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2017 Water Level
The table below shows water | evels f 8 wel l t hat were
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Levels Kosar ek -46. 45 -50. 8
Larsen -18.90 -22. 8
Li pscomb -86. 35 -93.9
Lockhart #8 -73.00 -108. 0
Mc Cor mi ck | #2 -65. 20 -71.00
Mc Cor mi ck |#1 -70.50 -71.75
Collier -64.55 -70.6
Wel | s -79.95 -90. 35
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Repairs to Several of.. PCC
Dams Compl ete with Mor e t
The District has just flinished up repairs fojr sev:
its dams that were damalged due to the 2015 f|l ood
event (May 2015). Foll owing the flood event, PCCD
applied for and was granted funding through |t he
Emergency Watershed Projtection (EWP) program
for sever al of its dams| The EWP program, adminis-
tered by the Natur al Relsources Conservation [Ser vi
(NRCS), responds to natjural disasters, such |as
floods, by providing fijnancial and technical| assi
tance. NRCS pays for 75% of the cost while the re-
maining 25% is paid for| by a |l ocal sponsor. |Bel ow
a table |isting the PCCD dams that have been re-
paired, their specific |[damage, and the assoc|i ated
costs of the repairs. Site 12 EWP completed construction looking at the
Dam Num Specific damagq Esti mated Copst of Repair
2, 5, apd 7 Auxiliary Spill wa Erosisow9, 929
10 and |14 Auxiliary Spillway Erpsion & Bé&ébri597Rfemoval
11 Auxiliary Spill wa Erosi$o®6, 791
12 Erosion on the upstrelam emb$ntkéBe,nt6 0&| dam
On Aug'dst2026/7, Hurricane Harvey hit and caused dam
28). Foll owing a Damage Su
completed by the NRCS, PCC
applied for EWP assistance
of needed repairs. Over t
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experienced flooding that
Fortunately, financi al ai d
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continue i's not known but
currently uncertain whethe
sistance received in the
be availabl e.
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