

• COR’s construction and demolition debris program provides 
limited services and does not permit adequate tracking of all 
debris. 

4 



System Opportunities 

5 

1. Develop a licensing program for private haulers that want to 
provide commercial or multi-family services within the City 

2. Develop a licensing program for private haulers that want to 
collect construction and demolition debris with the City 

3. Create a “Just Bag It” like campaign 

 



Make Mulch Not Trash 



System Opportunities 

7 

1. Develop a licensing program for private haulers that want to 
provide commercial or multi-family services within the City 

2. Develop a licensing program for private haulers that want to 
collect construction and demolition debris with the City 

3. Create a “Just Bag It” like campaign 

4. Expand education and outreach to increase participation 
and decrease contamination in recycling programs 

 



2013-15 City Council Goals 
• Enhance Quality of Life 

– Increase Recycling 
• Increase the number of households taking part 
• Increase the amount each household recycles 
• Decrease contamination 

8 



RESEARCH & FINDINGS 



Research 

• September 2013  
– City Council approved funding for enhanced recycling efforts 

• October 2013 
– Enhanced promotional efforts begin at community events 

• January 2014 
– Community survey via the Richardson Today and cor.net 

• January / February 2014 
– Focus group and community meetings conducted 

• March / April 2014 
– Survey results tabulated; Strategies researched 

 

 
 



Research 

• Survey - 4,228 responses; Representative participation 
– 48% - 75080 
– 30% - 75081 
– 22% - 75082 

• Recycling best practices 
– EPA / TCEQ 
– Industry standards 
– North Texas organizations 
– Other cities 

 



Findings 

• Best way to provide information about recycling 
– Richardson Today 
– Water Bill Insert 
– www.cor.net 
– Homeowner / Neighborhood Association Network 

• Blue Bags 
– Use of redemption letter is on the rise 
– Residents want more opportunities to obtain free bags 
– More locations to purchase bags 

 
 



Findings 

• Education 
– Awareness is not the issue 
– More visual communication is desired 
– Want list of acceptable items refreshed more often 
– Want information on how to reduce contamination 

• Public space recycling desired 
– City facilitates 
– Community and special events 
– Parks  

 

 

 
 



EXPANDED PROGRAMS 



Proposed Expanded Programs 

1. Monthly Panhandle Blue Bag Distribution Pilot Program –  

Fire Station 6; Monthly, 9 am - 3 pm = $1,000 annually 

2. Blue Bag Vouchers = $1,500 annually 

3. Recycling Mailer & Magnet = $40,000 annually 

4. Educational Videos = $1,500 annually 

5. Huffhines/Heights Park Pilot Recycling Program = $30,000 
annually 

 
 



Proposed Expanded Programs 

6. Pole banner campaign = $25,000  

7. Partnerships with RISD / PISD = $1,000 annually 

– Student participation and leadership programs 

8. HOA and Neighborhood Association strategies = $1,000 
annually 

9. Development of New Recycling Logo and Mascot = TBD 

 



Staffing Strategy 

• Solid Waste Coordinator 
– Focus on marketing plan implementation 

• Plan / staff city sponsored recycling events 
• Coordinate / staff community events 
• Manage volunteers 
• Serve as school districts’ liaison 
• NTMWD / Texas A&M Agrilife Extension Service contact 
• Homeowner/Neighborhood Association representative 
• Staff panhandle distribution on weekends 

 
 
 



NEXT STEPS 



Measuring Progress 
• Set-out rate 

– Are more households taking part? 
– Quarterly field observations 

 
• Tonnage 

– Is gross tonnage increasing? 
– Average of 5,500 tons per year since 2008 

 
• Contamination 

– Are less recyclables being deemed ineligible?  
– Quarterly audits 

 
 
 



Environmental Advisory Commission 

• Draft Plan presented to EAC on May 28, 2014 
– Overall acceptance of plan 
– Recommendations 

• Informational flyer at blue bag sales points 
• Identified need to include more information on 

contamination 
• Provided feedback on need to educate future residents 
• Voiced support for the Fire Station 6 distribution 

location and voucher program 



Next Steps 

• Accept City Council feedback and suggestions 

• Begin implementing proposed expanded programs 

• Begin establishing benchmarks and tracking progress 

 
 



RECYCLING MARKETING PLAN & 
IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 



 
 
Drainage Utility: 
Program Update 

 
City of Richardson, Texas 
City Council Work Session 
July 28, 2014 1 



Presentation Overview 
 

• Background 
 
• Work Plan Summaries 

• Years 1 & 2   -  FY 2011-12 partial year, FY 2012-13 
• Current Year - FY 2013-2014  
• Proposed      -  FY 2014-2015 

 

• Next Steps  
 

2 



Richardson’s Drainage Infrastructure 

3 



Drainage Utility Background  
 

• Drainage Utility Established - November 28, 2011   
• single residential monthly rate of $3.75 per household . 
• commercial monthly rate of $0.105 per 100 square feet 

of impervious area which is equivalent to the charge for 
the average residential property.   

• Initiated billing February 2012. 
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12-City Review 
City Drainage Utility? Avg. Res. 

Allen Yes $3.00 

Arlington Yes $4.25 

Carrollton - - 

Dallas Yes $7.77 

Ft. Worth Yes $5.40 

Frisco Yes $2.00 

Garland Yes $2.88 

Grand Prairie Yes $4.35 

Irving Yes $4.00 

McKinney Yes $2.75 

Mesquite Yes $3.50 

Plano Yes $3.30 

Survey Avg: $3.93 

Richardson Yes $3.75 
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Drainage Utility Background  
 

• Start up year FY 2011- 2012  
• Funded a portion of drainage services traditionally 

hosted in the general fund.  
• Start of contract services and capital projects. 

• First full year FY2012-2013 
• Full year revenue of approximately $2,700,000. 
• Continued to fund a portion of traditional drainage 

services.  
• Expanded Contract services for drainage maintenance.  
• Funded bridge replacement projects coordinated with 

NV Bridges. 6 



City Services supported by the  
Drainage Utility 

 

• Public Services 
• Maintenance of inlets, pipes, 

bridges, channels 
• Storm preparation and response 
• Spill response 

 
• Development Services, Capital 

Projects, Building Inspections 
• Plan review 
• Inspection /Compliance 
• Flood plain management 

 
• Fire Department 

• Hazardous spill response   
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• Parks Department 
• Street sweeping 
• Public  education  
• Park pond maintenance 

 
• Health Department 

• Public  education and outreach 
• Inspection and compliance 
• Spill response 

 
• Capital Projects, Water Customer 

Services 
• Customer service 
• Program administration 

  
 
 

Departments and Services   
Conveyance, Water Quality, Floodplain Management 



Contract Services 

Contract services may include: 
• Open Channel Maintenance 
• Pipe and inlet Inspection and Cleaning 
• Engineering and Planning Studies 
• Hydraulic Studies for Flood Risk Assessments (FIRM) 
• Street Sweeping 
• Litter abatement Pilot Program 
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Projects  (pay-go) 
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Projects may include: 
• Flood prevention projects 
• Erosion protection projects 
• Bridge and culvert construction and repair 
• Spillways/dam structures 
• Detention basin structures 
• Storm water treatment structures 
• Aeration & aquatic vegetation management 
• Silt management & safe removal and disposal 
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Storm Water/Drainage Utility: 
FY2011-12 and FY2012-13 



West Fork Debris Removal and Vegetation Management 
Completed Spring 2013 

11 

Contract Services 



Contract Services 

 
  

 
•   
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1300 Collins Channel Debris Removal  
Completed Spring 2013 



Contract Services 

13 

Texas Channel Debris Removal 
Completed Spring 2013  



Contract Services 

14 

Upper Duck Creek Debris Removal 
Completed Spring 2013  



Projects 
PayGo Capital  
• Dumont Culvert at Hunt Branch  

• Flood protection – roadway 
overtopped more than 2 feet by 
the one percent annual chance 
storm event.  

• Undersized culvert was replaced 
with arch culvert.   

• This is also a 2010 bond program 
Neighborhood Vitality bridge 
aesthetic location. The 
enhancements were funded from 
2010 GO Bonds program. 

• New culvert construction  
completed February 2014.   
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Storm Water/Drainage Utility:  
FY2013-14 



City Services   FY2013-14 
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Continuation of drainage services provided by city forces 
• Multi-departmental  
• Conveyance, water quality, flood plain management 
Storm Water Management Plan update for TCEQ permit   
• State of Texas component of EPA Clean Water Act regulations 
Flood Insurance Rate Map update for Dallas County 
• New F.I.R.M. took effect July 7, 2014 
• New maps based on new detailed study of most streams in 

Richardson  
• Flood plain high risk area reduced by 18%  
• Public outreach will include: Richardson Today, Website and 

targeted letter to properties changing risk zones. 
 

 



Contract Services  FY2013-14   
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Creek bank erosion and lake condition inventories 
• Studies underway and scheduled to be completed this fall 
• Update of City wide assessment of creek banks erosion. 
• 32 miles of streams. 
• Assess condition of Urban Lakes. 
• City owned and multi-owner residential lakes. 
• Identify and prioritize needs for future drainage utility or 2015 

bond program consideration.  
  

Flood Insurance Rate Map update 
• Hydraulic Study for Duck Creek  
• FEMA did not include updated study in Dallas Co. update 

 
 



Contract Services   FY2013-14 
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Huffhines Watershed Study and 
Capital Improvement Plan 
• Approximately 1325 Acres  
• Over 23 miles of underground 

storm drain pipe 
• Study will identify and prioritize 

system deficiencies for future 
project consideration. 

• Third drainage basin to be 
assessed (Floyd Branch and Hunt 
Branch completed) 

 
  
 

Watershed Studies 
 
 Completed 
 FY2013-14 



Contract Services   FY2013-14 
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Huffhines Watershed Study and Capital 
Improvement Plan 
• Study will identify and prioritize system deficiencies 

for future project consideration. 
• Third drainage basin to be assessed (Floyd Branch 

and Hunt Branch completed) 
• Approximately 1325 acre portion of Duck Creek  
• Over 23 miles of underground storm drain pipe 
• Scheduled to be completed this fall. 
 
 



Contract Services   FY2013-14 
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Open channel maintenance 
• Remove debris from City drainageways and culverts 
• Vegetation management  
• Floyd Branch October 2013 and spring 2014 
• Arapaho Road culverts east of West Shore scheduled 

for fall 2014 
  

 
 



Contract Services    FY2013-14   
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Pipe and Inlet Inspection and 
cleaning 
• Inspect condition of inlets and pipes 
• Remove debris to maintain capacity 
• Make repairs as needed 
• Renner Pond Outlet pipe 

maintenance 
 
 

 Street Sweeping 
• Contract sweeping of primary 

roadways 
• Litter and sediment removal    

 
 



Contract Services  FY2013-14   
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Litter Abatement Pilot Program  -
Kirby Lake 
• Capture litter and debris near the 

source 
• Evaluate the effectiveness of inlet 

inserts 
• Approximately 200 acre study area 
• Study underway first rain event in 

May 2014 
• Over 900 pounds of sediment, 

grass, leaves and litter captured.   
 

 
 

  
  

 



Contract Services  FY2013-14   
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Litter Abatement Pilot Program  -Kirby Lake 
  

 
 

  
  

 



Projects     FY2013-14 
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Three Cottonwood Creek Culverts  
• Brentwood Drive, Melrose Drive and Wisteria Drive 
• Flood protection- roadways overtopped by approx. 2 

feet for one percent annual chance flood 
• Bridge rail enhancements will be included with 

funding  from neighborhood vitality  program 
• Construction scheduled to begin this fall 
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Storm Water/Drainage Utility:  
Proposed FY2014-2015 



City Services  FY2014-15          1,025,000 
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Continuation of drainage services provided by City forces 
• Multi-departmental 
• Conveyance, Water Quality, Flood plain management  

   
Addition of project engineer as planned 
• hosted in general fund 
• manage design and construction projects 
• manage engineering studies and contract services 
 
Storm Water Management Plan implementation, TCEQ permit   
• October 2014 marks the start of the year for the new permit term.  
• Review and assessment of existing procedures across several 

departments 
• Increased documentation and reporting   
 



Contract Services  FY2014-15    $440,000   

28 

Open Channel Maintenance 
• Floyd Branch at Buckingham 
• Floyd Branch at Spring Valley – fall and spring 
Pipe and Inlet Inspection and Cleaning 
• Arapaho at Bowser 
• Arapaho at US75 
• Consider annual contract options 
Street Sweeping 
Watershed Study and Capital Improvement Plan 
• Prairie Creek – 2500 Acres (4th basin to be studied) 
     
 
  
 

 
 



Contract Services  FY2014-15    $440,000  
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Prairie Creek Watershed Study 
and Capital Improvement Plan 
 
 

  
 

Watershed Studies 
 
 Completed 
 FY2013-14 
             FY2104-15 



Projects   FY2014-15                  $1,235,000 

30 

Flood Prevention 
• Cottonwood Creek/WF Detention Basins Design  $ 250,000 
• Lamp Post Dr. Flood Prevention                    $ 165,000 
• 200 Shady Hill Dr. Alley Groundwater Drainage     $ 150,000 
• Shenandoah to Laurel Drainage *      $ 200,000 
• Ocean Drive Drainage *       $ 310,000 
• Brentwood Drainage Floyd to Wisteria *     $ 160,000 

 
           * Flood Prevention in conjunction with water or street projects 

 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 



  
• City Services   $ 1,025,000 
• Contract Services  $    440,000 
• Projects              $ 1,235,000 

 
    Total    $ 2,700,000 
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Storm Water/Drainage Utility:  
Proposed FY2014-2015 



Next Steps 
•Continue work on current year work plan.  
•Future year work plans will build on studies and    
assessments 

•Watershed studies 
•Erosion and lake assessment 
•TCEQ Stormwater management plan development 

•Drainage Utility will target projects generally less  
than $0.5 M with some larger projects constructed     
in phases. 
•Studies will also identify larger capital projects to be 
considered for future G.O. bond program. 
•Work plans will be reviewed and updated annually. 
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